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PREFACE 


Tbe  statutes  collected  in  this  Supplement  connect,  without  break  or  dupli- 
cation, with  those  contained  in  the  1920  Supplement.  They  are  the  general, 
permanent,  and  public  acts  passed  by  Congress  between  December  19,  1920,  and 
December  31,  1921.  These  acts  are  classified  according  to  the  scheme  of  titles 
in  the  main  work,  and  in  using  this  Supplement  the  reader  should  examine 
the  corresponding  title  to  locate  the  late,  amendatory,  or  repealing  legislation 
on  the  topic  under  consideration. 

The  latter  part  of  the  volume  is  devoted  to  the  supplemental  notes.  These 
supplemental  notes  connect  directly  with  and  continue  those  in  the  1920  Supple- 
ment, and  present  all  the  subsequent  decisions  construing  the  statutes  con- 
tained in  the  prior  volumes.  The  arrangement  is  by  title,  volxime,  page,  and 
section  as  the  statutes  are  found  in  preceding  volumes,  and  the  investigator  has 
merely  to  turn  to  the  corresponding  title,  volume,  page  and  section  as  shown 
by  the  captions  in  this  Supplement  to  find  the  late  cases.  The  omission  of  a 
title  or  of  page  and  section  captions  implies  that  no  new  cases  have  been  found. 

Tables  of  titles.  Revised  Statutes  sections,  and  statutes  chronologically 
arranged  are  included,  together  with  a  table  connecting  the  notes  with  the 
first  edition  and  supplements  thereto. 

Supplemental  notes  to  the  Constitution  are  also  included  in  this  volume. 
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Act  of  Feb.  27, 1921,  2. 

Federal     Land     Banks  —  EstablisTiment  —  Branches  -^  Loans  — - 
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Bureau  of  Markets  and  Crop  Estimates — Powers  and  Duties,  3. 

Act  of  March  4, 1921,  3. 

Form    of    Farm   Loan   Bonds  —  Sec.    20    of    Farm    Loan    Act 
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Sec.  32  Amended,  4. 
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(a)  Owner  or  Renter  of  Land  —  Owner  or  Grower  of  Grain,  6. 
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(a)  Suspension  or  Revocation  of  Designation  —  Appeal  from 

Refusal  to  Designate,  6. 
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8.  Vacation  of  Designation  as  ''  Contract  Market,"  9, 

9.  Investigations  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture  —  Reports,  10. 

10.  Penalties  for  Failure  to  Evidence  Contracts,  Keep  Records,  Pay 
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11.  Invalidity  of  Part  of  Act  —  Effect  on  Other  Provisions,  10. 
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CROSS-REFERENCES 

See  also  CORPORATIONS;  STOCKYARDS;  VOCATIONAL  REHABILITA- 
TION 

An  Act  To  amend  section  4  of  the  Act  approved  July  17,  1916,  known  as  the 
Federal  Farm  Loan  Act»  extoiding  its  provisions  to  Porto  Bico. 

[Act  of  Feb.  27,  1921.] 

[Federal  Land  Banks  —  establishment  —  branches  —  loans  —  sec.  4  of 
Farm  Loan  Act  amended.]  That  paragraph  2  of  section  4  of  the  Act  approved 
July  17,  1916,  known  as  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act,  be  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

''  The  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  shall  establish  in  each  Federal  land  bank 
district  a  Federal  land  bank,  with  its  principal  office  located  in  such  city  within 
the  district  as  said  board  shall  designate.  Each  Federal  land  bank  shall  include 
in  its  title  the  name  of  the  city  in  which  it  is  located.  Subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board,  any  Federal  land  bank  may  establish  branches 
within  the  land  bank  district.  Subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Federal  Farm 
Loan  Board  and  under  such  conditions  as  it  may  prescribe,  the  provisions  of 
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this  Act  are  extended  to  the  island  of  Porto  Rico ;  and  such  Federal  land  bank 
as  may  be  designated  by  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board,  is  hereby  authorized 
to  establish  a  branch  bank  at  such  point  as  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  may 
direct  on  the  island  of  Porto  Rico.  Loans  made  by  such  branch  bank,  when 
so  established,  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  $5,000  to  any  one  borrower  and  shall 
be  subject  to  the  restrictions  and  provisions  of  this  Act,  except  that  such  branch 
bank  may  loan  direct  to  borrowers,  and  subject  to  such  regulations  as  the 
Federal  Farm  Loan  Board  may  prescribe  the  rate  charged  borrowers  may 
be  IY2  per  centum  in  excess  of  the  rate  borne  by  the  last  preceding  issue  of 
farm  loan  bonds  of  the  Federal  land  bank  with  which  such  branch  bank  is  con- 
nected :  Provided,  liowever,  That  no  loans  shall  be  made  in  the  island  of  Porto 
Rico  to  run  for  a  longer  term  than  twenty  years. 

*  *  Each  borrower  through  such  branch  bank  shall  subscribe  and  pay  for  stock 
in  the  Federal  land  bank  with  which  it  is  connected  in  the  sum  of  $5  for  each 
$100  or  fraction  thereof  borrowed;  such  stock  shall  be  held  by  such  Federal 
land  bank  as  collateral  security  for  the  loan  of  the  borrower ;  shall  participate 
in  all  dividends;  and  upon  full  payment  of  the  loan  shall  be  canceled  at  par  and 
proceeds  paid  to  borrower,  or  the  borrower  may  apply  the  same  to  the  final  pay- 
ments on  his  loan." 

For  sec.  4  of  Act  of  July  17,  1916,  as  originally  enacted,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  16. 


*  *  *  [Periflhable  farm  products  receiyed  in  interstate  oommeree  —  cer* 
tificate  of  quality  and  condition  —  prima  facie  evidence.]  For  enabling  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  to  investigate  and  certify  to  shippers  and  other 
interested  parties  the  quality  and  condition  of  fruits,  vegetables,  poultry,  butter, 
hay,  and  other  perishable  farm  products,  when  received  in  interstate  commerce 
at  such  important  central  markets  as  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  from 
time  to  time  designate,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe, 
including  payment  of  such  fees  as  will  be  reasonable  and  as  nearly  as  may  be 
to  cover  the  cost  for  the  service  rendered :  Provided,  That  certificates  issued  by 
the  authorized  agents  of  the  department  shall  be  received  in  all  courts  of  the 
United  States  as  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  truth  of  the  statements  therein 
contained,    •    •    •. 

This  and  the  paragraph  which  follows  are  from  the  Agricultural  Appropriation  Act  of 
March  3,  1921. 

*  *  *  [Bureau  of  Markets  and  Orop  Estimates  —  powers  and  duties.] 
That  hereafter  the  powers  conferred  and  the  duties  imposed  by  law  on  the 
Bureau  of  Statistics  and  the  Bureau  of  Crop  Estimates  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  shall  be  exercised  and  performed  by  the  Bureau  of  Markets  and 
Crop  Estimates. 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 


An  Act  To  amend  the  flbrst  paragraph  of  section  20  of  tlie  Act  of  Congress 
approved  July  17, 1916,  known  as  the  Federal  Fanh  Loan  Act,  as  amended 
by  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  April  20,  1920. 

[Act  of  March  4,  1921.] 

[Form  of  Farm  Loan  bonds  —  sec.  20  of  Farm  Loan  Act  amended.]    That 
the  first  paragraph  of  section  20  of  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  July  17,  1916^ 
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as  amended  by  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  April  20,  1920,  be  amended  to 
read  as  follows : 

•'  Sec.  20.  That  bonds  provided  for  in  this  Act  shall  be  issued  in  denomina- 
tions of  $40,  $100,  $500,  $1,000,  and  such  larger  denominations  as  the  Federal 
Farm  Loan  Board  may  authorize;  they  shall  run  for  specified  minimum  and 
maximum  periods,  subject  to  payment  and  retirement,  at  the  option  of  the  land 
bank,  at  any  time  after  the  minimum  period  specified  in  the  bonds,  which 
shall  not  be  longer  than  ten  years  from  the  date  of  their  issue.  They  shall 
have  interest  coupons  attached,  payable  semiannually,  and  shall  be  issued  in 
series  of  not  less  than  $50,000,  the  amount  and  terms  to  be  fixed  by  the  Federal 
Farm  Loan  Board.  They  shall  bear  a  rate  of  interest  not  to  exceed  5  per 
centum  per  annum.'* 

For  sec.  20  as  originally  enacted,  see  1018  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  32. 
For  sec.  20  as  amended  by  Act  of  April  20,  1920,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  4. 
For  further  amendment  affecting  rate  of  interest,  see  Act  of  Aug.   13,  1921,  set  out  on 
following  page. 


An  Act  To  amend  section  32  of  the  Act  of  Confess  approved  July  17,  1916, 
known  as  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act. 

[Act  of  July  1,  1921.] 

[Federal  Farm  Loan  Act  —  land  banks  —  government  deposits  —  sec.  32 
amended.]  That  section  32  of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act,  approved  July  17, 
1916,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  after  the  first  paragraph  a 
new  paragraph  to  read  as  follows : 

**  Until  such  time  as  the  aggregate  paid-in  capital  stock  of  the  twelve  Federal 
land  banks  shall  be  $50,000,000,  or  more,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may 
in  his  discretion  make  deposits  in  addition  to  those  authorized  by  the  preceding 
paragraph,  to  be  secured,  redeemed,  and  paid  in  the  same  manner  as  provided 
in  such  paragraph,  except  that  any  additional  deposit  made  hereunder  shall 
be  called  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  redeemed  by  the  bank  or  banks 
holding  the  same,  within  fifteen  days  after  the  conclusion  of  each  general  offering 
of  farm  loan  bonds  by  such  bank  or  banks.  The  aggregate  of  such  additional 
deposits  outstanding  at  any  time  shall  not  exceed  the  difference  between  the 
aggregate  paid-in  capital  stock  of  the  twelve  Federal  land  banks  on  the  last 
day  of  the  preceding  month,  and  the  sum  of  $50,000,000.  The  certificates  of 
indebtedness  issued  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  by  the  Federal  land  bank 
for  such  additional  deposits  shall  bear  a  rate  of  interest  not  exceeding  by  more 
than  one-half  of  1  per  centum  per  annum  the  rate  borne  by  the  last  bond  issue 
pf  the  land  bank  receiving  such  deposits." 

Section  32  of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act,  here  amended,  will  be  found  in  1918  Supp. 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  at  p.  41. 


Joint  Resolution  For  the  relief  of  States  in  the  cotton  belt  that  have  given  aid 
^  '  to  cotton  fanners  forced  from  the  fields  in  established  nonproductioH 
"      zones  through  efforts  to  eradicate  the  pink  boUworm. 

\Res.  of  Aug.  9, 1921,  No,  12.] 

:  .[Bradicatian  of  puik  bollworm  —  aid  to  cotton  farmers  —  relief  of  states.] 

[J:hat  ^hen  any  State  shall  have  enacted  legislation  and  taken  measures,  includ- 
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ing  the  establishment  and  enforcement  of  noncotton  zones,  adequate,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  to  eradicate  the  pink  boUworm  in  any 
iarea  thereof  actually  infested,  or  threatened,  by  such  pest,  the  said  Secretary, 
under  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  him,  is  authorized,  out  of  the  appro- 
priation of  $554,840  for  "  Eradication  of  pink  bollworm  ''made  by  the  Agri- 
cultural Appropriation  Act  of  March  3,  1921,  to  utilize  not  to  exceed  $200,000 
in  reimbursing  such  States  for  expenses  incurred  by  them  in  compensating  any 
farmer  for  his  loss  due  to  the  enforced  nonproduction  of  cotton  within  said 
zones :  Provided,  That  such  reimbursement  of  any  State  shall  be  based  upon  the 
actual  and  necessary  loss  suffered  by  the  owner  of  said  land ;  that  such  reimburse- 
ment shall  not  exceed  one-third  the  amount  actually  paid  by  the  State  to  any 
farmer,  and,  in  no  event,  shall  exceed  $5  per  acre ;  and  that  no  reimbursement 
shall  be  made  in  respect  of  any  farmer  who  has  not  complied  in  good  faith  with 
all  quarantine  and  control  regulations  prescribed  by  said  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture and  such  State  relative  to  the  pink  bollworm. 


An  Act  To  amend  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act,  as  amended 

[Act  of  Aug.  13,  1921.] 

[Federal  Farm  Loan  Act  —  form  of  bonds  —  sec.  20  amended.]  That  the 
first  paragraph  of  section  20  of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act,  as  amended,  be,  and 
hereby  is,  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

' '  Sec.  20.  That  bonds  provided  for  in  this  Act  shall  be  issued  in  denominations 
of  $40,  $100,  $500,  $1,000,  and  such  larger  denominations  as  the  Federal  Farm 
Loan  Board  may  authorize ;  they  shall  run  for  specified  minimum  and  maximum 
periods,  subject  to  payment  and  retirement,  at  the  option  of  the  land  bank,  at 
any  time  after  the  minimum  period  specified  in  the  bonds,  which  shall  not  be 
longer  than  ten  years  from  the  date  of  their  issue.  They  shall  have  interest 
coupons  attached,  payable  semiannually,  and  shall  be  issued  in  series  of  not 
less  than  $50,000,  the  amount  and  terms  to  be  fixed  by  the  Federal  Farm  Loan 
Board.  They  shall  bear  a  rate  of  interest  not  to  exceed  5^^  per  centum  per 
annum,  but  no  bonds  issued  or  sold  after  June  30,  1923,  shall  bear  a  rate  of 
interest  to  exceed  5  per  centum  per  annum. ' ' 

The  paragraph  here  amended,  aa  it  read  prior  to  amendment,  will  be  found  in  1918  Supp. 
Fed.  Stat  Ann.  32. 

This  paragraph  of  sec.  2^  was  previously  amended  by  Act  of  March  4,  1921,  set  out  supra^ 
this  title  p.  4. 


An  Act  Taxing  contracts  for  the  sale  of  grain  for  future  delivery,  and  options 
for  such  contracts,  and  providing  for  the  regulation  of  boards  of  trade, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  Aug.  24, 1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Title  of  act—  *'  The  Fiitore  Trading  Act/']  That  this  Act  shall 
be  known  by  the  short  title  of  **  The  Future  Trading  Act." 

Sec.  2.  [Definition  of  terms  —  *  *  contract  of  sale  "  —  *  *  person  ' '  — 
**  grain  "  —  **  future  delivery  "  —  **  board  of  trade."]  That  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Act  **  contract  of  sale  "  shall  be  held  to  include  sales,  agreements  of  sale, 
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and  agreements  to  sell.  That  the  word  **  person  "  shall  be  construed  to  import 
the  plural  or  singular  and  shall  include  individuals,  associations,  partnerships, 
corporations,  and  trusts.  That  the  word  **  grain  *'  shall  be  construed  to  mean 
wheat,  com,  oats,  barley,  rye,  flax,  and  sorghum.  The  term  "  future  delivery/* 
as  used  herein,  shall  not  include  any  sale  of  cash  grain  for  deferred  shipment 
or  delivery.  The  words  **  board  of  trade  "  shall  be  held  to  include  and  mean 
any  exchange  or  association,  whether  incorporated  or  imincorporated,  of  persons 
who  shall  be  engaged  in  the  business  of  buying  or  selling  grain  or  receiving 
the  same  for  sale  on  consignment.  The  act,  omission,  or  failure  of  any  ofiScial, 
agent,  or  other  person  acting  for  any  individual,  association,  partnership,  cor- 
poration, or  trust  within  the  scope  of  his  employment  or  office  shall  be  deemed 
the  act,  omission,  or  failure  of  such  individual,  association,  partnership,  corpora- 
tion, or  trust,  as  well  as  of  such  official,  agent,  or  other  person. 

Sec.  3.  [Tax  on  privilege  or  option  relating  to  purchase  or  sale  of  grain.] 

That  in  addition  to  the  taxes  now  imposed  by  law  there  is  hereby  levied  a  tax 
amounting  to  20  cents  per  bushel  on  each  bushel  involved  therein,  whether  the 
actual  commodity  is  intended  to  be  delivered  or  only  nominally  referred  to, 
upon  each  and  every  privilege  or  option  for  a  contract  either  of  purchase  or 
sale  of  grain,  intending  hereby  to  tax  only  the  transactions  known  to  the  trade 
as  *'  privileges,"  **  bids,'' "  offers,''  **  puts  and  calls,"  **  indemnities,"  or  *'  ups 
and  downs." 

Sec.  4.  [Tax  on  contract  of  sale  of  grain  for  future  delivery  —  exceptions.] 

That  in  addition  to  the  taxes  now  imposed  by  law  there  is  hereby  levied  a  tax 
of  20  cents  a  bushel  on  every  bushel  involved  therein,  upon  each  contract  of  sale 
of  grain  for  future  delivery  except  — 

(a)  [Owner  or  renter  of  land  —  owner  or  grower  of  grain.]  Where  the 
seller  is  at  the  time  of  the  making  of  such  contract  the  owner  of  the  actual  physi- 
cal property  covered  thereby,  or  is  the  grower  thereof,  or  in  case  either  party  to 
the  contract  is  the  owner  or  renter  of  land  on  which  the  same  is  to  be  grown, 
or  is  an  association  of  such  owners,  or  growers  of  grain,  or  of  such  owners  or 
renters  of  land ;  or 

(b)  [Contract  made  by  or  through  member  of  board  of  trade  designated  as 
**  contract  market."]  Where  such  contracts  are  made  by  or  through  a  member 
of  a  board  of  trade  which  has  been  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
as  a  **  contract  market,"  as  hereinafter  provided,  and  if  such  contract  is  evi- 
denced by  a  memorandum  in  writing  which  shows  the  date,  the  parties  to  such 
contract  and  their  addresses,  the  property  covered  and  its  price,  and  the  terms 
of  delivery,  and  provided  that  each  board  member  shall  keep  such  memorandum 
for  a  period  of  three  years  from  the  date  thereof,  or  for  a  longer  period  if  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  so  direct,  which  record  shall  at  all  times  be  open 
to  the  inspection  of  any  representative  of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agri- 
culture or  the  United  States  Department  of  Justice. 

Sec.  5.  [Designation  of  boards  of  trade  as  "  contract  markets  "  —  condi- 
tions and  requirements.]  That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  hereby  author- 
ized and  directed  to  designate  boards  of  trade  as  **  contract  markets  "  when, 
and  only  when,  such  boards  of  trade  comply  with  the  following  conditions  and 
requirements : 
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(a)  [Location  at  tenniiial  market.]  When  loeated  at  a  terminal  market 
upon  which  cash  grain  is  sold  in  sufficient  volumes  and  under  such  conditions 
as  fairly  to  reflect  the  general  value  of  the  grain  and  the  difference  in  value 
between  the  various  grades  of  grain,  and  having  recognized  official  weighing 
and  inspection  service. 

(b)  [Keeping  of  records.]  When  the  governing  board  thereof  provides  for 
the  making  and  filing,  by  the  board  or  any  member  thereof,  as  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  direct,  of  reports  in  accordance  with  the  rules  and  regulations, 
and  in  such  manner  and  form  and  at  such  times  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  showing  the  details  and  terms  of  all  transactions 
entered  into  by  the  board,  or  the  members  thereof,  either  in  cash  transactions 
consummated  at,  on,  or  in  a  board  of  trade,  or  transactions  for  future  delivery, 
and  when  such  governing  board  provides,  in  accordance  with  such  rules  and 
regulations,  for  the  keeping  of  a  record  by  the  board  or  the  members  of  the 
board  of  trade,  as  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  direct,  showing  the  details 
and  terms  of  all  cash  and  future  transactions  entered  into  by  them,  consum- 
mated at,  on,  or  in  a  board  of  trade,  such  record  to  be  in  permanent  form,  show- 
ing the  parties  to  aU  such  transactions,  any  assignments  or  transfers  thereof, 
with  the  parties  thereto,  and  the  manner  in  which  said  transactions  are  fulfilled, 
discharged,  or  terminated.  Such  record  shall  be  required  to  be  kept  for  a  period 
of  three  years  from  the  date  thereof,  or  for  a  longer  period  if  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  shall  so  direct,  and  shall  at  all  times  be  open  to  the  inspection  of  any 
representative  of  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture  or  United  States 
Department  of  Justice. 

(c)  [Prevention  of  inaccurate  reports.]  When  the  governing  board  thereof 
prevents  the  dissemination,  by  the  board  or  any  member  thereof,  of  false,  mis- 
leading, or  inaccurate  report,  concerning  crop  or  market  information  or  condi- 
tions that  affect  or  tend  to  affect  the  price  of  commodities. 

(d)  [Prevention  of  manipulation  of  prices.]  When  the  governing  board 
thereof  provides  for  the  prevention  of  manipulation  of  prices,  or  the  cornering 
of  any  grain,  by  the  dealers  or  operators  upon  such  board. 

(e)  [Admission  to  membership  of  representatives  of  associationfl  of  pro- 
ducers.] When-  the  governing  board  thereof  admits  to  membership  thereof  and 
all  privileges  thereon  on  such  boards  of  trade  any  duly  authorized  representative 
of  any  lawfully  formed  and  conducted  cooperative  associations  of  producers  hav- 
ing adequate  financial  responsibility:  Provided,  That  no  rule  of  a  contract 
market  against  rebating  commissions  shall  apply  to  the  distribution  of  earnings 
among  the  bona  fide  members  of  any  such  cooperative  association. 


(f)  [Provision  for  making  effective  orders  affecting  trading,  privileges  of 
members,  etc.]  When  the  governing  board  shall  provide  for  making  effective 
the  final  orders  or  decisions  entered  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph  (b) 
section  6  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  6.  [Application  for  designation  as  "  contract  market  "  —  showing  of 
compliance  with  requirements.]  That  any  board  of  trade  desiring  to  be  desig- 
nated  a  *'  contract  market  "  shall  make  application  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture for  such  designation  and  accompany  the  same  with  a  showing  that  it  com- 
plies with  the  above  conditions,  and  with  a  sufficient  assurance  that  it  will 
continue  to  comply  with  the  above  requirements. 
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(a)  [Suspension  or  revocation  of  designation  —  appeal  from  refusal  to 
designate.]  A  commission  composed  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Commerce,  and  the  Attorney  General  is  authorized  to  suspend  for  a 
period  not  to  exceed  six  months  or  to  revoke  the  designation  of  any  board  of 
trade  as  a  **  contract  market  "  upon  a  showing  that  such  board  of  trade  has 
failed  or  is  failing  to  comply  with  the  above  requirements  or  is  not  enforcing 
its  rules  of  government  made  a  condition  of  its  designation  as  set  forth  in 
section  5.  Such  suspension  or  revocation  shall  only  be  after  a  notice  to  the 
officers  of  the  board  of  trade  affected  and  upon  a  hearing :  Provided,  That  such 
suspension  or  revocation  shall  be  final  and  conclusive  unless  within  fifteen  days 
after  such  suspension  or  revocation  by  the  said  commission  such  board  of  trade 
jappeals  to  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  for  the  circuit  in  which  it  has  its  princi- 
pal place  of  business  by  filing  with  the  clerk  of  such  court  a  written  petition 
praying  that  the  order  of  the  said  commission  be  set  aside  or  modified  in  the  man- 
ner stated  in  the  petition,  together  with  a  bond  in  such  sum  as  the  court  may 
determine,  conditioned  that  such  board  of  trade  will  pay  the  costs  of  the  pro- 
ceedings if  the  court  so  directs.  The  clerk  of  the  court  in  which  such  a  petition 
is  filed  shall  immediately  cause  a  copy  thereof  to  be  delivered  to  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  chairman  of  said  commission,  or  any  member  thereof,  and  the 
said  commission  shall  forthwith  prepare,  certify,  and  file  in  the  court  a  full 
and  accurate  transcript  of  the  record  in  such  proceedings,  including  the  notice  to 
the  board  of  trade,  a  copy  of  the  charges,  the  evidence,  and  the  report  and  order. 
The  testimony  and  evidence  taken  or  submitted  before  the  said  commission 
duly  certified  and  filed  as  aforesaid  as  a  part  of  the  record,  shall  be  considered 
by  the  court  as  the  evidence  in  the  case.  The  proceedings  in  such  cases  in  the 
eircuit  court  of  appeals  shall  be  made  a  preferred  cause  and  shall  be  expedited 
in  every  way.  Such  a  court  may  affirm  or  set  aside  the  order  of  the  said  commis- 
sion or  may  direct  it  to  modify  its  order.  No  such  order  of  the  said  commission 
shall  be  modified  or  set  aside  by  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  unless  it  is  shown  by 
the  board  of  trade  that  the  order  is  unsupported  by  the  weight  of  the  evidence  or 
was  issued  without  due  notice  and  a  reasonable  opportunity  having  been  afforded 
to  such  board  of  trade  for  a  hearing,  or  infringes  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  or  is  beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  said  commission:  Provided 
further,  That  if  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  refuse  to  designate  as  a 
contract  market  any  board  of  trade  that  has  made  application  therefor,  then 
ftuch  board  of  trade  may  appeal  from  such  refusal  to  the  commission  described 
therein,  consisting  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce, 
and  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  with  the  right  to  appeal  as 
provided  for  in  other  cases  in  this  section,  the  decision  on  such  appeal  to  be 
final  and  binding  on  all  parties  interested. 

(b)  [Violation  of  provisions  of  act  —  refusal  of  trading  privileges.]  That 
if  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  reason  to  believe  that  any  person  is  violating 
any  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  or  is  attempting  to  manipulate  the  market 
price  of  any  grain  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  section  5  hereof,  or  of  any 
of  the  rules  or  regulations  made  pursuant  to  its  requirements,  he  may  serve 
upon  such  person  a  complaint  stating  his  charge  in  that  respect,  to  which 
complaint  shall  be  attached  or  contained  therein  a  notice  of  hearing,  specifying 
a  day  and  place  not  less  than  three  days  after  the  service  thereof,  requiring 
such  person  to  show  cause  why  an  order  should  not  be  made  directing  that 
all  contract  markets  until  further  notice  of  the  said  commission  refuse  all 
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trading  priyileges  thereon  to  such  person.  Said  hearing  may  be  held  in  Waah« 
ington.  District  of  Columbia,  or  elsewhere,  before  the  said  commission,  or  before 
a  referee  designated  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  who  shall  cause  all  evi- 
dence to  be  reduced  to  writing  and  forthwith  transmit  the  same  to  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  as  chairman  of  the  said  commission.  That  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  effective  enforcement  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act  the  provisions, 
including  penalties,  of  section  12  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  as  amended, 
relating  to  the  attendance  and  testimony  of  witnesses,  the  production  of  docu- 
mentary evidence,  and  the  immunity  of  witnesses,  are  made  applicable  to  the 
power,  jurisdiction,  and  authority  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  the  said 
commission,  or  said  referee  in  proceedings  under  this  Act,  and  to  penons  sub- 
ject to  its  provisions.  Upon  evidence  received  the  said  commission  may  require 
all  contract  markets  to  refuse  such  person  all  trading  privileges  thereon  for  such 
period  as  may  be  specified  in  said  order.  Notice  of  such  order  shall  be  sent 
forthwith  by  registered  mail  or  delivered  to  the  offending  person  and  to  the 
governing  boards  of  said  contract  markets.  After  the  issuance  of  the  order 
by  the  commission,  as  aforesaid,  the  person  against  whom  it  is  issued  may 
obtain  a  review  of  such  order  or  such  other  equitable  relief  as  to  the  court 
may  seem  just  by  filing  in  the  United  States  circuit  court  of  appeals  of  the 
circuit  in  which  the  petitioner  is  doing  business  a  written  x>etition  praying  that 
the  order  of  the  commission  be  set  aside.  A  copy  of  such  petition  shall  be 
forthwith  served  upon  the  commission  by  delivering  such  copy  to  its  chairman/ 
or  to  any  member  thereof,  and  thereupon  the  commission  shall  forthwith 
certify  and  file  in  the  court  a  transcript  of  the  record  theretofore  made,  includ- 
ing evidence  received.  Upon  the  filing  of  the  transcript  the  court  shall  have 
jurisdiction  to  afSrm,  to  set  aside,  or  modify  the  order  of  the  commission,  and 
the  findings  of  the  commission  as  to  the  facts,  if  supported  by  the  weight  of 
evidence,  shall  in  like  manner  be  conclusive.  In  proceedings  under  paragraphs 
(a)  and  (b)  the  judgment  and  decree  of  the  court  shall  be  final,  except. that 
the  same  shall  be  subject  to  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  upon  certiorari,  as 
provided  in  section  240  of  the  Judicial  Code. 

For  sec.  12  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  mentioned  in  the  textj  gee  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)    448. 
For  sec.  240  of  the  Judicial  Code,  above  mentioned,  see  5  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  854. 

Sec.  7.  [Collection  of  tax,]  That  the  tax  provided  for  herein  shall  be  paid 
by  the  seller,  and  such  tax  shall  be  collected  either  by  the  affixing  of  stamps 
or  by  such  other  method  as  may  have  been  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  by  regulations,  and  such  regulations  shall  be  published  at  such  times 
and  in  such  manner  as  shall  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Sec.  8.  [Vacation  of  designation  as  "  contract  market."]  That  any  board  of 
trade  that  has  been  designated  a  contract  market,  in  the  manner  herein  provided, 
may  have  such  designation  vacated  and  set  aside  by  giving  notice  in  writing  to 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  requesting  that  its  designation  as  a  contract  market 
be  vacated,  which  notice  shall  be  served  as  [at]  least  ninety  days  prior  to  the 
date  named  therein,  as  the  date  when  the  vacation  of  designation  shall  take 
effect  Upon  receipt  of  such  notice  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  forthwith 
order  the  vacation  of  the  designation  of  such  board  of  trade  as  a  contract 
market,  effective  upon  the  day  named  in  the  notice,  and  shall  forthwith  send 
a  copy  of  the  notice  and  his  order  to  all  other  contract  markets.  From  and 
after  the  date  upon  which  the  vacation  became  effective,  the  said  board  of 
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trade  can  thereafter  be  designated  again  a  contract  market  by  making  applica- 
tion to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  the  manner  herein  provided  for  an 
original  application. 

Sec.  9.  [Investigatioiui  by  secretary  of  agriculture  —  reports.]  That  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  make  such  investigations  as  he  may  deem  neces- 
sary to  ascertain  the  facts  regarding  the  operations  of  boards  of  trade  and 
may  publish  from  time  to  time,  in  his  discretion,  the  result  of  such  investiga- 
tion, and  such  statistical  information  gathered  therefrom,  as  he  may  deem  of 
interest  to  the  public,  except  data  and  information  which  would  separately 
disclose  the  business  transactions  of  any  x>erson,  and  trade  secrets  or  names 
of  customers :  Provided,  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  pro- 
hibit the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  from  making  or  issuing  such  reports  as  he  may 
deem  necessary,  relative  to  the  conduct  of  any  board  of  trade,  or  of  the  trans- 
actions of  any  person  found  guilty  of  violating  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
under  the  proceedings  prescribed  in  section  6  of  this  Act:  Provided  further. 
That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  any  report  may  include  the  facts  as  to 
any  actual  transaction.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  upon  his  own  initiative 
or  in  cooperation  with  existing  governmental  agencies,  shall  investigate  market- 
ing conditions  of  grain  and  grain  products,  and  by-products,  including  supply 
and  demand  for  these  commodities,  cost  to  the  consumer,  and  handling  and 
transportation  charges.  He  shall  likewise  compile  and  furnish  to  producers, 
consumers,  and  distributors,  by  means  of  regular  or  special  reports,  or  by  such 
methods  as  he  may  deem  most  effective,  information  respecting  the  grain  mar- 
kets, together  with  information  on  supply,  demand,  prices,  and  other  conditions, 
in  this  and  other  countries  that  affect  the  markets. 

Sec.  10.  [Penalties  for  failure  to  evidence  contractSi  keep  records,  pay 
taxes,  etc.]  That  any  person  who  shall  fail  to  evidence  any  such  contract  by 
a  memorandum  in  writing,  or  to  keep  the  record,  or  make  a  report,  or  who 
shall  fail  to  pay  the  tax,  as  provided  in  sections  4  and  5  hereof,  or  who  shall 
fail  to  pay  the  tax  required  in  section  3  hereof,  shall  pay  in  addition  to  the 
tax  a  penalty  equal  to  50  per  centum  of  the  tax  levied  against  him  under  this 
Act  and  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  thereof,  be 
fined  not  more  than  $10,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both, 
together  with  the  costs  of  prosecution. 

Sec.  11.  [Invalidity  of  part  of  act  —  effect  on  other  provisions.]  That  if 
any  provision  of  this  Act  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person. or  circum- 
stances is  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the 
application  of  such  provision  to  other  persons  and  circumstances  shall  not  be 
affected  thereby. 

Sec.  12.  [Provision  relating  to  pajrment  of  tax  and  enforcement  of  penalties 
when  in  effect.]  That  no  tax  shall  be  imposed  by  this  Act  within  four  months 
after  its  passage,  and  no  fine,  imprisonment,  or  other  penalty  shall  be  enforced 
for  any  violation  of  this  Act  occurring  within  four  months  after  its  passage. 

Sec.  13.  [BKiscellaneous  powers  of  Secretary  of  Agriculture  —  oflScers  and 
employees,]  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  cooperate  with  any  depart- 
ment or  agency  of  the  Government,  any  State,  Territory,  District,  or  possession, 
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or  department,  agency  or  political  subdivision  thereof,  or  any  x>^rson ;  and  shall 
have  the  power  to  appoint,  remove,  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  ofBcers 
and  employees,  not  in  conflict  with  existing  law,  and  make  such  expenditurea 
for  rent  outside  the  District  of  Columbia,  printing,  telegrams,  telephones,  law 
books,  books  of  reference,  periodicals,  furniture,  stationery,  office  equipment, 
travel  and  other  supplies  and  expenses  as  shall  be  necessary  to  the  administra- 
tion of  this  Act  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  and  there  is  hereby 
authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for  such  purposes. 
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Act  of  March  2, 1921,  IL 

District  Courts  Established  —  Judges  —  Divirians,  Terms,  efc.— 
Sec,  4  of  Act  of  June  6,  1900,  Amended,  11. 

Act  of  March  4, 1921  (Sundry  CvvU  Appropriation  Act),  13, 

Sec.    1,  Government    Railroad  —  Covering    into    Appropriittion    Moneys 
Derived  from  Certain  Sources,  13, 
Hospitals  —  Admission  of  Patients,  13, 
Reindeer,  13, 

Act  of  Nov,  Id,  1921, 13, 

Government  Railroad  —  Construction  and  Equipment  —  Amount  of 
Expenditures  —  Act  of  March  12,  1914,  Amended,  13. 

CROSS-REFERENCE 

See  also  FOREIGN  RELATIONS 

An  Act  To  amend  section  4,  chapter  I  of  Title  I  of  an  Act  entitled  "An  Acb 
making  further  proyision  for  a  civil  government  for  Alaska,  and  for 
other  purposes/'  approved  June  6,  1900,  as  heretofore  amended  by  sec- 
tion 2  of  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  amend  section  86  ot  an  Act  to 
provide  a  government  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  to  provide  for  addi- 
tional judges,  and  for  other  judicial  purposes, ' '  approved  llarcli  3,  1909, 
and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  March  2,  1921,] 

[District  courts  established  —  judges  —  divisions,  tenns,  etc. —  sec.  4  of 
Act  of  June  6,  1900  amended.]  That  section  4  of  chapter  1  of  Title  I  of 
the  Act  entitled  "An  Act  making  further  provision  for  a  civil  government  for 
Alaska,  and  for  other  purposes, ' '  approved  June  6,  1900,  as  amended  by  section 
2  of  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  amend  section  86  of  an  Act  to  provide  a  govern- 
ment for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  to  provide  for  additional  judges,  and  for 
other  judicial  purposes,"  approved  March  3,  1909,  which  section  also  con- 
stitutes section  363  of  the  Compiled  Statutes  of  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  1913, 
be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  further  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

"  Sec.  363.  There  is  hereby  established  a  district  court  for  the  District  of 
Alaska,  with  the  jurisdiction  of  district  courts  of  the  United  States  and  with 
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general  jurisdiction  in  civil,  criminal,  equity,  and  admiralty  causes;  and  four 
district  judges  shall  be  appointed  for  the  district,  each  at  an  annual  salary  of 
$7,500,  who  shall  during  their  terms  of  ofiSce  reside  in  the  divisions  of  the  dis- 
trict to  which  they  may  be  respectively  assigned  by  the  President.  The  court 
shall  consist  of  four  divisions,  which  shall  also  be  recording  divisions. 

''  Division  numbered  one  shall  consist  of  all  that  part  of  the  District  of 
Alaska  lying  east  of  the  one  hundred  and  forty-first  meridian  of  west  longitude. 

'*  Division  numbered  two  shall  consist  of  all  that  territory  lying  west  of  a 
line  commencing  on  the  Arctic  coast  at  the  one  hundred  and  forty-eighth 
meridian;  thence  extending  south  along  the  easterly  watershed  of  the  Colville 
River  to  a  point  on  the  Rocky  Mountain  divide  between  the  headwaters  of  Colville 
River  on  the  north  and  west  and  the  waters  of  the  Chandlar  River  on  the  south ; 
thence  southwesterly  along  the  divide  between  the  waters  of  the  Colville  River, 
Kotzebue  Sound,  and  Norton  Sound  on  the  north  and  west  and  the  waters  of  the 
Yukon  on  the  south  to  the  one  hundred  and  sixty-first  meridian  of  west  longi- 
tude; thence  along  said  meridian  to  a  point  midway  between  the  Yukon  River 
and  the  Kuskokwim  River;  thence  southwesterly  to  the  point  of  intersection 
of  the  sixty-first  parallel  of  north  latitude  with  the  shore  of  Bering  Sea ;  the  said 
division  to  include  all  the  islands  lying  north  of  the  fifty-eighth  parallel  of 
north  latitude  and  west  of  the  one  hundred  and  forty-eighth  meridian  of 
west  longitude,  excepting  Nelson  Island,  all  islands  in  Kuskokwim  Bay,  all 
islands  in  Bristol  Bay,  and  all  islands  in  the  Gulf  of  Alaska,  north  of  the  fifty- 
eighth  parallel  of  north  latitude. 

**  Division  numbered  three  shall  consist  of  all  that  territory  lying  south  and 
west  of  the  line  starting  on  the  coast  of  the  Gulf  of  Alaska  at  the  one  hundred 
and  forty-first  meridian  of  west  longitude ;  thence  northerly  along  said  meridian 
to  a  point  due  east  from  Mount  Kimball;  thence  west  to  the  summit  of  Mount 
Kimball;  thence  south  westerly  along  the  southerly  watershed  of  the  head- 
waters of  Tanana  River;  thence  westerly  along  the  divide  between  the  waters 
of  the  Gulf  of  Alaska  on  the  south  and  the  waters  of  the  Yukon  on  the  north 
to  the  summit  of  Mount  McKinley;  thence  continuing  southwesterly  along 
the  divide  between  the  waters  of  the  Kuskokwim  River  and  Bay  on  the  north 
and  west  and  the  Gulf  of  Alaska  and  Bristol  Bay  on  the  south  to  the  westerly 
point  of  Cal)e  Newenham;  the  said  division  to  include  the  Alaska  Peninsula, 
the  Aleutian  and  Pribilof  Islands,  and  all  islands  along  and  off  the  coast  of  this 
division,  between  Cape  Newenham  and  the  point  where  the  one  hundred  and 
forty-first  meridian,  west  longitude,  intersects  the  northern  line  of  the  territory. 

**  Division  numbered  four  shall  consist  of  that  part  of  the  district  of  Alaska 
lying  east  of  the  second  division  and  north  of  the  third  division,  and  all  islands 
along  the  north  coast  of  said  division,  east  of  the  one  hundred  and  forty-eighth 
meridian  of  west  longitude,  also  Nelson  Island  and  all  islands  in  Kuskokwim  Bay. 

'*  One  general  term  of  court  shall  be  held  each  year  at  Juneau,  and  such 
additional  terms  at  other  places  in  the  first  division  as  the  Attorney  General 
may  direct.  One  general  term  of  court  shall  be  held  each  year  at  Nome,  and 
such  additional  terms  at  other  places  in  the  second  division  as  the  Attorney 
General  may  direct.  One  general  term  of  court  shall  be  held  each  year  at 
Valdez,  and  such  additional  terms  at  other  places  in  the  third  division  as 
the  Attorney  General  may  direct.  One  general  term  of  court  shall  be  held  each 
year  at  Fairbanks,  and  such  additional  terms  at  other  places  in  the  fourth 
division  as  the  Attorney  General  may  direct.    Each  of  the  judges  is  authorized 
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and  directed  to  hold  such  special  terms  of  court  as  may  be  necessary  for  the 
public  welfare  or  for  the  dispatch  of  the  business  of  the  court  at  such  times 
and  places  in  their  respective  districts  as  any  of  them,  rcspcctivel3%  may  deem 
expedient,  or  as  the  Attorney  General  may  direct ;  and  each  shall  have  authority 
to  employ  interpreters  and  to  make  allowances  for  the  necessary  expenses  of 
his  court  and  to  employ  an  official  court  stenographer  at  such  compensation' 
as  shall  be  fixed  by  the  Attorney  General.  At  least  thirty  days'  notice  shall 
be  given  by  the  judge,  or  the  clerk,  of  the  time  and  place  of  holding  the  several 
terms  of  the  court." 

For  sec.  4  of  the  Act  of  June  6,  1900,  amended  by  the  text,  as  it  read  after  the  amend- 
ment of  March  3,  1009,  see  1  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   261. 


[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Government  Bailroad  —  oovering  into  appropriation 
moneys  derived  from  certain  sources.]  During  the  fiscal  year  1922  there  shall 
be  covered  into  the  appropriation  established  from  time  to  time  under  the 
Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  locate, 
construct,  and  operate  railroads  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,'' approved  March  12,  1914,  as  amended,  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of 
material  utilized  for  temporary  work  and  structures  in  connection  with  the 
operations  under  said  Act,  as  well  as  the  sales  of  all  other  condemned  property 
which  has  been  purchased  or  constructed  under  the  provisions  thereof,  also  any 
moneys  refunded  in  connection  with  the  construction  and  operations  under 
said  Act,  and  a  report  hereunder  shall  be  made  to  Congress  at  the  beginning  of 
its  next  session. 

This  and  the  paragraphs  which  follow  are  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of 
March  4,  1921. 

For  Act  of  March  12,  1914,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   336. 

*  *  *  [Hospitals  —  admJBsion  of  patients.]  Patients  who  are  not  indigent 
may  be  admitted  to  the  hospitals  for  care  and  treatment  on  the  payment  of 
such  reasonable  charges  therefor  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  shall  prescribe. 

See  note  to   preceding  paragraph. 

•  •  •  [Reindeer.]  For  support  of  reindeer  stations  in  Alaska  and  instruc- 
tion of  Alaskan  natives  in  the  care  and  management  of  reindeer,  $10,000,  to 
be  available  immediately:  Provided,  That  the  Commissioner  of  Education  is 
authorized  to  sell  such  of  the  male  reindeer  belonging  to  the  Government  as 
he  may  deem  advisable  and  to  use  the  proceeds  in  the  purchase  of  female  reindeer 
belonging  to  missions  and  in  the  distribution  of  reindeer  to  natives  in  those 
portions  of  Alaska  in  which  reindeer  have  not  yet  been  placed  and  which  are 
adapted  to  the  reindeer  industry.  * 

See  note  under  first  paragraph  of  this  section. 


An  Act  To  amend  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  authorize  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  locate,  construct,  and  operate  railroads  in  the  Territory 
of  Alaska,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  March  12, 1914,  as  amended. 

[Act  of  Nov.  18,  1921,] 

[Government  railroad  —  construction  and  equipment  —  amount  of  expendi- 
tures—  Act  of  March  12,  1914  amended.]     That  the  Act  entitled  ''An  Act 
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to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  locate,  construct,  and  oi)erate 
railroads  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  March 
12,  1914,  as  amended,  is  further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  of  section  2 
a  proviso  to  read  as  follows: 

'*  Provided  further,  That  in  order  to  complete  the  construction  and  equip- 
ment of  the  railroad  between  Seward  and  Fairbanks,  together  with  necessary 
sidings,  spurs,  and  lateral  branches,  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appro- 
priated, in  addition  to  all  sums  heretofore  appropriated  therefor,  the  sum  of 
$4,000,000,  to  be  immediately  and  continuously  available  until  expended.'* 

For  Act  of  March  12,  1914,  here  amended,  see  1  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  330. 


ALIEN  PROPERTY  CUSTODIAN 

See  Trading  wtth  the  Enemy 


ALIENS 

See  Chinese  Exclusion;  Immigration;  Passports;  Patents;  Seamen 


AMBASSADORS 

See  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Officers 


AMERICAN  NATIONAL  RED  CROSS 

See  Charities 


ANIMALS 

See  Stockyards 


ANTIDUMPING  ACT 

See  Customs  Duties 


ARBITRATION 

See  Foreign  Relations 
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ARLINGTON  MEMORIAL  AMPHITHEATER 

See  Gemetebdbs 


ARMY 

See  Cemeteries;  Census;  Claims;  Hospitals  and  Asylums;  Was  Depart- 
ment AND  MiLITABY  ESTABLISHMENT 


BANKS 

See  Agriculture  ;  Corporations  ;  National  Banks 


BONDS 

See  AtJRicuLTURE ;  Pubuc  Debt;  Surety  and  Suretyship 


boundaries 

See  Foreign  Relations;  States 


BUDGET  AND  ACCOUNTING  ACT 

See  Executive  Departments 


BUREAU  OF  standards 

See  Weights  and  Measures 


cables 

See  Telegraphs,  Telephones  and  Cables 


CANADA 

See  Foreign  Relations 
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CANALS 

Bee  H10HWAT8 


CEMETERIES 

Act  of  March  4, 1921, 16, 

Sec.    1.  Arlington  Memorial  Amphitheater  —  Memorials  and  Entombment 
of  Bodies  —  Creation  of  Commission,  16, 

2,  Chairman  of  Commission  —  Executive  and  Disbursing  officer,  16, 

3,  Congressional  Control  over  Memorials  and  Entombments^  16. 

4,  Persons    Commemorated    in    Amphitheater  —  Lapse    of    Certain 

Period  After  Death  When  Necessary,  16. 

5,  Proposed  Memorials  as  Subject  to  Approval  of  Commission,  17. 

Res.  of  March  4,  1921,  No.  67, 17. 

Burial  of  Unknown  American  Serving  in  World  War  in  Arlington 
Memorial  Amphitheater,  17. 

Act  of  MarcJi  4,  1921  (Sundry  CivU  Appropriation  Act),  17. 

Sec.     1.  National  Cemetery  —  Railroads  —  Right  of  Way,  17. 

Approaches  to  National  Cemetery  —  Maintenance,  17, 

An  Act  To  provide  for  the  erection  of  memorials  and  the  entombment  of 
bodies  in  the  Arlington  Memorial  Amphitheater,  in  Arlinj^n  National 
Cemetery,  Virginia. 

[Act  of  March  4,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Arlington  Memorial  Amphitheater  —  memorials  and  entomb- 
ment of  bodies  —  creation  of  commission.]  That  a  commission  is  hereby  created^ 
to  be  composed  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  which 
shall  submit  annually  to  the  President,  who  shall  transmit  the  same  to  Congress 
by  the  first  Monday  in  December,  recommendations  as  to  what,  if  any,  inscrip- 
tions, tablets,  busts,  or  other  memorials  shall  be  erected,  and  what,  if  any, 
bodies  of  deceased  members  of  the  Army,  Navy,  and  Marine  Corps  shall  be 
entombed  during  the  next  ensuing  year  within  the  Arlington  Memorial  Amphi- 
theater, in  the  Arlington  National  Cemetery,  Virginia:  Provided,  That  no 
memorial  shall  be  placed  and  no  body  shall  be  interred  in  the  grounds  about 
the  Arlington  Memorial  Amphitheater  within  a  distance  of  two  hundred  and 
fifty  feet  from  the  said  memorial. 

Sec.  2.  [Chairman  of  commission  —  executive  and  disbursing  officer.]  That 
the  Secretary  of  War  shall  be  the  chairman  of  the  said  commission  and  the 
depot  quartermaster  of  the  Army  in  Washington  shall  be  its  executive  and 
disbursing  officer. 

Sec.  3.  [Congressional  control  over  memorials  and  entombments.]  That 
no  inscription,  tablet,  bust,  or  other  memorial  shall  be  erected  nor  shall  any 
body  be  entombed  within  the  Arlington  Memorial  Amphitheater  unless  specific- 
ally authorized  in  each  case  by  Act  of  the  Congress. 

Sec.  4.  [Persons  commemorated  in  amphitheater  —  lapse  of  certain  period 
after  death  when  necessary.]  That  no  inscription,  tablet,  bust,  or  other  memo- 
rial as  herein  provided  for  shall  be  erected  to  commemorate  any  person  who 
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shall  not  have  rendered  conspicuously  distinguished  service  in  the  United  States 
Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corjw,  nor  shall  the  body  of  any  such  person  be 
entombed  in  the  Arlington  Memorial  Amphitheater ;  nor  shall  any  such  memorial 
be  erected  or  any  body  be  entombed  therein  within  ten  years  after  the  date 
of  the  death  of  the  person  so  to  be  commemorated,  except  as  heretofore  or  here- 
after authorized  by  Congress. 

Seo.  5.  [Proposed  memorials  as  subject  to  approval  of  commission.]  That 
the  character,  design,  and  location  of  any  such  inscriptions,  tablets,  busts, 
or  other  memorials  when  authorized  as  herein  provided  shall  be  subject  to 
the  approval  of  the  commission  herein  created,  which  shall  in  each  case  obtain 
the  advice  of  the  Commission  of  Fine  Arts. 


Joint  Sesolution  Providing  for  the  bringing  to  the  United  States  of  the  body 
of  an  unknowu  American^  who  was  a  member  of  the  American  Expedi- 
tionary Forces,  who  served  in  Europe  and  lost  his  life  during  the  World 
War,  and  for  the  burial  of  the  remains  with  appropriate  ceremonies, 

[Res,  of  March  4, 1921,  No.  €7.] 

[Burial  of  unknown  American  serving  in  World  War  in  Arlington  Memo- 
rial Amphitheater.]  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized 
and  directed,  under  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  him,  to  cause  to  be  brought 
to  the  United  States  the  body  of  an  American,  who  was  a  member  of  the 
American  Expeditionary  Forces  who  served  in  Europe,  who  lost  his  life  dur- 
ing the  World  War  and  whose  identity  has  not  been  established,  for  burial  in 
the  Memorial  Amphitheater  of  the  National  Cemetery  at  Arlington,  Virginia. 

Such  sum  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  joint  resolu- 
tion is  hereby  authorized  to  be  expended  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 


[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [National  cemetery  —  railroads  —  right  of  way.]  That 
no  railroads  shall  be  permitted  upon  the  right  of  way  which  may  have  been 
acquired  by  the  United  States  to  a  national  cemetery,  or  to  encroach  upon  any 
roads  or  walks  constructed  thereon  and  maintained  by  the  United  States. 

This  and  the  paragraph  following  are  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of 
March    4,    1021. 

*  *  *  [Approaches  to  national  oemetery  —  maintenance.]  No  part  of 
any  appropriation  for  national  cemeteries  or  the  repair  of  roadways  thereto 
shall  be  expended  in  the  maintenance  of  more  than  a  single  approach  to  any 
national  cemetery. 

See   note   to   preceding   paragraph. 


CENSUS 

Res.  of  March  3, 1921,  No.  65,  18. 

Fourteenth  Decennial  Censiis  —  Emimerators  for  Army  and  Navy 
—  Validation  of  Appointment  —  Payment,  18. 

Act  of  Marcli  3,  1921    (Legislative,  Executive   and  Judicial  Appropriation 

.  Act),  18. 
Sec,    i.  Census  Office  —  Suspension  of  Unnecessary  Work,  18. 
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Joint  Besolution  To  anthorize  payment  to  members  of  tbe  Army  and  Navy 
who  were  employed  as  ennmorators  during  the  Fourteenth  Decennial 
Census  to  take  the  census  of  persons  in  the  Army  and  Navy. 

[Res.  of  March  3,  1921,  No.  65,] 

[Fourteenth  Decennial  Census  —  enumerators  for  army  and  navy  —  valida- 
tion of  appointment  —  payment.]  Whereas  it  appears  that  in  making  an 
enumeration  of  persons  in  the  Army  and  Navy  for  the  Fourteenth  Decennial 
Census,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Director  of  the  Census  it  was  impracticable  to 
do  otherwise  than,  with  the  official  sanction  of  the  Army  and  Navy,  employ 
officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Army  and  Navy  as  enumerators,  and  that  such 
officers  and  enlisted  men  were  duly  employed  to  make  the  enumeration  and 
were  promised  compensation  at  the  rate  of  3  cents  for  each  person  enumerated ; 
and 

Whereas  the  vouchers  for  such  compensation  have  been  disallowed  by  the 
accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury  Department  on  the  ground  that  payment 
thereof  was  unwarranted;  and 

Whereas  it  further  appears  that  in  the  judgment  of  the  Director  of  the  Census 
the  census  of  the  military  and  naval  forces  was  taken  more  accurately  by  reason 
of  the  assurance  of  compensation  to  such  enumerators  than  if  it  had  been  taken 
under  orders  of  the  War  Department :    Therefore  be  it 

Resolved  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of 
America  in  Congress  Assembled,  That  the  appointment  of  such  enumerators  be, 
and  the  same  is  hereby,  validated  and  that  the  moneys  appropriated  for  the 
Fourteenth  Decennial  Census  are  hereby  made  available  for  the  payment  of 
their  services  as  such  enumerators. 

For  Act  providing  for  taking  of  Fourteenth  Decennial  Census,  see  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  16. 


[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Census  office  —  suspension  of  unnecessary  work.]  That 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  is  authorized,  in  his  discretion,  to  suspend  during 
the  decennial  census  period  such  woi'k  of  the  Census  Office,  other  than  the 
Fourteenth  Census,  as  he  may  deem  advisable. 

This  IB  from  the  Legislative,  Executive  and   Judicial  Appropriation  Act  of  March  S, 
1921. 


CHARFTIES 

Act  of  March  3, 1921. 

Sec.    1,  American  National  Red  Cross  —  Executive  Committee  of  Central 
Committee  —  Quorum  —  Sec.    5    of    Act    of    Jan.    5,    1905, 
Amended,  18. 
2.  Time  of  Taking  Effect  of  Act,  18. 

Aoi  Act  To  amend  section  5  of  the  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
American  National  Red  Cross,"  approved  January  5,  1905. 

[Act  of  March  3,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [American  National  Bed  Cross  —  executive  committee  of  central 
committee  —  quorum  —  sec.  6  of  Act  of  Jan.  5,  1905,  amended.]  That  section 
5  of  the  Act  for  the  incorporation  of  the  American  National  Red  Cross  approved 
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January  5,  1905,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  amended  so  that  the  executive 
committee  of  the  central  committee  shall  consicrt;  of  nine  instead  of  seven 
persons,  five  of  whom  shall  be  a  quorum. 

Sec.  2.  [Time  of  taUn;  effect  of  Act.]     That  this  Act  shall  take  effect 
immediately. 

For  sec.  5  as  originally  enacted  see  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)  G3. 


CHILD  LABOR 

Tax  on  employment,  see  Internal  Revenue 


CHILDREN'S  BUREAU  OF  LABOR 

DEPARTMENT 

See  Health  and  Quarantine 


CHINA 

See  Chinese  Exclusion;  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Officers; 

Judicial  Officers 


CHINESE  EXCLUSION 

Res.  of  Nov,  23,  1921,  No.  29,  19. 

Sec.  1.  Registration  of  Chinese  Men  Attached  to  Military  Expedition 
against  Mexico  in  1916,  19. 
2.  Method  of  Registration  —  Certificate  as  Evidence  —  Examination 

—  Deportation,  20. 
3.  Charges  Incident  to  Procurement  of  Certificate,  20. 

Joint  BesolnUon  Peimiittinjf  eertain  Ohinese  to  register  under  certain  pro- 
visions and  conditions. 

[Res.  of  Nov.  23, 1921,  No.  29.] 

[Sec.  1.]  *  *  *  [Registration  of  Chinese  men  attached  to  military  ex- 
pedition against  Mexico  in  1916.]  That  the  Commissioner  General  of 
Immigration  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  authorized  and  directed  to  register,  and 
to  issae  an  appropriate  certificate  showing  registration  to,  the  three  hundred 
and  sixty-five  Chinese  men,  now  temporarily  domiciled  in  the  United  States,  who 
attached  themselves  to  the  punitive  military  expedition  under  the  command 
of  General  Pershing  which  entered  Mexico  in'  1916,  and  who  were  brought 
into  the  United  States  as  refugees  by  said  expedition  when  it  returned  from 
Mexico. 
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Sec.  2.  [Method  of  registration -^  certifleate  as  evidence  —  nraminatiffln  — 
deportation.]  That  the  registration  hereby  provided  shall  correspond  as  nearly 
as  circumstances  permit  to  the  registration  of  domiciled  Chinese  prescribed  by 
section  6  of  the  Act  approved  May  5,  1892  (Twenty-seventh  Statutes  at  Large, 
page  25),  as  amended  by  section  1  of  the  Act  approved  November  3,  1893 
(Twenty-eighth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  7),  and  the  certificates  of  registration 
issued  to  such  Chinese  shall  constitute  evidence  of  their  right  to  be  and  remain 
within  the  United  States :  Provided,  however,  That  before  being  registered  here- 
under the  said  Chinese  shall  be  given  the  examination  prescribed  by  the  Immi- 
gration Act  of  February  5,  .1917  (Thirty-ninth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  874), 
with  the  exception  of  the  reading  test  prescribed  by  section  3  thereof,  and  such 
of  them  as  may  be  found  inadmissible  under  said  Act  shall  not  be  registered 
hereunder,  but  shall  be  deported  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  section  19  of  said  Immigration  Act:  Provided,  further.  That  if 
any  of  the  said  Chinese  shall,  at  any  time  after  being  registered  pursuant  to 
this  resolution,  become  members  of  any  of  the  classes  for  the  expulsion  of  which 
provision  is  made  in  section  19  of  the  said  Immigration  Act,  they  shall  be 
taken  into  custody  and  deported  upon  the  warrant  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  said  section. 

For  660.  6  of  Act  of  May  5,  1805,  as  amended,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)    98. 
For  Act  of  Feb.  5,  1917,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  211  et  seq. 

Sec.  3.  [Charges  inddent  to  procurement  of  certificate.]  That  the  certificate 
of  registration  herein  provided  shall  be  issued  to  the  said  Chinese  by  the  Com- 
missioner General  without  charge;  and  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  collect  any  fee,  gift,  or  remuneration  for  services 
rendered,  or  alleged  to  have  been  rendered,  said  Chinese  in  the  procurement 
of  such  certificate  or,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  collect  from  the  said  Chinese 
any  fee,  gift,  or  remuneration  for  services  performed  in  placing  before  Congress 
evidence  or  information  on  which  the  passage  of  this  resolution  is  based;  and 
any  person  who  shall  violate  either  of  these  provisions  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $10,000  or 
by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  six  monthr,  or  by  both  such  fine  and 
imprisonment. 


CITIZENSHIP 

See  DiPix)MATic  and  Consular  Officers;  Virgin  Islands 


CIVIL  SERVICE 

Act  of  March  3,  1921    (Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation 
Act),  20, 
Sec.    1,  Retirement  of  Employees  in  Civil  Service  —  Appropriation  for 
Carrying  Out  Sec.  13  of  Act  of  May  22, 1920,  20. 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Retirement  of  employees  in  civil  service  —  appropria- 
tion for  carrying  out  sec.  13  of  Act  of  May  22,  1920.]  To  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  section  13  of  the  Act  entitled  '  *  An  Act  for  the  retirement  of  employees 
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in  the  classified  civil  service,  and  for  other  purposes/'  approved  May  22,  1920, 
including  personal  services  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  stationery,  printing, 
purchase  of  books,  oflSce  equipment,  and  other  supplies,  $40,000:  Provided, 
That  no  person  shall  be  employed  hereunder  at  a  rate  of  compensation  exceeding 
$1,740  per  anniun  except  one  at  $2,000  and  four  at  $1,800  each. 

This  is  from  the  Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act  of  March  3,  1921. 
For  sec.  13  of  the  Act  of  May  22,  1920,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat 
Ann.  23. 


CLAIMS 

Act  of  March  4,  1921,  21, 

Private   Property   Destroyed  in   Military   Service   Belonging   to 
Officers,  Enlisted  Men  and  Nurses  —  Former  Acts  Amended,  21. 

CROSS-REFERENCES 

See  also  FOREIGN  RELATIONS;  TRADING  WITH  THE  ENEMY 

An  Act  To  amend  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of 
the  claims  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Army  for  the  loss  of  private 
property  destroyed  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States, ' '  approved 
March  3,  1886,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  July  9,  1918,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

[Act  of  March  4,  1921.] 

[Private  property  destroyed  in  military  service  belonging  to  officers, 
enlisted  men  and  nurses  —  former  acts  amended.]  That  the  Act  entitled  ' '  An 
Act  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  the  claims  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of 
the  Army  for  loss  of  private  property  destroyed  in  the  military  service  of  the 
United  States,"  approved  March  3,  1885,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  July  9, 
1918  (Fortieth  Statutes,  page  880),  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

**  Section  1.  That  private  property  belonging  to  officers,  enlisted  men,  and 
members  of  the  Nurse  Corps  (female)  of  the  Army,  including  all  prescribed 
articles  of  equipment  and  clothing  which  they  are  required  by  law  or  regula- 
tion to  own  and  use  in  the  performance  of  their  duties,  and  horses  and  equip- 
ment required  by  law  or  regulations  to  be  provided  by  mounted  officers,  which 
since  the  5th  day  of  April,  1917,  has  been  or  shall  hereafter  be  lost,  damaged,  or 
destroyed  in  the  military  service,  shall  be.  replaced,  or  the  damage  thereto,  or 
its  value  recouped  to  the  owner  as  hereinafter  provided,  when  such  loss,  damage, 
or  destruction  has  occurred  or  shall  hereafter  occur  without  fault  or  negligence 
on  the  part  of  the  owner  in  any  of  the  following  circumstances : 

**  First.  When  such  private  property  so  lost,  damaged,  or  destroyed  was 
shipped  on  board  an  unseaworthy  vessel  by  order  of  an  officer  authorized  to  give 
such  order  or  direct  such  shipment. 

**  Second.  When  it  appears  that  such  private  property  was  so  lost,  damaged, 
or  destroyed  in  consequence  of  its  owner  having  given  his  attention  to  the 
saving  of  human  life  or  property  belonging  to  the  United  States  which  was 
in  danger  at  the  same  time  and  under  similar  circumstances,  or  while,  at 
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the  time  of  such  loss,  damage,  or  destruction,  the  claimant  was  engaged  in 
authorized  military  duties  in  connection  therewith. 

**  Third.  When  during  travel  under  orders  such  private  property,  includ- 
ing the  regulating  allowance  of  baggage,  transferred  by  a  common  carrier,  or 
otherwise  transported  by  the  proper  agent  or  agency  of  the  United  States 
Qovemment,  is  lost,  damaged,  or  destroyed;  but  replacement,  recoupment,  or 
commutation  in  these  circimistances,  where  the  property  was  or  shall  be  trans- 
ported by  a  common  carrier,  shall  be  limited  to  the  extent  of  such  loss,  damage, 
or  destruction  over  and  above  the  amount  recoverable  from  said  carrier. 

**  Fourth.  When  such  private  property  is  destroyed  or  captured  by  the 
enemy,  or  is  destroyed  to  prevent  its  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  or 
is  abandoned  on  account  of  lack  of  transportation  or  by  reason  of  military 
emergency  requiring  its  abandonment,  or  is  otherwise  lost  in  the  field  during 
campaign. 

**  Sec.  2.  That  except  as  to  such  property  as  by  law  or  regulation  is  required 
to  be  possessed  and  used  by  ofiScers,  enlisted  men,  and  members  of  the  Army 
Nurse  Corps  (female),  respectively,  the  liability  of  the  Government  under  this 
Act  shall  be  limited  to  damage  to  or  loss  of  such  sums  of  money  or  such  articles 
of  personal  property  as  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  decide  or  declare  to  be 
reasonable,  useful,  necessary,  and  proper  for  officers,  enlisted  men,  or  members 
of  the  Army  Nurse  Corps  (female),  respectively,  as  the  case  may  be,  to  have 
in  their  possession  while  in  quarters,  or  in  the  field,  engaged  in  the  public  service 
in  the  line  of  duty. 

**  Sec.  3.  That  the  Secretary  of  War  is  authorized  and  directed  to  examine 
into,  ascertain,  and  determine  the  value  of  such  property  lost,  destroyed,  cap- 
tured, or  abandoned  as  specified  in  the  foregoing  paragraphs,  or  the  amount 
of  damage  thereto,  as  the  case  may  be ;  and  the  amount  of  such  value  or  damage 
so  ascertained  and  determined  shall  be  paid  by  disbursing  officers  of  the  Army, 
or  such  property  lost,  destroyed,  captured,  or  abandoned,  or  so  damaged  as  to 
be  unfit  for  service,  may  be  replaced  in  kind  from  Qovemment  property  on  hand 
when  the  Secretary  of  War  shall  so  direct. 

''  Sec.  4.  That  the  tender  of  replacement  or  of  commutation  or  the  deter- 
mination made  by  the  Secretary  of  War  upon  a  claim  presented,  as  provided 
for  in  the  foregoing  section,  shall  constitute  a  final  determination  of  any 
claim  cognizable  under  this  chapter,  and  such  claim  shall  not  thereafter  be 
reopened  or  considered. 

'^  Sec.  5.  That  no  claim  arising  under  this  Act  shall  be  considered  unless 
made  within  two  years  from  the  time  that  it  accrued,  except  that  when  a 
claim  accrues  in  time  of  war,  or  when  war  intervenes  within  two  years  after  its 
accrual,  such  claim  may  be  presented  within  two  years  after  peace  is  established. 

**  Sec.  6.  That  for  the  payment  of  claims  arising  and  established  under  this 
Act  there  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  other- 
wise appropriated,  the  sum  of  $300,000. 

'*  Sec.  7.  That  so  much  of  the  Act  of  March  28,  1918  (Fortieth  Statutes, 
pages  479,  480) ,  as  makes  provision  for  the  presentation,  adjustment,  and  pay- 
ment of  claims  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  for  loss  of  private  property  destroyed 
in  the  military  service  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  repealed.'* 

For  former  acts  here  amended,  see  1018  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  89. 
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CLERKS  OF  COURTS 

See  Judicial  Officers 


COAST  AND  GEODETIC  SURVEY 

Act  of  March  4, 1921  (Sundry  CivU  Appropriation  Act),  23. 
Sec.    1.  Assistant  Director  —  Designation  of  Engineer^  23, 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Assistant  director  —  desififnation  of  ragineer.]  That  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce  may  designate  one  of  the  hydrographie  and  geodetic 
engineers  to  act  as  assistant  director. 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,  1921. 


COINAGE,  MINTS  AND  ASSAY  OFFICES 

Act  of  May  27, 1921,  23. 

Sec.  403.  Value  of  Foreign  Coins  — Amendment  and  Repeal  of  Statutes,  23. 

Sec.  403.  [Value  of  foreign  coins  —  amendment  and  repeal  of  statutee.] 

This  section  amends  sec.  25  of  Act  of  Aug.  27,  1804  (2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  368), 
and  repeals  li.  S.  sees.  2903  (2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1047)  and  3565  (2  Fed.  SUt. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  365).  It  will  be  found  set  out  in  the  title  CusTOics  Duties,  infra,  this 
volume. 


COMMERCE 

See  Agriculture;  Corporations;  Interstate  Commerce;  Stockyards 


COMMERCE  DEPARTMENT 

Acf  of  March  3,  1921   (Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation 
Act),  23. 

Sec.    1.  Purchases    from    Contingent   Funds  —  Applicability    of    R.    S. 
Sec.  3683,  23. 

CROSS-SEFERENCB 

See  also  EXECUTIVE  DEPARTMENTS 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  *  [Purchases  from  contingent  funds  —  applicability  of 
B.  8.  sec.  3683.]  Hereafter  section  3683  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United 
States  shall  not  be  construed  to  apply  to  any  purchase  made  by  the  Depart^ 
ment  of  Commerce  when  the  aggregate  amount  involved  does  not  exceed  the 
sum  of  $25. 

This  ia  from  the  Legislatiye,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act  of  March  3, 
1921. 
For  R.  S.  sec.  3683  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  3  Fed.  Sta4;.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)    141. 
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COMPTROLLER  OF  CURRENCY 

See  Executive  Departments;  Treasury  Department 


CONGRESS 

Res,  of  Dec.  19,  1920,  No.  54,  24. 

Sec.    1.  Reorganization    of    Administrative    Branch    of    Oovemment  — 
Creation  of  Congressional  Committee  for  Purpose,  24, 

2.  Scope  of  Committee's  Power,  24. 

3.  Reports   to   Congress  —  Employment  of  Assistants  —  Compensa- 

tion —  Expenditures  of  Committee,  25. 

4.  Duty  of  Administrative  Service  to  Furnish  Information  to  Vom- 

mittee  —  Examination  of  Records,  25. 

Act  of  March  1, 1921  C  First  Deficiency  Act,  Fiscal  Year  1921  "),  25. 
Sec.    1.  House  —  Index  to  Daily  Calendar,  25. 

CROSS-REFERENCES 

See  also  CEMETERIES;  EXECUTIVE  DEPARTMENTS;  POSTAL  SERV- 
ICE, WAR  DEPARTMENT  AND  MILITARY  ESTABLISHMENT; 
WATERS. 

Joint  Resolntion  To  create  a  Joint  Committee  on  the  Seor^anization  of  the 
Administratiye  Branch  of  the  Oovemment.^ 

[Res.  of  Dec.  19,  1920.    No.  54.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Reorganization  of  administrative  branch  of  government  —  crea- 
tion of  Congressional  Committee  for  purpose.]  That  a  joint  committee  is 
created,  to  be  known  as  the  Joint  Committee  on  Reorganization,  which  shall 
consist  of  three  Members  of  the  Senate  to  be  appointed  by  the  President  thereof, 
and  three  Members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Speaker  thereof.  Vacancies  occurring  in  the  membership  of  the  committee  shall 
be  filled  in  the  same  manner  as  the  original  appointments. 

Sec.  2.  [Scope  of  committee's  power.]  That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Reorganization  to  make  a  survey  of  the  administrative 
services  of  the  Government  for  the  purpose  of  securing  all  pertinent  facts  con- 
cerning their  powers  and  duties,  their  distribution  among  the  several  executive 
departments,  and  their  overlapping  and  duplication  of  authority ;  also  to  deter- 
mine what  redistribution  of  activities  should  be  made  among  the  several  serv- 
ices, with  a  view  to  the  proper  correlation  of  the  same,  and  what  departmental 
regrouping  of  services  should  be  made,  so  that  each  executive  department  shall 
embrace   only  services  having  close  working  relation  with  each  other  and 

1  This  resolution  was  received  by  the  President,  December  17,  1920,  and  not  having  been 
retiirned  by  him  to  the  House  of  Congress  in  which  it  originated  within  the  time  prescribed 
by  the  Constitution  became  a  law  without  his  approval. 
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ministering  directly  to  the  primary  purpose  for  which  the  same  are  maintained 
and  operated,  to  the  end  that  there  shall  be  achieved  the  largest  possible 
measure  of  efiSciency  and  economy  in  the  conduct  of  Government  business. 

• 

Sbg.  3.  [Reports  to  Oongress  —  emplosrment  of  assistants  —  compensation 
—  expenditures  of  committee.]  That  the  committee  shall,  from  time  to  time, 
report  to  both  the  Senate  and  the  House  of  Representatives  the  results  of  its 
inquiries,  together  with  its  recommendations,  and  shall  prepare  and  submit 
bills  or  resolutions  having  for  their  purpose  the  coordination  of  Government 
functions  and  their  most  efficient  and  economical  conduct,  and  the  final  report 
of  said  committee  shall  be  submitted  not  later  than  the  second  Monday  in 
December,  1922.  The  committee  is  authorized  to  employ  such  assistance  as  it 
may  require,  at  such  compensation  as  the  committee  may  determine  to  be  just 
and  reasonable,  and  to  make  such  reasonable  expenditures  as  may  be  necessary 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  its  work,  such  expenditures  to  be  paid  in  equal  parts 
from  the  contingent  funds  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  the  Senate,  as 
from  time  to  time  may  be  duly  authorized  by  resolutions  of  those  bodies. 

Sec.  4.  [Duty  of  administrative  service  to  furnish  information  to  com- 
mittee—  examination  of  records.]  That  the  officers  and  employees  of  all 
administrative  services  of  the  Government  shall  furnish  to  the  committee  such 
information  regarding  powers,  duties,  activities,  organization,  and  methods  of 
business  as  the  committee  may  from  time  to  time  require,  and  the  committee  or 
any  of  its  employees,  when  duly  authorized  by  the  committee,  shall  have  access 
to  and  the  right  to  examine  any  books,  documents,  papers,  or  records  of  any 
administrative  service  for  the  purpose  of  securing  the  information  needed  by 
the  committee  in  the  prosecution  of  its  work. 


[Seo.  1.]     •  •  •    [House  —  index  to  daily  calendar.]    That  hereafter  the 
index  to  the  daily  calendar  shall  be  printed  on  Monday  of  each  week. 

This  is  fram  the  "  First  Deficiency  Act,  fiscal  year  1921,"  approyed  March  1,  1921. 


CONSULS 

See  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Officers 


CONTRACT  MARKETS 

See  Agriculture 


CONTRACTS 

See  Agriculture;  Public  Contracts 
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CORPORATIONS 

Res.  of.  Jan.  4,  1921,  No.  55,  26. 

War  Finance   Corporation  —  Revival  of  Activities  —  Financing 
of  Exportations,  26. 

Act  of  Aug.  24,  1921  (Amendments  to  War  Finance  Corporation  Act),  27. 

Sec.  1.  ''  Person  "  Defined,  27. 

2.  Creation  of  War  Finance  Corporation  —  Duration  of  Exercise  of 

Powers  —  Sec.  1  Amended,  27. 

3.  Advances  for  Agricultural  Purposes  —  New  Sections  Added,  28. 

4.  Advances  to  Promote  Commerce  urith  Foreign  Nations  —  Sec.  21 

Partially  Repealed,  30. 

5.  Issuance  of  Notes  and  Bonds  —  Sec.  12  Amended,  30. 

6.  Notes  and  Bonds  of  Corporation  as  Security  in  Federal  Reserve' 

Bank     Transactions  —  Discounts     and     Rediscounts  —  Sec.     13 
Amended,  30. 

7.  Unemployed  Moneys  of  Corporation  —  Disposition  —  Federal  Re- 

serve Banks  as  Depositories,  etc. —  Liquidation  of  Assets  —  Wind- 
ing  up  Affairs  -^  Sec.  15  Amended,  31. 

CROSS-REFERENCES 

See  also  INTERNAL  REVENUE;  NATIONAL  BANKS;  TIMBER  LANDS 

AND  FOREST  RESERVES 

Joint  Resolution  Directing  the  War  Finance  Corporation  to  take  certain 
action  for  the  relief  of  the  present  depression  in  the  agricnltnral  sections 
of  the  country,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Res.  of  Jan.  4,  1921.   No.  55.] 

[War  Finance  Oorporation  —  revival  of  activities  —  financing  of  exporta- 
tions.] That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  members  of  the  War  Finance 
Corporation  are  hereby  directed  to  revive  the  activities  of  the  War  Finance 
Corporation,  and  that  said  corporation  be  at  once  rehabilitated  with  the  view 
of  assisting  in  the  financing  of  the  exportation  of  agricultural  and  other  products 
to  foreign  markets. 

F   H    GniLETT 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Charles  Curtis 
Acting  President  of  the  Senate  Pro  Tempore. 

In  the  House  of  Representatives 

of  the  United  States. 

January  4,  1921. 

The  House  having  proceeded,  in  pursuance  of  the  Constitution,  to  recon- 
sider the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  212)  entitled  **  Joint  resolution  directing 


CORPORATIONS  27 


the  War  Finance  Corporation  to  take  certain  action  for  the  relief  of  the  present 
depression  in  the  agricultural  sections  of  the  country,  and  for  other  purposes," 
returned  to  the  Senate  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  with  his  objections 
thereto,  and  sent  by  the  Senate  to  the  House  of  Representatives,  with  the  message 
of  the  President  returning  the  joint  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  joint  resolution  do  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  agreeing  to  pass  the  same. 

Attest:  Wm  Tyler  Page 

Clerk. 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 

January  3, 1921, 

The  President  of  the  United  States  having  returned  to  the  Senate,  in  which 
it  originated,  the  joint  resolution  (S.  J.  Res.  212)  *'  Joint  Resolution  direct- 
ing the  War  Finance  Corporation  to  take  certain  action  for  the  relief  of  the 
present  depression  in  the  agricultural  sections  of  the  country,  and  for  other 
purposes,'*  with  his  objections  thereto,  the  Senate  proceeded  in  conformity  with 
the  Constitution  to  reconsider  the  same  and  has 

Resolved^  That  the  joint  resolution  do  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  agreeing 
to  pass  the  same. 

Attest :  George  A.  Sanderson 

Secretary. 

By  the  Joint  Resolution  of  March  3,  1021,  eet  out  in  the  title  Was  Department  and 
Mn.iTABT  Establishment,  in  this  volume,  infra,  much  war  time  legislation  was  repealed, 
but  the  Kesolution  with  respect  of  the  War  Finance  Corporation  Act,  excepted  from  its 
operation  titles  1  and  3  of  that  Act  and  this  Resolution  of  January  4,  1921. 


An  Act  To  amend  the  War  Finance  Corporation  Act,"*"  approved  April  5,  1918, 
as  amended,  to  provide  relief  for  producers  of  and  dealers  in  agrioQltiiral 
products,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  Aug.  24, 1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [*'  Person  "  defined.]  That  when  used  in  this  Act  the  term  **  per- 
son ' '  includes  partnerships,  corporations,  and  associations,  as  well  as  individuals. 

Sec.  2.  [Creation  of  War  Finance  Corporation  —  duration  of  exercise  of 
powers  —  sec.  1  amended.]  That  section  1  of  Title  I  of  the  War  Finance  Cor- 
poration Act,  approved  April  5, 1918,  as  amended,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

'*  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  four 
additional  persons  (who  shall  be  the  directors  first  appointed  as  hereinafter 
provided)  are  hereby  created  a  body  corporate  and  politic  in  deed  and  in  law  by 
the  name,  style,  and  title  of  the  War  Finance  Corporation  (herein  called  the 
Corporation),  and  shall  have  succession  for  a  period  of  ten  years:  Provided, 
That  except  as  otherwise  provided  by  this  Act  the  Corporation  shall  not  exercise 
any  of  the  powers  conferred  by  this  Act  except  such  as  are  incidental  to  the 
liquidation  of  its  assets  and  the  winding  up  of  its  affairs,  after  July  1,  1922." 

*  The  War  Finance  Corporation  Act  wiU  be  found  in  191S  Supp.  107,  and  amendmenti 
thereto  will  be  found  in  1919  Supp.  36;    1920  Supp.  30. 


i 
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Sec.  3.  [Advances  for  agricultural  purposes  —  new  sections  added.]    The 

War  Finance  Corporation  Act,  approved  April  5,  1918,  as  amended,  is  amended 
by  adding  after  section  21  of  Title  I  thereof  the  following  new  sections : 

**  Sec.  22.  Whenever  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Corporation  shall  be  of 
the  opinion  that  conditions  arising  out  of  the  war,  or  out  of  the  disruption 
of  foreign  trade  created  by  the  war,  have  resulted  in  or  may  result  in  an 
abnormal  surplus  accumulation  of  any  staple  agricultural  product  of  the  United 
States  or  lack  of  a  market  for  the  sale  of  same  or  that  the  ordinary  banking 
facilities  are  inadequate  to  enable  producers  of  or  dealers  in  such  products  to 
carry  them  until  they  can  be  exported  or  sold  for  export  in  an  orderly  manner, 
the  Corporation  shall  thereupon  be  empowered  to  make  advances,  for  periods 
not  exceeding  one  year  from  the  respective  dates  of  such  advances,  upon  such 
terms,  not  inconsistent  with  this  Act,  as  it  may  determine ; 

*'  (a)  To  any  person  engaged  in  the  United  States  in  dealing  in,  or  marketing 
any  such  products,  or  to  any  association  composed  of  persons  engaged  in  pro- 
ducing such  products,  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  such  person  or  association  to 
carry  such  products  until  they  can  be  exported  or  sold  for  export  in  an  orderly 
manner.  Any  such  advance  shall  bear  interest  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  IVo  P^r 
centum  in  excess  of  the  rate  of  discount  for  ninety-day  commercial  paper  pre- 
vailing at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  the  district  in  which  the  borrower  is 
located  at  the  time  when  such  advance  is  made ; 

'*(b)  To  any  person  without  the  United  States  purchasing  such  products, 
but  in  no  case  shall  any  of  the  money  so  advanced  be  expended  without  the 
United  States.  Every  such  advance  shall  be  secured  by  adequate  security  of 
such  character  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  the  Board  of  Director  of  the  Corpora- 
tion. The  rate  of  interest  charged  on  any  such  advance  shall  be  determined 
by  the  Board  of  Directors.  The  Corporation  shall  retain  power  to  recall  an 
advance  or  require  additional  security  at  any  time. 

**(c)  To  any  bank,  banker,  or  trust  company  of  the  United  States  which 
makes  or  has  made  an  advance  or  advances  to  any  such  person  as  is  described 
in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  for  the  purpose  therein  set  forth  or  which 
makes  or  has  made  an  advance  or  advances  to  any  producer  for  the  purpose  set 
forth  in  paragraph  (a).  The  aggregate  of  advances  made  to  any  bank,  banker, 
or  trust  company  shall  not  exceed  the  amount  remaining  unpaid  of  the  advances 
made  by  such  bank,  banker,  or  trust  company  for  purposes  herein  described. 
Such  advances  shall  bear  interest  at  the  rates  fixed  by  the  Corporation, 

**  Sec.  23.  Notwithstanding  the  limitation  of  section  1,  the  advances  pro- 
vided for  by  section  21  and  section  22  of  this  Act  may  be  made  until  July  1, 
1922.  The  Corporation  may  from  time  to  time  extend  the  time  of  payment  of 
any  such  advance  or  advances  through  renewals,  substitution  of  new  obligations, 
or  otherwise,,  but  the  time  for  the  payment  of  any  advance  made  under  authority 
of  section  21  and  section  22  shall  not  be  extended  beyond  three  years  from  the 
date  upon  which  such  advance  was  originally  made. 

*'A11  advances  made  under  section  21  or  under  section  22  of  this  Act  shall  be 
made  against  promissory  note  or  notes,  or  other  instrument  or  instruments  in 
writing  imposing  on  the  borrower  a  primary  and  unconditional  obligation  to 
repay  the  advance  at  maturity,  with  interest  as  stipulated  therein,  with  full  and 
adequate  security  in  each  instance  by  indorsement,  guaranty,  pledge,  or  other- 
wise. The  Corporation  shall  retain  the  power  to  require  additional  security 
at  any  time.  All  notes  or  other  instruments  evidencing  advances  to  persons 
outside  the  United  States  shall  be  in  terms  payable  in  the  United  States,  in 
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currency  of  the  United  States,  and  shall  be  secured  by  adequate  guaranties  or 
indorsements  in  the  United  States,  or  by  warehouse  receipts,  acceptable  col- 
lateral, or  other  instruments  in  writing  conveying  or  securing  marketable  title 
to  agricultural  products  in  the  United  States. 

**  Sec.  24.  Whenever  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Corpo- 
ration the  public  interest  may  require  it,  the  Corporation  shall  be  authorized 
and  empowered  to  make  advances  upon  such  terms  not  inconsistent  with  this 
Act  as  it  may  determine  to  any  bank,  banker,  or  trust  company  in  the  United 
States,  or  to  any  cooperative  association  of  producers  in  the  United  States  which 
may  have  made  advances  for  agricultural  purposes,  including  the  breeding^ 
raising,  fattening,  and  marketing  of  live  stock,  or  may  have  discounted  or 
rediscounted  notes,  drafts,  bills  of  exchange  or  other  negotiable  instruments 
issued  for  such  purposes.  Such  advance  or  advances  may  be  made  upon  promis- 
sory note  or  notes,  or  other  instrument  or  instruments,  in  such  form  as  to  impose 
on  the  borrowing  bank,  banker,  trust  company,  or  cooperative  association  a 
primary  and  unconditional  obligation  to  repay  the  advance  at  maturity  with 
interest  as  stipulated  therein,  and  shall  be  fully  and  adequately  secured  in  each 
instance  by  indorsement,  guaranty,  pledge,  or  otherwise.  Such  advances  may 
be  made  for  a  period  not  exceeding  one  year  and  the  Corporation  may  from 
time  to  time  extend  the  time  of  payment  of  any  such  advance  through  renewals, 
substitution  of  new  obligations  or  otherwise,  but  the  time  for  the  payment  of 
any  such  advance  shall  not  be  extended  beyond  three  years  from  the  date  upon 
which  such  advance  was  originally- made.  The  aggregate  of  advances  made  to 
any  bank,  banker,  trust  company,  or  cooperative  association  shall  not  exceed 
the  amount  remaining  unpaid  of  the  advances  made  by  such  bank,  banker,  trust 
company,  or  cooperative  association  for  purposes  herein  described. 

'*  The  Corporation  may,  in  exceptional  cases,  upon  such  terms  not  inconsistent 
with  this  Act  as  it  may  determine,  purchase  from  domestic  banks,  bankers,  or 
trust  companies,  notes,  drafts,  bills  of  exchange,  or  other  instruments  of  indebted- 
ness secured  by  chattel  mortgages,  warehouse  receipts,  bills  of  lading,  or  other 
instruments  in  writing  conveying  or  securing  marketable  title  to  staple  agricul- 
tural products,  including  live  stock.  The  Corporation  may  from  time  to  time, 
upon  like  security,  extend  the  time  of  payment  of  any  note,  draft,  bill  of 
exchange,  or  other  instrument  acquired  under  this  section,  but  the  time  for 
the  payment  of  any  such  note,  draft,  bill  of  exchange,  or  other  instrument  shall 
not  be  extended  beyond  three  years  from  the  date  upon  which  such  note,  draft, 
bill  of  exchange,  or  other  instrument  was  acquired  by  the  Corporation.  The 
Corporation  is  further  authorized,  upon  such  terms  as  it  may  prescribe,  to 
purchase,  sell,  or  otherwise  deal  in  acceptances,  adequately  secured,  issued  by 
banking  corporations  organized  under  section  25  (a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve 
Act :  Provided,  That  no  purchase  of  acceptances  of  the  said  banking  corpora- 
tions shall  be  made  except  for  the  purpose  of  assisting  the  said  banking  corpo- 
rations in  financing  the  exportation  of  agricultural  and  manufactured  products 
from  the  United  States  to  foreign  countries.  No  such  acceptances  shall  be  pur- 
chased which  have  a  maturity  at  the  time  of  such  purchase  of  more  than  three 
years. 

"Advances  or  purchases  may  be  made  under  this  section  at  any  time  prior  to 
July  1,  1922. 

' '  Sec.  25.  The  aggregate  amount  of  all  advances  made  under  sections  21,  22, 
and  24,  and  of  all  notes,  drafts,  bills  of  exchange,  or  other  seciurities  pur- 
chased under  section  24  remaining  unpaid,  shall  not  at  any  one  time  exceed 
$1,000,000,000. 
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* '  Sec.  26.  Whenever  in  this  Act  the  words  '  bank,  banker,  or  trust  company  ' 
are  used,  they  shall  be  deemed  to  include  any  reputable  and  responsible  financing 
institution  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  any  State  or  of  the  United  States  with 
resources  adequate  to  the  undertaking  contemplated. 

**  Sec.  27.  In  order  to  enable  the  Corporation  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of 
this  Act,  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  is  hereby  authorized  to  furnish  to  the 
Corporation  for  its  confidential  use  such  reports,  records,  or  other  information 
as  he  may  have  available  relating  to  financial  condition  of  national  banks  to 
which  the  Corporation  has  made  or  contemplates  making  advances,  and  to  make, 
through  his  examiners,  for  the  confidential  use  of  the  Corporation,  examina- 
tions of  banks,  bankers,  or  trust  companies,  other  than  national  banks,  to  which 
the  Corporation  has  made  or  contemplates  making  advances:  Provided,  That 
no  such  examination  shall  be  made  without  the  consent  of  such  bank,  banker,  or 
trust  company. 

**  Sec.  28.  No  person,  bank,  banker,  or  trust  company  receiving  money  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  loan  such  money  at  a  rate  of  interest  greater 
than  2  per  centum  per  annum  in  excess  of  the  rate  of  interest  charged  or 
received  by  the  Corporation  upon  such  money.  ['*] 

'  *  Sec.  4.  [Advances  to  promote  commerce  with  foreign  nations  —  sec.  21  par- 
tially repealed.]  Sec.  21  of  Title  I  of  the  War  Finance  Corporation  Act  is 
hereby  amended  by  striking  out  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  thereof,  and  by  striking 
out  at  the  beginning  of  the  first  paragraph  the  letter  (a). 

''  Sec.  5.  [Issuance  of  notes  and  bonds  —  sec.  12  amended.]  The  first  para- 
graph of  section  12  of  Title  I  of  the  War  Finance  Corporation  Act  is  hereby 
amended  and  reenacted  to  read  as  follows : 

**  Sec.  12.  That  the  Corporation  shall  be  empowered  and  authorized  to  issue 
and  have  outstanding  at  any  one  time  its  notes  or  bonds  in  an  amount  aggre- 
gating not  more  than  three  times  its  paid-in  capital,  such  notes  or  bonds  to 
mature  not  less  than  six  months  nor  more  than  five  years  from  the  respective 
dates  of  issue,  and  may  be  redeemable  before  maturity  at  the  option  of  the  Cor- 
poration, as  may  be  stipulated  in  such  notes  or  bonds,  and  to  bear  such  rate 
or  rates  of  interest  as  may  be  determined  by  the  board  of  directors,  but  such 
rate  or  rates  of  interest  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury.  Such  notes  or  bonds  shall  have  a  first  and  paramount  fioating 
charge  on  all  the  assets  of  the  Corporation,  and  the  Corporation  shall  not  at 
any  time  mortgage  or  pledge  any  of  its  assets.  Such  notes  or  bonds  may  be 
issued  at  not  less  than  par  in  payment  of  any  advances  authorized  by  this  title, 
or  may  be  offered  for  sale  publicly  or  to  any  individual,  firm,  corporation,  or 
association,  at  such  price  or  prices  at  not  less  than  par  as  the  board  of  directors, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  may  determine." 

The  power  of  the  corporation  to  issue  notes  or  bonds,  may  be  exercised  at  any 
time  prior  to  January  1,  1925,  but  no  notes  or  bonds  shall  mature  later  than 
July  1,  1925. 

Sec.  6.  [Notes  and  bonds  of  Corporation  as  security  in  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  transactions  —  discounts  and  rediscounts  —  sec.  13  amended.]  Para- 
graph 1  of  section  13  of  Title  I  of  the  War  Finance  Corporation  Act  is  hereby 
amended  and  reenacted  to  read  as  follows: 

*'  That  the  Federal  Reserve  Banks  shall  be  authorized,  subject  to  the  matur- 
ity limitations  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act  and  to  regulations  of  the  Federal 
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Reserve  Board,  to  discount  the  direct  obligations  of  member  banks  secured 
by  such  notes  or  bonds  of  the  Corporation  and  to  rediscoimt  notes  or  other 
negotiable  instruments  secured  by  such  notes  or  bonds  and  indorsed  by  a  mem- 
ber bank.  Discounts  or  rediscounts  under  this  section  shall  be  at  an  interest 
rate  equal  to  the  prevailing  rate  for  eligible  commercial  paper  of  corresponding 
maturities.'' 


Sec.  7.  [Unemployed  moneys  of  Oorporatioii  —  disposition  —  Federal  Be- 
serve  Banks  as  depositories,  etc. —  liquidation  of  assets  —  winding  np  affairs 
—  sec.  16  amended.]  That  section  15  of  Title  I  of  the  War  Finance  Corpo- 
ration Act  be  amended  and  reenacted  to  read  as  follows : 

'*  Sec.  15.  That  all  moneys  of  the  Corporation  not  otherwise  employed  may 
be  kept  on  deposit,  subject  to  check,  with  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States, 
or  in  any  of  the  Federal  reserve  banks,  or  may,  upon  the  direction  of  the  board 
of  directors  of  the  Corporation,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, be  invested  in  bonds  or  other  obligations  of  the  United  States  issued  or 
converted  after  September  24,  1917,  or  upon  like  direction  and  approval,  may 
be  used  from  time  to  time  in  the  purchase  or  redemption  of  any  bonds  issued 
by  the  Corporation. 

*'  The  Federal  reserve  banks  are  hereby  authorized  to  act  as  depositories  for 
and  as  fiscal  agents  of  the  Corporation  in  the  general  performance  of  the  powers 
conferred  by  this  title. 

'*  Beginning  July  1,  1922,  the  directors  of  the  Corporation  shall  proceed  to 
liquidate  its  assets  and  wind  up  its  affairs,  except  as  specifically  provided  in 
this  title;  but  the  directors  of  the  Corporation,  in  their  discretion,  may,  from 
time  to  time  prior  to  such  liquidation,  sell  and  dispose  of  any  securities  or  other 
property  acquired  by  the  Corporation. 

**  After  July  1,  1922,  the  Corporation  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  deposit  with  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  as  a 
special  deposit,  out  of  money  belonging  to  the  Corporation,  or  from  time  to 
time  received  by  it  in  the  course  of  liquidation  or  otherwise,  an  amount  equal 
to  the  aggregate  amount  of  all  outstanding  bonds  or  notes  of  the  Corporation, 
including  principal  and  interest  to  maturity.  Moneys  so  deposited  shall  con- 
stitute a  special  fund  for  the  payment  of  principal  and  interest  of  such  bonds 
or  notes,  or  for  the  purchase  or  redemption  of  such  bonds  or  notes  at  not  more 
than  par  and  accrued  interest,  and  may  be  drawn  upon  or  paid  out  for  no  other 
purpose. 

'*  Whenever  there  shall  have  been  deposited  in  such  special  fund  an  amount 
equal  to  the  aggregate  amount  of  all  bonds  or  notes  of  the  Corporation  then 
outstanding,  including  principal  and  interest  to  maturity,  the  Corporation  may, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  pay  into  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States,  as  miscellaneous  receipts,  any  moneys  belonging  to  the  Cor- 
poration, or  received  from  time  to  time  in  the  course  of  liquidation  or  other- 
wise, in  excess  of  a  reasonable  reserve  to  meet  all  liabilities  and  expenses  during 
liquidation.  Whenever  any  such  payment  is  made,  an  amount  of  capital  stock 
of  the  Corporation  equal  in  par  value  to  the  amount  so  paid  in  shall  be  canceled 
and  retired. 

"All  net  earnings  of  the  Corporation  not  required  for  its  operations  shall  be 
accumulated  as  a  reserve  fund  until  such  time  as  the  Corporation  liquidates 
under  the  terms  of  this  title. 
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''Any  balance  remaining  after  the  payment  of  all  the  Corporation's  debts,  and 
after  the  retirement  of  all  its  capital  stock  as  herein  provided,  shall  be  paid  into 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  as  miscellaneous  receipts,  and  thereupon  the 
Corporation  shall  be  dissolved." 
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See  Agriculture 


COUNCIL  OF  NATIONAL  DEFENSE 

See  HioHV7ATB 


COURT  OF  CLAIMS 

See  JuDioiABY 
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See  Alaska;  Judicial  Officers;  Judzoiabt 
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See  Navy 


CRIMINAL  LAW  * 

Act  of  Nov.  17,  1921,  33. 

Sec.  1.  Limitations  —  Offenses  Not  Capital  —  R.  8.  Sec.  1014  Amended,  33. 
2.  Act  When  in  Effect,  33. 

CROSS-REFEREIVCES 

See  also   INTOXICATING   LIQUORS;   PENAL   LAWS;  SURETY  AND 

SURETYSHIP 

*  Espionage  Act.— Title  1,  sec.  3,  of  the  *' Espionage  Act,"  set  out  in  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  122,  was  affected  by  Resolution  of  March  3,  1921,  set  out  under  Wab  Depabtment 
AND  MiLiTABT  ESTABLISHMENT,  this  Yolume,  infiu.  The  Resolution  repealed  the  Act  ol 
May  16,  1918,  which  amended  said  sec.  3  as  originally  enacted  iby  Act  of  June  15,  1917,  and 
thereby  revived  and  restored  the  section  ''with  the  same  force  and  effect  as  originally 
enacted."    The  section  as  originally  enacted  is  set  out  in  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  123  note. 
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An  Act  To  amend  section  1044  of  the  BeviBed  Statutes  of  the  United  States 

relating  to  limitations  in  criminal  cases. 

[Act  of  Nov,  17, 1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]     [Limitations  —  ofTenses  not  capital — B.  8.  sec.  1044  amended.] 

That  section  1044  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  be  amended  so 
as  to  read  as  follows : 

*'  Sec.  1044.  No  person  shall  be  prosecuted,  tried,  or  punished  for  any  offense, 
not  capital,  except  as  provided  in  section  1046,  unless  the  indictment  is  found, 
or  the  information  is  instituted,  within  three  years  next  after  such  offense  shall 
have  been  committed :  Provided,  however.  That  in  offenses  involving  the  defraud- 
ing or  attempts  to  defraud  the  United  States  or  any  agency  thereof,  whether 
by  conspiracy  or  not,  and  in.  any  manner,  and  now  indictable  under  any  exist- 
ing statutes,  the  period  of  limitation  shall  be  six  years.  This  Act  shall  apply 
to  acts,  offenses,  or  transactions  where  the  existing  statute  of  limitations  has 
not  yet  fully  run,  but  this  proviso  shall  not  apply  to  acts,  offenses,  or  trans- 
actions which  are  already  barred  by  the  provisions  of  existing  laws. 


>> 


Sec.  2.  [Act  when  in  effect.]    That  this-  Act  diall  be  in  force  and  effect 
from  and  after  the  date  of  its  passage. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  1044  as  it  read  before  this  amendment,  see  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.     (2d  ed.)  692. 
For  R.  S.  sec.  1046  referred  to  in  the  text,  £ee  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.    (2d  ed.)   097. 
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Act  of  May  27,  1921,  34. 

TrrLE  I.  Emergency  Tariff. 

Sec.     1.  Articles  Dutiable  and  Rates  of  Duties,  34. 

2.  Suspension  of  Former  Rates  for  Six  Months  Period,  36. 

3.  Rates  in  Force  after  Six  Months  Period,  36. 

4.  Levy,  Collection,  Payment  and  Penalties,  36. 

5.  Short  Title  —  ''  Emergency  Tariff  Act,"  37. 

Title  II.    Axttdumping. 

Sec.  201.  Dumping  Investigation,  37. 

202.  Special  Dumping  Duty,  37. 

203.  Purchase  Price,  38. 

204.  Exporter's  Sales  Price,  38. 

205.  Foreign  Market  Value,  39. 

206.  Cost  of  Production,  39. 

207.  Exporter,  40. 

208.  Oaths  and  Bonds  on  Entry,  40i 

209.  Duties  of  Appraisers,  40.  • 

210.  Appeals  and  Protests,  41. 

211.  Drawbacks,  41. 

212.  Short  Title,  41. 
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Title  III.    Assessment  op  Ad  Valorem  Duties. 

Sec,  301,  Export  Value  of  Merchandise  as  Basis  of  Assessment,  41, 

302.  Export  Value,  41, 

303.  References  to  *'  Value  ''  in  Existing  Law,  42. 

304.  Definitions,  42, 

Title  IV.    General  Provisions. 

Sec,  401.  Statements  in  Invoice,  42. 

402.  Statements  at  Time  of  Entry,  42. 

403.  Conversion  of  Currency,  42. 

404.  Inspection  of  Exporter's  Books ^  43. 

405.  Inspection  of  Importer's  Books,  44, 

406.  Definitions,  44, 

407.  Rules  and  Regulations,  44. 

Title  V.    Dyes  and  Chemicals. 

Sec.  501.  (a)  Refusal  of  Entry,  44. 

(6)   War  Trade  Board  Section  of  Department  of  State  —  Abolish^ 
ment  —  Treasury    Department    as    Successor  —  Effect    on 
Existing  Licenses  Relating  to  Dye  and  Chemical  Imports,  44. 
502,  Short  Title,  45, 

Act  of  June  18,  1921,  45. 

Port  of  Fort  Worth  —  Immediate  Transportation  Privileges,  45. 

Act  of  Aug,  24,  1921,  45, 

Sec,  1,  Dyes  and  Chcmieals  —  Refusal  of  Entry,  45, 

Actof  Nov,  16, 1921,  45, 

Tariff  Act  of  1921  —  Continuance  in  Force,  45. 

CROSS-REFERENCE 

See  also  INTERNAL  REVENUE 

An  Act  Imposing  temporary  duties  upon  certain  agricultural  products  to  meet 
present  emergencies,  and  to  provide  revenue ;  to  regulate  commerce  with 
foreign  countries;  to  prevent  dumping  of  foreign  merchandise  on  the 
markets  of  the  United  States ;  to  regulate  the  value  of  foreign  money ;  and 
for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  May  27,  1921.] 

Title  I. 

emergency  tariff. 

[Sec.  1.]  [Articles  dutiable  and  rates  of  duties.]  That  on  and  after  the 
day  following  the  passage  of  this  Act,  for  the  period  of  six  months,  there  shall 
be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  upon  the  following  articles,  when  imported  from 
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any  foreign  country  into  the  United  States  or  into  any  of  its  possessions  (except 
the  Philippine  Islands,  the  Virgin  Islands,  and  the  islands  of  Guam  and  Tutuila), 
the  rates  of  duty  which  are  prescribed  by  this  section,  namely : 

1.  Wheat,  36  cents  per  bushel. 

2.  Wheat  flour  and  semolina,  20  per  centum  ad  valorem. 

3.  Flaxseed,  30  cents  per  bushel  of  fifty-six  pounds. 

4.  Corn  or  maize,  15  cents  per  bushel  of  fifty-six  pounds. 

5.  Beans,  provided  for  in  paragraph  197  of  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to 
reduce  tariff  duties  and  to  provide  revenue  for  the  Government,  and  for  other 
puiposes,"  approved  October  3,  1913,  2  cents  per  pound. 

6.  Peanuts  or  ground  beans,  3  cents  per  pound. 

7.  Potatoes,  25  cents  per  bushel  of  sixty  pounds. 

8.  Onions,  40  cents  per  bushel  of  fifty-seven  pounds. 

9.  Rice,  cleaned,  2  cents  per  pound,  except  rice  cleaned  for  use  in  the  manufac- 
ture of  canned  foods,  on  which  the  rate  of  duty  shall  be  1  cent  per  pound; 
uncleaned  rice,  or  rice  free  of  the  outer  hull  and  still  having  the  inner  cuticle  on, 
1%  cents  per  pound ;  rice  flour,  and  rice  meal,  and  rice  broken  which  will  pass 
through  a  number  twelve  wire  sieve  of  a  kind  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  one-fourth  of  1  cent  per  pound ;  paddy,  or  rice  having  the  outer  hull 
on,  three-fourths  of  1  cent  per  pound. 

10.  Lemons,  2  cents  per  pound. 

11.  Oils:  Peanut,  26  cents  per  gallon;  cottonseed,  coconut,  and  soya  bean, 
20  cents  per  gallon;  olive,  40  cents  per  gallon  in  bulk,  50« cents  per  gallon  in  con- 
tainers of  less  than  five  gallons. 

12.  Cattle,  30  per  centum  ad  valorem. 

13.  Sheep :  One  year  old  or  over,  $2  per  head ;  less  than  one  year  old,  $1  per 
head. 

14.  Fresh  or  frozen  beef,  veal,  mutton,  lamb,  and  pork,  2  cents  per  pound. 
Meats  of  all  kinds,  prepared  or  preserved,  not  specially  provided  for  herein,  25 
per  centum  ad  valorem. 

15.  Cattle  and  sheep  and  other  stock  imported  for  breeding  purposes  shall  be 
admitted  free  of  duty. 

16.  Cotton  having  a  staple  of  one  and  three-eighths  inches  or  more  in  length, 
7  cents  per  pound. 

17.  Manufactures  of  which  cotton  of  the  kind  provided  for  in  paragraph  16 
is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  7  cents  per  pound,  in  addition  to  the 
rates  of  duty  imposed  thereon  by  existing  law. 

18.  Wool,  commonly  known  as  clothing  wool,  including  hair  of  the  camel, 
angora  goat,  and  alpaca,  but  not  such  wools  as  are  commonly  known  as  carpet 
wools:  Unwashed,  15  cents  per  pound;  washed,  30  cents  per  pound;  scoured, 
45  cents  per  pound.  Unwashed  wools  shall  be  considered  such  as  shall  have  been 
shorn  from  the  animal  without  any  cleaning;  washed  wools  shall  be  considered 
such  as  have  been  washed  with  water  only  on  the  animal's  back  or  on  the  skin; 
wools  washed  in  any  other  manner  than  on  the  animal's  back  or  on  the  skin 
shall  be  considered  as  scoured  wool.  On  wool  and  hair  provided  for  in  this 
paragraph,  which  is  sorted  or  increased  in  value  by  the  rejection  of  any  part 
of  the  original  fleece,  the  duty  shall  be  twice  the  duty  to  which  it  would  other- 
wise be  subject,  but  not  more  than  45  cents  per  pound. 
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19.  Wool  and  hair  of  the  kind  provided  for  in  paragraph  18,  when  advanced 
in  any  manner  or  by  any  process  of  manufacture  beyond  the  washed  or  scoured 
condition,  and  manufactures  of  which  wool  or  hair  of  the  kind  provided  for  in 
paragraph  18  is  the  component  material  of  chief  value,  45  cents  per  pound  in 
addition  to  the  rates  of  duty  imposed  thereon  by  existing  law. 

20.  Sugars,  tank  bottoms,  sirups  of  cane  juice,  melada,  concentrated  melada, 
concrete  and  concentrated  molasses,  testing  by  the  polariscope  not  above  seventy- 
five  degrees,  one  and  sixteen  one-hundredths  of  1  cent  per  pound,  and  for  every 
additional  degree  shown  by  the  polariscopic  test,  four  one-hundredths  of  1  cent 
per  pound  additional,  and  fractions  of  a  degree  in  proportion ;  molasses  testing 
not  above  forty  degrees,  24  per  centum  ad  valorem ;  testing  above  forty  degrees 
and  not  above  fifty-six  degrees,  3^2  cents  per  gallon;  testing  above  fifty-six 
degrees,  7  cents  per  gallon ;  sugar  drainings  and  sugar  sweepings  shall  be  subject 
to  duty  as  molasses  or  sugar,  as  the  case  may  be,  according  to  polariscopic  test. 

21.  Butter,  and  substitutes  therefor,  6  cents  per  pound. 

22.  Cheese,  and  substitutes  therefor,  23  per  centum  ad  valorem. 

23.  Milk,  fresh,  2  cents  per  gallon ;  cream,  5  cents  i>er  gallon. 

24.  Milk,  preserved  or  condensed,  or  sterilized  by  heating  or  other  processes, 
including  weight  of  immediate  coverings,  2  cents  per  pound;  sugar  of  milk, 
5  cents  per  pound. 

25.  Wrapper  tobacco  and  filler  tobacco  when  mixed  or  packed  with  more 
than  15  per  centum  of  wrapper  tobacco,  and  all  leaf  tobacco  the  product  of  two 
or  more  countries  or  dependencies  when  mixed  or  packed  together,  if  unstemmed, 
$2.35  per  pound ;  if  stemmed,  $3  per  pound ;  filler  tobacco  not  specially  provided 
for  in  this  section,  if  unstemmed,  35  cents  per  pound;  if  stemmed,  50  cents 
per  pound. 

The  term  *'  wrapper  tobacco  "  as  used  in  this  section  means  that  quality  of 
leaf  tobacco  which  has  the  requisite  color,  texture,  and  burn,  and  is  of  sufiScient 
size  for  cigar  wrappers,  and  the  term  ''  filler  tobacco  '^  means  all  other  leaf 
tobacco. 

26.  Apples,  30  cents  per  bushel. 

27.  Cherries  in  a  raw  state,  preserved  in  brine  or  otherwise,  3  cents  per  pound. 

28.  Olives,  in  solutions,  25  cents  per  gallon;  olives,  not  in  solutions,  3  cents 
per  pound. 

Sec.  2.  [Suspension  of  former  rates  for  six  months  period.]  The  rates  of 
duty  imposed  by  section  1  (except  under  paragraphs  17  and  19)  in  the  case  of 
articles  on  which  a  rate  of  duty  is  imposed  by  existing  law,  shall  be  in  lieu  of 
such  rate  of  duty  during  the  six  months'  period  referred  to  in  section  1. 

Src.  3.  [Bates  in  force  after  six  months  period.]  After  the  expiration  of 
the  six  months'  period  referred  to  in  section  1,  the  rates  of  duty  upon  the  articles 
therein  enumerated  shall  be  those,  if  any,  imposed  thereon  by  existing  law. 

By  Act  of  Nov.  16,  1921  (Bee  infra,  this  title,  p.  45),  it  iB  provided  that  this  title  I  "BhaH 
continue  in  force  until  otherwise  provided  by  law." 

Sec.  4.  [Levy,  coUection,  payment  and  penalties.]  The  duties  imposed  bv 
this  title  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid. on  the  same  basis,  in  the  same 
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maimer,  and  subject  to  the  same  provisions  of  law,  including  penalties,  as  the 
duties  imposed  by  such  Act  of  1913. 

Sec.  5.  [Short  title—  "  Emergency  Tariff  Act."]  That  this  title  shall  be 
cited  as  the  '  *  Emergency  Tariff  Act. ' ' 

TrrLE  II. —  Antidumping. 

DUMPING  iNTESrnGATION. 

Sec.  201.  (a)  That  whenever  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  (hereinafter  in 
this  Act  called  the  **  Secretary  '0>  after  such  investigation  as  he  deems  neces- 
sary, finds  that  an  industry  in  the  United  States  is  being  or  is  likely  to  be 
injured,  or  is  prevented  from  being  established^  by  reason  of  the  importation 
into  the  United  States  of  a  class  or  kind  of  foreign  merchandise,  and  that  mer- 
chandise of  such  class  or  kind  is  being,  sold  or  is  likely  to  be  sold  in  the  United 
States  or  elsewhere  at  less  than  its  fair  value,  then  he  shall  make  such  finding 
public  to  the  extent  he  deems  necessary,  together  with  a  description  of  the  class 
or  kind  of  merchandise  to  which  it  applies  in  such  detail  as  may  be  necessary 
for  the  guidance  of  the  appraising  officers. 

(b)  Whenever,  in  the  case  of  any  imported  merchandise  of  a  class  or  kind 
as  to  which  the  Secretary  has  not  so  made  public  a  finding,  the  appraiser  or 
person  acting  as  appraiser  has  reason  to  believe  or  suspect,  from  the  invoice  or 
other  papers  or  from  information  presented  to  him,  that  the  purchase  price 
is  less,  or  that  the  exporter's  sales  price  is  less  or  likely  to  be  less,  than  the 
foreign  market  value  (or,  in  the  absence  of  such  value,  than  the  cost  of  pro- 
duction) he  shall  forthwith,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary, 
notify  the  Secretary  of  such  fact  and  withhold  his  appraisement  report  to  the 
collector  as  to  such  merchandise  until  the  further  order  of  the  Secretary,  or  until 
the  Secretary  has  made  public  a  finding  as  provided  in  subdivision  (a)  in  regard 
to  such  merchandise. 

SPECUL  DUMPING  DUTY. 

Sec.  202.  (a)  That  in  the  case  of  all  imported  merchandise,  whether  dutiable 
or  free  of  duty,  of  a  class  or  kind  as  to  which  the  Secretary  has  made  public  a 
finding  as  provided  in  section  201,  and  as  to  which  the  appraiser  or  person  act- 
ing as  appraiser  has  made  no  appraisement  report  to  the  collector  before  such 
finding  has  been  so  made  public,  if  the  purchase  price  or  the  exporter's  sales 
price  is  less  than  the  foreign  market  value  (or,  in  the  absence  of  such  value, 
than  the  cost  of  production)  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid,  in  addition 
to  the  duties  imposed  thereon  by  law,  a  special  dumping  duty  in  an  amount 
equal  to  such  difference. 

(b)  If  it  is  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  appraising  officers  that  the 
amount  of  such  difference  between  the  purchase  price  and  the  foreign  market 
value  is  wholly  or  partly  due  to  the  fact  that  the  wholesale  quantities,  in  which 
such  or  similar  merchandise  is  sold  or  freely  offered  for  sale  to  all  purchasers 
for  exportation  to  the  United  States  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade,  are  greater 
than  the  'v^holesale  quantities  in  which  such  or  similar  merchandise  is  sold  or 
freely  offered  for  sale  to  all  purchasers  in  the  principal  markets  of  the  country 
of  exportation  in  the  ordinai-y  course  of  trade  for  home  consumption  (or  if 
not  so  sold  or  offered  for  sale  for  home  consumption,  then  for  exportation  to 
countries  other  than  the  United  States),  then  due  allowance  shall  be  made 
therefor  in  determining  the  foreign  market  value  for  the  purposes  of  this  section. 


38  FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 

(c)  If  it  is  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  appraising  officers  that  the 
amount  of  such  difference  between  the  exporter's  sales  price  and  the  foreign 
market  value  is  wholly  or  partly  due  to  the  fact  that  the  wholesale  quantities, 
in  which  such  or  similar  merchandise  is  sold  or  freely  offered  for  sale  to  all 
purchasers  in  the  principal  markets  of  the  United  States  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  trade,  are  greater  than  the  wholesale  quantities  in  which  such  or  similar  mer- 
chandise is  sold  or  freely  offered  for  sale  to  all  purchasers  in  the  principal 
markets  of  the  country  of  exportation  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade  for  home 
consumption  (or,  if  not  so  sold  or  offered  for  sale  for  home  consumption,  then 
for  exportation  to  countries  other  than  the  United  States) ,  then  due  allowance 
shall  be  made  therefor  in  determining  the  foreign  market  value  for  the  purposes 
of  this  section. 

PURCHASE  PRICE. 

Sfc.  203.  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  title,  the  purchase  price  of  imported 
merchandise  shall  be  the  price  at  which  such  merchandise  has  been  purchased 
or  agreed  to  be  purchased,  prior  to  the  time  of  exportation,  by  the  person  by 
whom  or  for  whose  account  the  merchandise  is  imported,  plus  when  not  included 
in  such  price,  the  cost  of  all  containers  and  coverings  and  all  other  costs,  charges, 
and  expenses  incident  to  placing  the  merchandise  in  condition,  packed  ready 
for  shipment  to  the  United  States,  less  the  amount,  if  any,  included  in  such 
price,  attributable  to  any  additional  costs,  charges,  and  expenses,  and  United 
States  import  duties,  incident  to  bringing  the  merchandise  from  the  place  of 
shipment  in  the  country  of  exportation  to  the  place  of  delivery  in  the  United 
States;  and  plus  the  amount,  if  not  included  in  such  price,  of  any  export  tax 
imposed  by  the  country  of  exportation  on  the  exportation  of  the  merchandise 
to  the  United  States;  and  plus  the  amount  of  any  import  duties  imposed  by  the 
country  of  exportation  which  have  been  rebated,  or  which  have  not  been  col- 
lected, by  reason  of  the  exportation  of  the  merchandise  to  the  United  States; 
and  plus  the  amount  of  any  taxes  imposed  in  the  country  of  exportation  upon 
the  manufacturer,  producer,  or  seller,  in  respect  to  the  manufacture,  production 
or  sale  of  the  merchandise,  which  have  been  rebated,  or  which  have  not  been 
collected,  by  reason  of  the  exportation  of  the  merchandise  to  the  United  States. 

exporter's  sales  price. 

Sec.  204.  That  for  the  purpose  of  this  title  the  exporter's  sales  price  of 
imported  merchandise  shall  be  the  price  at  which  such  merchandise  is  sold  or 
agreed  to  be  sold  in  the  United  States,  before  or  after  the  time  of  importation, 
by  or  for  the  account  of  the  exporter,  plus,  when  not  included  in  such  price,  the 
cost  of  all  containers  and  coverings  and  all  other  costs,  charges,  and  expenses 
incident  to  placing  the  merchandise  in  condition,  packed  ready  for  shipment  to 
the  United  States,  less  (1)  the  amount,  if  any,  included  in  such  price,  attribut- 
able to  any  additional  costs,  charges,  and  expenses,  and  United  States  import 
duties,  incident  to  bringing  the  merchandise  from  the  place  of  shipment  in  the 
country  of  exportation  to  the  place  of  delivery  in  the  United  States,  (2)  the 
amount  of  the  commissions,  if  any,  for  selling  in  the  United  States  the  particular 
merchandise  under  consideration,  (3)  an  amount  equal  to  the  expenses,  if  any, 
generally  incurred  by  or  for  the  account  of  the  exporter  in  the  United  States 
in  selling  identical  or  substantially  identical  merchandise,  and  (4)  the  amount 
of  any  export  tax  imposed  by  the  country  of  exportation  on  the  exportation  of 
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the  merchandise  to  the  United  States;  and  plus  the  amount  of  any  import  duties 
imposed  by  the  country  of  exportation  which  have  been  rebated,  or  which  have 
not  been  collected,  by  reason  of  the  exportation^of  the  merchandise  to  the  United 
States ;  and  plus  the  amount  of  any  taxes  imposed  in  the  country  of  exportatioh 
upon  the  manufacturer,  producer,  or  seller  in  respect  to  the  manufacture,  pro- 
duction, or  sale  of  the  merchandise,  which  have  been  rebated,  or  which  have 
not  been  collected,  by  reason  of  the  exportation  of  the  merchandise  to  the  United 
States. 

FOREIGN   MARKET  VALVE. 

Sec.  205.  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  the  foreign  market  value  of 
imported  merchandise  shall  be  the  price,  at  the  time  of  exportation  of  such 
merchandise  to  the  United  States,  at  which  such  or  similar  merchandise  is  sold 
or  freely  offered  for  sale  to  all  purchasers  in  the  principal  markets  of  the 
country  from  which  exported,  in  the  usual  wholesale  quantities  and  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  trade  for  home  consumption  (or,  if  not  so  sold  or  offered 
for  sale  for  home  consumption,  then  for  exportation  to  countries  other  than 
the  United  States),  plus,  when  not  included  in  such  price,  the  cost  of  all  con- 
tainers and  coverings  and  all  other  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  incident  to 
placing  the  merchandise  in  condition  packed  ready  for  shipment  to  the  United 
States,  except  that  in  the  case  of  merchandise  purchased  or  agreed  to  be  pur- 
chased by  the  person  by  whom  or  for  whose  account  the  merchandise  is  imported, 
prior  to  the  time  of  exportation,  the  foreign  market  value  shall  be  ascertained 
as  of  the  date  of  such  purchase  or  agreement  to  purchase.  In  the  ascertain- 
ment of  foreign  market  value  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  no  pretended  sale 
or  offer  for  sale,  and  no  sale  or  offer  for  sale  intended  to  establish  a  fictitious 
market,  shall  be  taken  into  account. 

COST  OP  PRODUCTION. 

Sec.  206.  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  the  cost  of  production  of  imported 
merchandise  shall  be  in  the  sum  of  — 

(1)  The  cost  of  materials  of,  and  of  fabrication,  manipulation,  or  other  pro- 
cess employed  in  manufacturing  or  producing,  identical  or  substantially  iden- 
tical merchandise,  at  a  time  preceding  the  date  of  shipment  of  the  particular 
merchandise  under  consideration  which  would  ordinarily  permit  the  manu- 
facture or  production  of  the  particular  merchandise  under  consideration  in  the 
usual  course  of  business; 

(2)  The  usual  general  expenses  (not  less  than  10  per  centum  of  such  cost) 
in  the  case  of  identical  or  substantially  identical  merchandise ; 

(3)  The  cost  of  all  containers  and  coverings,  and  all  other  costs,  charges, 
and  expenses  incident  to  placing  the  particular  merchandise  under  considera- 
tion in  condition,  packed  ready  for  shipment  to  the  United  States ;  and 

(4)  An  addition  for  profit  (not  less  than  8  per  centum  of  the  sum  of  the 
amounts  found  under  paragraphs  (1)  and  (2)  equal  to  the  profit  which  is 
ordinarily  added,  in  the  case  of  merchandise  of  the  same  general  character 
as  the  particular  merchandise  under  consideration,  by  manufacturers  or  pro- 
ducers in  the  country  of  manufacture  or  production  who  are  engaged  in  the 
same  general  trade  as  the  manufacturer  or  producer  of  the  particular  merchan- 
dise under  consideration. 
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EXPORTER. 

Sec.  207.  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  the  exporter  of  imported  meis 
chandise  shall  be  the  person  by  whom  or  for  whose  account  the  merchandise 
is  imported  into  the  United  States: 

(1)  If  such  person  is  the  agent  or  principal  of  the  exporter,  manufacturer, 
or  producer;  or 

(2)  If  such  person  owns  or  controls,  directly  or  indirectly,  through  stock 
ownership  or  control  or  otherwise,  any  interest  in  the  business  of  the  exporter, 
manufacturer,  or  producer ;  or 

(3)  If  the  exporter,  manufact'^jer,  or  producer  owns  or  controls,  directly 
or  indirectly,  through  stock  ownership  or  control  or  otherwise,  any  interest  in 
any  business  conducted  by  such  person ;  or 

(4)  If  any  person  or  persons,  jointly  or  severally,  directly  or  indirectly, 
through  stock  ownership  or  control  or  otherwise,  own  or  control  in  the  aggre- 
gate 20  per  centum,  or  more  of  the  voting  power  or  control  in  the  business 
carried  on  by  the  person  by  whom  or  for  whose  account  the  merchandise  is 
imported  into  the  United  States,  and  also  20  per  centum  or  more  of  such 
power  or  control  in  the  business  of  the  exporter,  manufacturer,  or  producer. 

OATHS  AND  BONDS  ON  ENTRY. 

Sec.  208.  That  in  the  case  of  all  imported  merchandise,  whether  dutiable 
or  free  of  duty,  of  a  class  or  kind  as  to  which  the  Secretary  has  made  public 
a  finding  as  provided  in  section  201,  and  delivery  of  whieh  has  not  been  made 
by  the  collector  before  such  finding  has  been  so  made  public,  unless  the  person 
by  whom  or  for  whose  account  such  merchandise  is  imported  makes  oath  before 
the  collector,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary,  that  he  is  not  an 
exporter,  or  unless  such  person  declares  under  oath  at  the  time  of  entry,  under 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary,  the  exporter's  sales  price  of  such 
merchandise,  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  the  collector  to  deliver  the  merchan- 
dise until  such  person  has  made  oath  before  the  collector,  under  regulations  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary,  that  the  merchandise  has  not  been  sold  or  agreed 
to  be  sold  by  such  person,  and  has  given  bond  to  the  collector,  under  regula- 
tions prescribed  by  the  Secretary,  with  sureties  approved  by  the  collector,  in 
an  amount  equal  to  the  estimated  value  of  the  merchandise,  conditioned:  (1) 
that  he  ^vill  report  to  the  collector  the  exporter's  sales  price  of  the  merchan- 
dise within  30  days  after  such  merchandise  has  been  sold  or  agreed  to  be 
sold  in  the  United  States,  (2)  that  he  will  pay  on  demand  from  the  collector 
the  amount  of  special  dumping  duty,  if  any,  imposed  by  this  title  upon  such 
merchandise,  and  (3)  that  he  will  furnish  to  the  collector  such  information 
as  may  be  in  his  possession  and  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  ascertainment  of 
such  duty,  and  will  keep  such  records  as  to  the  sale  of  such  merchandise  as 
the  Secretary  may  by  regulation  prescribe. 

DUTIES  OF  appraisers. 

Sec.  209.  That  in  the  case  of  all  imported  merchandise,  whether  dutiable 
or  free  of  duty,  of  a  class  or  kind  as  to  which  the  Secretary  has  made  public 
a  finding  as  provided  in  section  201,  and  as  to  which  the  appraiser  or  person 


CUSTOMS  DUTIES  41 

acting  as  appraise^r  has  made  no  appraisement  report  to  the  collector  before 
such  finding  has  been  so  made  public,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  each  appraiser 
or  person  acting  as  appraiser,  by  all  reasonable  ways  and  means  to  ascertain, 
estimate,  and  appraise  (any  invoice  or  affidavit  thereto  or  statement  of  cost 
of  production  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding)  and  report  to  the  collector  the 
foreign  market  value  or  the  cost  of  production,  as  the  case  may  be,  the  pur^ 
chase  price,  and  the  exporter's  sales  price,  and  any  other  facts  which  the 
Secretary  may  deem  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  title. 

APPEALS  AND   PROTESTS. 

Sec.  210.  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  the  determination  of  the 
appraiser  or  person  acting  as  appraiser  as  to  the  foreign  market  value  or  the 
cost  of  production,  as  the  ease  may  be,  the  purchase  price,  and  the  exporter's 
sales  price,  and  the  action  of  the  collector  in  assessing  sx>ecial  dumping  duty, 
shall  have  the  same  force  and  effect  and  be  subject  to  the  same  right  of  appeal 
and  protest,  under  the  same  conditions  and  subject  to  the  same  limitations; 
and  the  general  appraisers,  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers,  and  the  Court 
of  Customs  Appeals  shall  have  the  same  jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  in 
connection  with  such  appeals  and  protests  as  in  the  case  of  appeals  and  protests 
relating  to  customs  duties  under  existing  law. 

DRAWBACKS. 

Sec.  211.  That  the  special  dumping  duty  imposed  by  this  title  shall  be 
treated  in  all  respects  as  regular  customs  duties  within  the  meaning  of  all 
laws  relating  to  the  drawback  of  customs  duties. 

SHORT  TITLE. 

Sec.  212.  That  this  title  may  be  cited  as  the  ''Antidumping  Act,  1921." 

Tctle  III. —  Assessment  of  ad  vaijOREM  duties. 

Sec.  tSOl.  [Export  value  cf  merchandise  as  basis  of  assessment.]  That 
whenever  merchandise  which  is  imported  into  the  United  States  is  subject  to  an 
ad  valorem  rate  of  duty  or  to  a  duty  based  upon  or  regulated  in  any  manner 
by  the  value  thereof,  duty  shall  in  no  case  be  assessed  on  a  value  less  than  the 
export  value  of  such  merchandise. 

EXPORT   VAIiUE. 

Sec.  302.  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  the  export  value  of  imported 
merchandise  shall  be  the  price,  at  the  time  of  exportation  of  such  merchandise 
to  the  United  States,  at  which  such  or  similar  merchandise  is  sold  or  freely 
offered  for  sale  to  all  purchasers  in  the  principal  markets  of  the  country  from 
which  exported,  in  the  usual  wholesale  quantities  and  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
trade,  for  exportation  to  the  United  States,  plus,  when  not  included  in  such 
price,  the  cost  of  all  containers  and  coverings  and  all  other  costs,  charges,  and 
expenses  incident  to  placing  the  merchandise  in  condition,  packed  ready  for 
shipment  to  the  United  States,  less  the  amount,  if  any,  included  in  such  price, 
attributable  to  any  additional  costs,  charges,  and  expenses,  and  United  States 
import  duties,  incident  to  bringing  the  merchandise  from  the  place  of  ship- 
ment in  the  country  of  exportation  to  the  place  of  delivery  in  the  United 
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States,  and  plus,  if  not  included  in  such  price,  the  amount  of  any  export  tax 
imposed  by  the  country  of  exportation  on  merchandise  exported  to  the  United 
States. 

REFERENCES  TO  * '  VALUE  ' '  IN  EXISTING  LAW. 

Sec.  303.  (a)  That  wherever  in  Title  I  of  this  Act,  or  in  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1913,  as  amended,  or  in  any  law  of  the  United  States  in  existence  at  the  time 
of  the  enactment  of  this  Act  relative  to  the  appraisement  of  imported  merchan- 
dise (except  sections  2874,  2976,  and  3016  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  and  section 
801  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1916),  reference  is  made  to  the  value  of  imported 
merchandise  (irrespective  of  the  particular  phraseology  used  and  irrespective 
of  whether  or  not  such  phraseology  is  limited  or  qualified  by  words  referring 
to  country  or  port  of  exportation  or  principal  markets)  such  reference  shall, 
in  respect  to  all  merchandise  imported  on  or  after  the  day  this  Act  takes  effect, 
be  construed  to  refer,  except  as  provided  in  subdivision  (b),  to  actual  market 
value  as  defined  by  the  law  in  existence  at  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this 
Act,  or  to  export  value  as  defined  by  section  302  of  this  Act,  whichever  is 
higher. 

(b)  If  the  rate  of  duty  upon  imported  merchandise  is  in  any  manner 
dependent  upon  the  value  of  any  component  material  thereof,  such  value  shall 
be  an  amount  determined  under  the  provisions  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1913,  as 
in  force  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  Act. 

DEFINITIONS. 

Sec.  304.  That  when  used  in  this  title  the  term  ''  Tariff  Act  of  1913  ''  means 
the  Act  entitled  *'An  Act  to  reduce  tariff  duties  and  provide  revenue  for  the 
Government,  and  for  other  purposes,*'  approved  October  3,  1913. 

Title  IV. —  General  provisions. 

statements  in  invoice. 

Sec.  401.  That  all  invoices  of  imported  merchandise,  and  all  statements  in 
the  form  of  an  invoice,  in  addition  to  the  statements  required  by  law  in  existence 
at  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this  Act,  shall  contain  such  other  statements  as 
the  Secretary  may  by  regulation  prescribe,  and  a  statement  as  to  the  currency 
in  which  made  out,  specifying  whether  gold,  silver,  or  paper. 

■  statements  at  time  op  entry. 

Sec.  402.  That  the  owner,  importer,  consignee,  or  agent,  making  entry  of 
imported  merchandise,  shall  set  forth  upon  the  invoice,  or  statement  in  the 
form  of  an  invoice,  and  in  the  entry,  in  addition  to  the  statements  required 
by  the  law  in  existence  at  the  time  of  the  enactment  of  this  Act,  such  state- 
ments, under  oath  if  required,  as  the  Secretary  may  by  regulation  prescribe. 

conversion  of  currency. 

S^^c.  403.  (a)  That  section  25  of  the  Act  of  August  27,  1894,  entitled  ''An 
Act  to  reduce  taxation,  to  provide  revenue  for  the  Government,  and  for  other 
purposes, ' '  is  amended  to  read  as  follows ; 

"  Sec.  25.  That  the  value  of  foreign  coin  as  expressed  in  the  money  of 
account  of  the  United  States  shall  be  that  of  the  pure  metal  of  such  coin  of 
sj;andard  value;  and  the  values  of  the  standard  coins  in  circulation  of  the 
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various  nations  of  the  world  shall  be  estimated  quarterly  by  the  Director  of 
the  Mint  and  be  proclaimed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  quarterly  on 
the  first  day  of  January,  April,  July,  and  October  in  each  year." 

(b)  For  the  purpose  of  the  assessment  and  collection  of  duties  upon  merchan- 
dise imported  into  the  United  States  on  or  after  the  day  of  the  enactment 
of  this  Act,  wherever  it  is  necessary  to  convert  foreign  currency  into  currency 
of  the  United  States,  such  conversion,  except  as  provided  in  subdivision  (c), 
shall  be  made  at  the  values  proclaimed  by  the  Secretary  under  the  provisions 
of  section  25  of  such  Act  of  August  27,  1894,  for  the  quarter  in  which  the 
merchandise  was  exported. 

(c)  If  no  such  value  has  been  proclaimed,  or  if  the  value  so  proclaimed 
varies  by  5  per  centum  or  more  from  a  value  measured  by  the  buying  rate  in 
^he  New  York  market  at  noon  on  the  day  of  exportation,  conversion  shall 
be  made  at  a  value  measured  by  such  buying  rate.  For  the  purposes  of  this 
subdivision  such  buying  rate  shall  be  the  buying  rate  for  cable  transfers, pay- 
able in  the  foreign  currency  so  to  be  converted;  and  shall  be  determined  by 
the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  New  York  and  certified  daily  to  the  Secretary, 
who  shall  make  it  public  at  such  times  and  to  such  extent  as  he  deems  necessary. 
In  ascertaining  such  buying  rate  such  Federal  Reserve  Bank  may  in  its  dis-. 
cretion  (1)  take  into  consideration  the  last  ascertainable  transactions  and 
quotations,  whether  direct  or  through  the  exchange  of  other  currencies,  and  (2) 
if  there  is  no  market  buying  rate  for  such  cable  transfers,  calculate  such  rate 
from  actual  transactions  and  quotations  in  demand  or  time  bills  of  exchange. 

(d)  Sections  2903  and  3565  of  the  Revised  Statutes  are  repealed. 

(e)  Section  25  of  such  Act  of  August  27,  1894,  as  in  force  prior  to  the  enact- 
ment of  this  Act,  and  section  2903  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  shall  remain  in 
force  for  the  assessment  and  collection  of  duties  on  merchandise  imi)orted  into 
the  United  States  prior  to  the  day  of  the  enactment  of  this  Act. 

For  Act  of  Aug.  27,  1894,  sec.  25,  here  amended,  see  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)  368. 
For  R.  8.  sec.  2903,  here  repealed,  see  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1047. 
For  R.  S.  hec.  3565,  here  repealed,  see  2  Fed.  Stat  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   365. 

INSPECTION  OF  exporter's  BOOKa 

Sec.  404.  That  if  any  person  manufacturing,  producing,  selling,  shipping, 
or  consigning  merchandise  exported  to  the  United  States  fails,  at  the  request 
of  the  Secretary,  or  an  appraiser,  or  person  acting  as  appraiser,  or  a  collector, 
or  a  general  appraiser,  or  the  Board  of  Geneal  Appraisers,  as  the  case  may  be, 
to  permit  a  duly  accredited  officer  of  the  United  States  to  inspect  his  books, 
papers,  records,  accounts,  documents,  or  correspondence,  pertaining  to  the 
market  value  or  classification  of  such  merchandise,  then  while  such  failure  con- 
tinues the  Secretary,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  him,  (1)  shall  prohibit 
the  importation  into  the  United  States  of  merchandise  manufactured,  produced, 
sold,  shipped  or  consigned  by  such  person,  and  (2)  may  instruct  the  collectors 
to  withhold  delivery  of  merchandise  manufactured,  produced,  sold,  shipped  or 
consigned  by  such  person.  If  such  failure  continues  for  a  period  of  one  year 
from  the  date  of  such  instructions  the  collector  shall  cause  the  merchandise, 
unless  previously  exported,  to  be  sold  at  public  auction,  as  in  the  case  of  forfeited 
mierchandise. 
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INSPECTION   OF   IMPORTER'S   BOOKS. 

Sec.  405.  That  if  any  person  importing  merchandise  into  the  United  States 
or  dealing  in  imported  merchandise  fails,  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary,  or 
an  appraiser,  or  person  acting  as  appraiser,  or  a  collector,  or  a  general  appraiser, 
or  the  Board  of  General  Appraisers,  as  the  ease  may  be,  to  permit  a  duly 
accredited  officer  of  the  United  States  to  inspect  his  books,  papers,  records, 
accounts,  documents,  or  correspondence,  pertaining  to  the  value  or  classifica- 
tion of  such  merchandise,  then  while  such  failure  continues  the  Secretary, 
under  regulations  prescribed  by  him,  (1)  shall  prohibit  the  importation  of 
merchandise  into  the  United  States  by  or  for  the  account  of  such  person,  and 
(2)  shall  instruct  the  collectors  to  withhold  delivery  of  merchandise  imported 
by  or  for  the  account  of  such  person.  If  such  failure  continues  for  a  period 
of  one  year  from  the  date  of  such  instructions  the  collector  shall  cause  the 
merchandise,  unless  previously  exported,  to  be  sold  at  public  auction  as  in  the 
case  of  forfeited  merchandise. 

DEFINITIONS. 

Sec.  406.  That  when  used  in  Title  II  or  Title  III  or  in  this  title  — 
The  term  **  person  *'  includes  individuals,  partnerships,  corporations,  and 
associations;  and 

The  term  **  United  States  *'  includes  all  Territories  and  possessions  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  except  the  Philippine  Islands,  the  Virgin 
Islands,  the  islands  of  Guam  and  Tutuila,  and  the  Canal  Zone. 

RULES  AND  REGULATIONS. 

Sec.  407.  That  the  Secretary  shall  make  rules  and  regulations  necessary  for 
the  enforcement  of  this  Act. 

Title  V. —  Dyes  and  Chemicals. 

Sec.  501.  (a)  [Refusal  of  entry]  That  on  and  after  the  day  following  the 
enactment  of  this  Act,  for  the  period  of  three  months,  no  sodium  nitrite,  no 
dyes  or  dyestuffs,  including  crudes  and  intermediates,  no  product  or  products 
derived  directly  or  indirectly  from  coal  tar  (including  crudes,  intermediates, 
finished  or  partly  finished  products,  and  mixtures  and  compounds  of  such 
coal-tar  products),  and  no  synthetic  organic  drugs  or  synthetic  organic  chemicals, 
shall  be  admitted  to  entry  or  delivered  from  customs  custody  in  the  United 
States  or  in  any  of  its  possessions  unless  the  Secretary  determines  that  such 
article  or  a  satisfactory  substitute  therefor  is  not  obtainable  in  the  United 
States  or  in  any  of  its  possessions  in  sufficient  quantities  and  on  reasonable 
terms  as  to  quality,  price  and  delivery,  and  that  such  article  in  the  quantity 
to  be  admitted  is  required  for  consumption  by  an  actual  consumer  in  the 
United  States  or  in  any  of  its  possessions  within  six  months  after  receipt  of 
the  merchandise. 

This  subdivision  was  amended  by  Act  of  Aug.  24,  1921  (see  infra,  p.  45),  by  striking 
out  the  words  "  three  months  *'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  words  "  six  months."  It 
was  further  amended  by  Act  of  Nov.  16,  1921  (aee  infra,  this  title,  p.  45),  which  provided 
that  Title  V  "  shall  continue  in  force  until  otherwise  provided  by  law." 

(b)  [War  Trade  Board  Section  of  Department  of  State  —  Abolishment  — 
Treasury  Department  as  successor — effect  on  existing  licenses  relating  to 
dye  and  chemical  imports.]     Upon  the  day  following  the  enactment  of  this 
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Act  the  War  Trade  Board  Section  of  the  Department  of  State  shall  cease  to 
exist ;  all  clerks  and  employees  of  such  War  Trade  Board  Section  shall  be 
transferred  to  and  become  clerks  and  employees  of  the  Treasury  Department 
and  all  books,  documents,  and  other  records  relating  to  such  dye  and  chemical 
import  control  of  such  War  Trade  Board  Section  shall  become  books,  docu- 
ments and  records  of  the  Treasury  Department.  All  individual  licenses  issued 
by  such  War  Trade  Board  Section  prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  Act  shall 
remain  in  effect  during  the  period  of  their  validity,  and  the  importations 
under  such  licenses  shall  be  permitted.  All  unexpended  funds  and  appropria- 
tions for  the  use  and  maintenance  of  such  War  Trade  Board  Section  shall 
become  funds  and  appropriations  available  to  be  expended  by  the  Secretary  in 
the  exercise  of  the  power  and  authority  conferi'ed  upon  him  by  this  section. 

S»i.  502.  [Short  Title.]     That  this  title  may  be  cited  as  the  ''  Dye  and 
Chemical  Control  Act,  1921." 


An  Act  To  constitute  Forth  Worth,  in  the  State  of  Texas,  a  port  of  entry  and 
to  extend  to  said  port  the  privileges  of  section  7  of  an  Act  approved 
June  10, 1880,  entitled  ''An  Act  to  amend  the  statutes  in  relation  to  imme- 
diate transportation  of  dutiable  goods,  and  for  other  purposes- '^ 

[Act  of  June  18, 1921,] 

[Port  of  Fort  Worth  —  immediate  transportation  privileges.]  That  Fort 
Worth,  in  the  State  of  Texas,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  constituted  a  port  of 
entry  in  the  customs  collection  district  of  San  Antonio,  Texas,  and  that  the 
privileges  of  section  7  of  an  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  amend  the  statutes  in 
relation  to  immediate  transportation  of  dutiable  goods,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,*' approved  June  10,  1880,  as  amended,  governing  the  immediate  trans- 
portation of  dutiable  merchandise  without  appraisement,  be,  and  the  same  are 
hereby,  extended  to  the  said  port  of  Port  Worth,  in  the  State  of  Texas. 

For  Act  of  June  10,  1880,  as  amended,  see  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1119. 


An  Act  To  control  importations  of  dyes  and  chemicali. 

[Act  of  Aug,  2d,  1921.] 

[Skc.  1.]  [Dyes  and  chemicals  —  refusal  of  entry.]  That  subdivision  (a) 
of  section  501  of  the  Dye  and  Chemical  Control  Act,  approved  May  27,  1921, 
is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  **  three  months,'*  and  inserting  in  lieu 

thereof  the  words  **  six  months." 

^^  • 

For  Bubd.  (a)  of  sec.  501  of  the  Dye  and  Chemical  Control  Act,  here  amended,  see  supra, 
ihiB  titlei  p.  44. 


An  Act  To  extend  the  Tariff  Act  approved  May  27, 1921. 

[Act  of  Nov,  16,  1921,] 

[Tariff  Act  of  1921  —  continuance  in  force.]    That  Titles  I  and  V  of  the 
Act  entitled  "An  Act  imposing  temporary  duties  upon  certain  agricultural 
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products  to  meet  present  emergencies  and  to  provide  revenue;  to  regulate  com- 
merce with  foreign  countries;  to  prevent  dumping  of  foreign  merchandise  on 
the  markets  of  the  United  States ;  to  regulate  the  value  of  foreign  money ;  and 
for  other  purposes,"  approved  May  27,  1921,  shall  continue  in  force  until 
otherwise  provided  by  law. 

For  the  parts  of  the  Act  of  May  27,  1921,  here  continued  in  force,  see  supra,  this  title. 


DESERT  LANDS 

See  Public  Lands 


DIPLOMATIC   AND    CONSULAR    OFFICERS 

Act  of  March  2,  1921  (Diplomatic  and  Consular  Appropriation  Act),  46. 

Sec.  1,  Ambassadors,  Ministers  and  Consuls  General  —  Salaries,  46. 

Secretaries  in  Diplomatic  Service  —  Salaries,  47. 

Interpreters  —  Salaries,  47. 

Buildings  for  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Establishments,  48. 

Consuls  —  Citizenship,  49. 

Clerks  at  Consulates  —  Appointment  —  Civil-service  Rules,  49. 

American  Comncts  in  China,  Chosen,  Siam  and  Turkey  —  Expense 
of  Maintenance,  49. 
3.  International  Conferences  —  Limitation  on  Character  of  Expendi- 
tures, 49. 

CROSS-R£F£R£NCB 

See  also  HEALTH  AND  QUARANTINE 

An  Act  Making  appropriations  for  the  Diplomatic  and  Oonsular  Service  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922. 

[Act  of  March  2,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]     •  •  •    [Ambassadors,  ministers  and  consuls  general  —  salaries.] 

Ambassadors  extraordinary  and  plenipotentiary  to  Arj^entina,  Belgium,  Brazil, 
Chile,  France,  Germany,  Great  Britain,  Italy,  Japan,  Mexico,  Peru,  Spain,  and 
Turkey,  at  $17,500  each,   $227,500; 

Envoys  extraordinary  and  ministers  plenipotentiary  to  China,  Cuba,  the 
Netherlands  and  Luxemburg,  at  $12,000  each,  $36,000; 

Envoys  extraordinary  and  ministers  plenipotentiary  to  Austria,  Bolivia, 
Bulgaria,  Czecho-Slovakia,  Colombia,  Costa  Rica,  Denmark,  Dominican  Repub- 
lic, Ecuador,  Finland,  Greece,  Guatemala,  Haiti,  Honduras,  Hungary,  Nicaragua, 
Norway,  Panama,  Paraguay,  Poland,  Uruguay,  Persia,  Portugal,  Rumania, 
Salvador,  Siam,  Sweden,  Switzerland,  and  Venezuela,  at  $10,000  each,  and  to 
the  Serbs,  Croats,  and  Slovenes,  $10,000;  in  all,  $300,000; 

Minister  resident  and  consular  general  to  Liberia,  $5,000; 
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Agent  and  consul  general  at  Tangier,  $7,500; 
Agent  and  consul  general  at  Cairo,  $7,500; 

Provided,  That  no  salary  herein  appropriated  shall  be  paid  to  any  official 
receiving  any  other  salary  from  the  United  States  (Jovemment. 

*  *  *  [Secretaries  in  Diplomatic  Service  —  Balaries.]  For  salaries  of  secre- 
taries in,  the  Diplomatic  Service,  as  provided  in  the  Act  of  February  5,  1915, 
entitled  **An  Act  for  the  improvement  of  the  foreign  service,'*  as  amended  by 
the  Act  making  appropriations  for  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1917,  approved  July  1,  1916,  and  the  Act  mak- 
ing appropriations  for  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1921,  approved  June  4,  1920,  $379,000; 

Japanese  secretary  of  embassy  to  Japan,  $5,500; 

Turkish  secretary  of  embassy  to  Turkey,  $3,600; 

Chinese  secretary  of  legation  to  China,  $5,500 ; 

Chinese  assistant  secretary  of  legation  to  China,  $4,000; 

Japanese  assistant  secretary  of  embassy  to  Japan,  $4,000 ; 

Turkish  assistant  secretary  of  embassy  to  Turkey,  $2,000 ;  •  •  • 

For  Act  of  Feb.  5,  1915,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)    18. 

For  Act  of  June  4,  1920,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  34. 

•  •  •  [Interpreters  —  salaries.]  Interpreter  to  legation  and  consulate  gen- 
eral to  Persia,  $2,000 ; 

Interpreter  to  legation  and  consulate  general  to  Bangkok,  Siam,  $2,000 ; 

For  ten  student  interpreters  at  the  legation  to  China,  who  shall  be  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  and  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  study  the  Chinese  language 
with  a  view  to  supplying  interpreters  to  the  legation  and  consulates  in  China, 
at  $1,500  each,  $15,000:  Provided,  That  the  method  of  selecting  said  student 
interpreters  shall  be  nonpartisan :  And  provided  further,  That  upon  receiving 
such  appointment  each  student  interpreter  shall  sign  an  agreement  to  continue 
in  the  service  as  an  interpreter  at  the  legation  or  consulates  in  China  so  long 
as  his  services  may  be  required  within  a  period  of  five  years ; 

For  the  payment  of  the  cost  of  tuition  of  student  interpreters  in  China,  at 
the  rate  of  $350  per  annum  each,  $3,500. 

For  six  student  interpreters  at  the  embassy  to  Japan,  who  shall  be  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  and  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  study  the  Japanese  language 
with  a  view  to  supplying  interpreters  to  the  embassy  and  consulates  in  Japan, 
at  $1,500  each,  $9,000:  Provided,  That  the  method  of  selecting  said  student 
interpreters  shall  be  nonpartisan :  And  provided  further,  That  ux>on  receiving 
snch  appointment  each  student  interpreter  shall  sign  an  agreement  to  continue 
in  the  service  as  an  interpreter  at  the  embassy  or  consulates  in  Japan  so  long 
as  his  services  may  be  required  within  a  period  of  five  years; 

For  the  payment  of  the  cost  of  tuition  of  student  interpreters  at  the  embassy 
to  Japan,  at  the  rate  of  $200  per  annum  each,  $1,200; 

For  four  student  interpreters  at  the  embassy  to  Turkey,  who  shall  be  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  and  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  study  the  language  of 
Turkey  arid  any  other  language  that  may  be  necessary  to  qualify  them  for 
service  as  interpreters  to  the  embassy  and  consulates  in  Turkey,  at  $1,500  each, 
$6,000 :  Provided,  That  the  method  of  selecting  said  student  interpreters  shall 
be  nonpartisan :    And  provided  further^  That  upon  receiving  such  appointment 
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each  student  interpreter  shall  sign  an  agreement  to  continue  in  the  service  as 
an  interpreter  to  the  embassy  and  consulates  in  Turkey  so  long  as  his  services 
may  be  required  within  a  period  of  five  years; 

For  the  payment  of  the  cost  of  tuition  of  student  interpreters  at  the  embassy 
to  Turkey,  at  the  rate  of  $200  per  annum  each,  $800; 

No  person  drawing  the  salary  of  interpreter  or  student  interpreter  as  above 
provided  shall  be  allowed  any  part  of  the  salary  appropriated  for  any  secre- 
tary of  legation  or  other  officer  •  •  *. 

*  *  *  [Buildings  for  diplomatic  and  consular  eatablishments.]  For  filling 
and  grading  the  grounds  of  the  American  legation  building  in  the  city  of  San 
Salvador,  the  construction  on  said  grounds  of  driveways,  sidewalks,  tile  court 
at  back  of  building,  fence,  drains,  water  tank,  and  for  such  other  minor  improve- 
ments as  may  be  found  iiecessary,  $11,000,  to  be  immediately  available. 

For  the  acquisition  of  land  and  buildings  in  Paris,  France,  to  be  used  as  the 
American  embassy  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  February  17,  1911, 
$150,000,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be  necessary. 

The  President  is  hereby  authorized  to  accept,  on  behalf  of  the  United  States, 
for  use  as  a  residence  by  the  diplomatic  representatives  of  the  United  States 
the  land  and  buildings  thereon  known  as  numbers  13-14  Prince's  Gate  in  the 
city  of  London,  England,  and  such  other  lands  and  buildings  as  form  a  part 
of  said  property,  presented  by  J.  Pierpont  Morgan :  Provided,  That  the  deed 
of  transfer  of  said  property  to  the  United  States  shall  be  unconditional  and 
free  from  encumbrance  and  shall  convey, such  estate  as  may  be  held  by  the 
said  J.  Pierpont  Morgan :  And  provided  further,  That  the  property  is  held  on 
freehold  tenure  and  not  on  customary  London  ground  lease. 

For  the  acquisition  of  embassy,  legation,  or  consular  buildings  and  grounds 
at  any  or  all  of  the  following  places:  Rome,  Brussels,  Berlin,  Christiania, 
Athens,  Belgrade,  Bucharest,  Prague,  Monrovia,  Vienna,  Budapest,  Canton, 
Hankow  and  Amoy,  $300,000 :  Provided,  That  the  limit  of  cost  shall  not  exceed 
the.  sum  of  $150,000  at  any  one  place :  And  provided  further,  That  such 
acquisition  shall  be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  commission  hereinafter 
constituted. 

There  is  hereby  constituted  a  commission  composed  of  the  chairman  and  the 
ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations  of  the  Senate, 
the  chairman;  and  the  ranking  minority  member  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Affairs  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  of  which  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations  o£  the  Senate  shall  be  the  chairman,  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  con- 
sider and  formulate  plans  or  proposals  for  the  purchase  of  embassy,  legation, 
and  consular  buildings  and  grounds  under  the  authority  contained  in  this  Act. 

With  the  approval  of  said  commission  and  within  a  limit  of  cost  at  any  one 
place  of  $150,000,  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  have  power  to  purchase  from 
any  foreign  government  suitable  buildings,  or  buildings  and  grounds,  for 
embassy,  legation,  and  consular  purposes,  separate  or  combined,  in  any  city 
specified  in  connection  with  the  foregoing  appropriation  of  $300,000,  and  to 
effect  payment  therefor  by  causing  the  purchase  price  thereof  to  be  credited 
upon  the  obligation's  or  debts  of  such  government  then  held  by  or  owing  to  the 
United  States,  or  by  causing  a  part  of  such  purchase  price  so  to  be  credited, 
paying  the  remainder  in  money  from  applicable  sums  hereinbefore  appropriated 
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for  the  acquisition  of  embassy,  legation,  and  consular  buildings  and  grounds; 
and  when  the  Secretary  of  State  shall  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
that  a  purchase  has  been  made,  the  government  from  which  made,  and  that 
a  part  or  all  of  the  purchase  price  is  to  be  paid  by  crediting  the  same  upon 
obligations  or  debts  of  said  government  then  held  by  or  owing  to  the  United 
States,  the  date  as  of  which  said  payment  is  to  be  made  and  the  amount  in 
United  States  dollars  so  to  be  credited,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
authorized  and  directed  to  credit  the  amount  so  certified  upon  unpaid  principal 
or  interest  of  obligations  or  debts  of  said  foreign  government  held  by  the 
United  States:  And  provided  further,  That  the  President  is  hereby  authorized 
in  his  discretion  to  accept  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  unconditional  gifts  of 
land,  buildings,  furniture,  and  furnishings,  or  any  of  them,  for  the  use  of 
diplomatic  and  consular  offices  and  residences. 

*  •  •  [Consuls  —  cituenship.]  Every  consul  general,  consul,  vice  consul, 
and  wherever  practicable,  every  consular  agent  shall  be  an  American  citizen. 

*  *  *  [Clerks  at  consulates  —  appointment  —  civil-service  roles.]  Clerks, 
whenever  hereafter  appointed,  shall,  so  far  as  practicable,  be  appointed  under 
civil-service  rules  and  regulations. 

*  *  *  [American  convicts  in  China,  Chosen,  Siam  and  Turkey  —  expense 
of  maintenance.]  Expenses  of  maintaining  at  Shanghai,  under  diarge  of  the 
United  States  marshal  for  China,  an  institution  for  incarcerating  American 
convicts  and  insane  in  China,  $2,000;  for  salary  of  deputy  marshal,  $1,200; 
assistant  deputy  marshal,  $800;  in  all,  $4,000; 

Paying  for  the  keeping,  feeding,  and  transportation  of  prisoners  in  China, 
Chosen,  Siam,  and  Turkey  and  of  those  declared  insane  by  the  United  States 
Court  for  China,  $9,000 ; 

Rent  of  prison  for  American  convicts  in  Smyrna,  Turkey,  and  for  wages  of 
keepers-  of  the  same,  $1,000. 

Rent  of  prison  for  American  convicts  in  Constantinople,  Turkey,  and.  for 
wages  of  keepers  of  the  same,  $1,000;  •  •  • 

Sec.  3.  [International  conferences  —  limitation  on  character  of  expendi- 
tures.] No  sums  herein  appropriated  in  connection  with  the  participation  of 
the  United  States  in  international  conferences,  congresses,  or  meetings  within 
the  United  States  shall  be  expended  in  payment  of  the  personal  expense,  sub- 
sistence, transportation,  or  entertainment  of  any  person  or  for  the  purchase 
of  medals,  badges,  or  souvenirs. 
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An  Act  Establishing  the  liability  of  hotel  proprietors  and  innkeepers  in  the 

District  of  Columbia. 

[Act  of  Dec.  21,  1920.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Hotel  proprietors  and  innkeepers  —  liability  to  gaests  — 
articles  of  value  —  providing  safe.]  That  whenever  the  proprietor  of  any 
hotel  or  inn  in  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  provide  in  such  hotel  or  inn  a 
suitable  safe  or  vault  for  the  safekeeping  of  any  money,  jewelry,  or  other 
articles  of  value,  other  than  wearing  apparel,  belonging  to  or  in  the  custody  of 
guests,  and  shall  notify  the  guests  thereof  by  keeping  conspicuously  posted  in 
the  office  and  on  the  inside  of  the  entrance  door  of  the  sleeping  rooms  of 
said  hotel  or  inn  a  notice  printed  in  distinct  English  type,  such  proprietor 
shall  not  be  liable  for  the  loss  of  or  injury  to  any  such  property  by  theft  or 
otherwise  sustained  by  any  guest  unless  such  guest  has  offered  to  deliver  the 
same  to  such  proprietor  for  custody  in  such  safe  or  vault  and  such  proprietor 
has  omitted  or  refused  to  receive  it  and  deposit  it  in  such  safe  or  vault  and 
to  give  such  guest  a  receipt  therefor :  Provided,  That  in  no  case  shall  such  pro- 
prietor be  liable  for  the  loss  or  injury  to  property  so  deposited  in  an  amount 
exceeding  the  sum  of  $500,  except  by  special  contract  in  writing,  stating  the 
kind  and  value  of  property  received,  the  kind  and  extent  of  the  liability  of 
said  proprietor,  and  the  reasonable  consideration  to  be  paid  for  such  safe- 
keeping, not  in  excess  of  the  customary  insurance  charge  or  premium,  and 
which  said  contract  shall  be  signed  by  said  guest  and  said  proprietor  or  his 
clerk;  Provided  further,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  apply  to  such 
an  amount  of  money  and  such  jewelry  or  other  articles  of  value  as  is  usual, 
common,  or  prudent  for  guests  to  retain  in  their  rooms. 

Sec.  2.  [Baggage  stolen  from  room  of  guest  —  liability  of  proprietor.]  That 
whenever  the  proprietor  of  any  hotel  or  inn  shall  keep  posted  in  a  conspicuous 
manner  on  the  inside  of  the  entrance  door  to  the  sleeping  rooms  of  said  hotel 
or  inn  a  notice  printed  in  distinct  English  type  requiring  the  guests  occupying 
said  rooms  to  lock  or  bolt  the  door  of  said  room  and  upon  leaving  said  room 
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to  lock  the  door  and  deposit  the  key  at  the  office,  the  proprietor  shall  not  be 
liable  for  any  baggage  stolen  from  said  room  if  it  shall  appear  that  said  room 
was  left  by  the  guest  unlocked  or  unbolted,  or  that  the  key  was  not  so  deposited 
at  the  office  at  the  time  of  the  loss  of  said  baggage,  unless  the  loss  is  directly 
or  indirectly  caused  by  or  attributable  to  the  proprietor  or  his  employee  or 
employees. 


An  Act  To  extend  for  the  period  of  seven  months  the  provisions  of  Title  n  of 
the  Food  Control  and  the  District  of  Oolmnbia  Bents  Act,*  approved  Octo- 
ber 22,  1919,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  Aug,  24, 1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Extension  of  period  for  remaining  in  force.]  That  Title  II  of 
the  Food  Control  and  the  District  of  Columbia  Rents  Act,  approved  October  22, 
1919,  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect  until  May  22,  1922. 

Sec.  2.  ["  Rental  property  "  defined  —  sec.  101  amended.]  That  the  second 
paragraph  of  section  101  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

**  The  term  '  rental  property  '  means  any  building  or  part  thereof  or  land 
appurtenant  thereto  in  the  District  of  Columbia  rented  or  hired  and  the  service 
agreed  or  required  by  law  or  by  determination  of  the  commission  to  be  furnished 
in  connection  therewith;  but  does  not  include  (a)  any  portion  of  a  hotel  or 
apartment  building,  (b)  a  garage  or  warehouse,  or  (c)  any  other  building  or 
part  thereof  or  land  appurtenant  thereto,  used  by  the  tenant  exclusively  for  a 
business  purpose  other  than  the  subleasing  or  otherwise  subcontracting  for  use 
for  living  accommodations." 

Sec.  3.  [Salaries  and  expenditures  —  employees  —  sec.  103  amended.]  That 
section  103  of  such  Act  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

*'  Sec.  103.  Each  commissioner  shall  receive  a  salary  of  $5,000  a  year  payable 
monthly.  The  commission  shall  appoint  a  secretary,  who  shall  receive  a  salary 
of  $3,000  a  year,  and  an  attorney,  who  shall  receive  a  salary  of  $5,000  a  year, 
payable  in  like  manner;  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the  civil  service  laws, 
it  may  appoint  and  remove  such  officers,  employees,  and  agents,  and  make  such 
expenditures  for  rent,  printing,  telegrams,  telephone,  law  books,  books  of  refer- 
ence, periodicals,  furniture,  stationery,  office  equipment  and  other  supplies  and 
expenses  as  may  be  necessary  to  the  administration  of  this  title.  The  attorney 
appointed  by  the  commission  shall  appear  for  and  represent  the  commission 
in  all  judicial  proceedings  and  generally  perform  such  professional  duties  and 
services  as  attorney  and  counsel  to  the  commission  as  may  reasonably  be 
required  of  him  by  the  commission.  All  of  the  expenditures  of  the  commission 
shall  upon  the  presentation  of  itemized  vouchers  therefor  approved  by  the  chair- 
man of  the  commission  be  audited  and  paid  in  the  same  manner  as  other 
expenditures  for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

*'  With  the  exception  of  the  secretary  and  the  attorney,  all  employees  of  the 
commission  shall  be  appointed  from  lists  of  eligibles  supplied  by  the  Civil  Service 
Commission  and  in  accordance  with  the  civil  service  law." 

*  The  District  of  Columbia  Rents  Act  wiU  be  found  in  1919  Supp.,  p.  41. 
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Sec.  4.  [Betum  of  excess  rentals  —  validity  of  judgmoit  for  excess  rentals 
—  prosecutions  for  violations  of  act  —  new  sections  added.]  That  Title  II  of 
such  Act  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  two  new  sections  to  read  as 
follows : 

**  Sec.  123.  In  all  cases  where  the  owner  of  any  rental  property,  apartment, 
or  hotel  has,  prior  to  April  18,  1921,  collected  or  received  any  rent  or  charge 
therefor  in  excess  of  the  amount  fixed  in  a  determination  of  the  commission 
made  and  in  full  force  and  effect  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  title, 
he  may  within  thirty  days  after  this  section  takes  effect  return  such  excess 
rental  or  charge  to  the  tenant  directly,  and  if  such  return  is  made  within  such 
period  the  owner  shall  not  become  liable  under  the  provisions  of  section  112  of 
this  Act.  An  owner  who  has  obtained  a  judgment  against  a  tenant  for,  or  which 
includes,  such  rent  or  charge  in  excess  of  the  amount  fixed  in  such  a  determina- 
tion of  the  commission  shall  move  to  vacate  such  judgment  to  the  amount  of 
such  excess;  within  sixty  days  after  this  section  takes  effect.  In  case  such 
motion  is  not  made  and  such  owner  does  not  exercise  reasonable  diligence  to 
have  such  judgment  vacated,  such  judgment,  to  the  amount  of  such  excess, 
shall  be  null  and  void. 

**  Sec.  124.  (a)  Any  violation  of  this  Act  or  of  any  order  of  the  commission, 
committed  before  the  termination  of  this  Act  may,  after  such  termination,  be 
prosecuted  by  and  in  the  name  of  the  Attorney  General  in  lieu  of  the  commis- 
sion in  the  same  manner  and  with  the  same  effect  as  if  this  Act  had  not  been 
terminated. 

"(b)  In  the  case  of  (1)  any  proceeding  begun  under  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 114  before  the  termination  of  this  Act,  or  (2)  any  proceeding  on  appeal 
from  a  determination  of  the  commission  begun  before  the  termination  of  this 
Act,  such  proceeding  may,  after  such  termination,  be  continued  in  the  same 
manner  with  the  same  effect  as  if  this  Act  had  not  been  terminated,  and  all 
powers  and  duties  in  respect  to  such  proceedings  vested  in  the  commission  by 
this  Act  shall  for  the  purposes  of  such  proceedings  be  vested  in  the  Attorney 
General. 

**  (c)  Any  right  or  obligation  based  upon  any  provision  of  this  Act  or  upon 
any  order  of  the  commission,  accrued  prior  to  the  termination  of  this  Act  may, 
after  the  termination  of  this  Act,  be  enforced  in  the  same  manner  and  with  the 
same  effect  as  if  this  Act  had  not  been  terminated. 

"(d)  The  Attorney  General  may,  after  the  termination  of  this  Act,  appoint 
the  attorney  last  appointed  by  the  commission  under  the  provisions  of  section  103 
to  assist  in  the  enforcement  of  this  Act.  Such  attorney  shall  continue  to  receive 
compensation  for  such  services  at  the  rate  of  $5,000  per  annum,  payable 
monthly.'* 

Sec.  5.  [Provisions  of  amendatory  Act  when  in  effect.]  That  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  except  section  2,  shall  take  effect  upon  the  enactment  of  the  Act. 
Section  2  shall  take  effect  on  and  after  October  22,  1921. 


DRAINAGE 

See  Public  Lands 
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EDUCATION 

See  Indians  ;  VocATioNAii  Rehabilitation 


EMERGENCY  FLEET  CORPORATION 

See  Shippino  and  Navigation 


EMERGENCY  TARIFF 

See  Customs  Dutibs 


EMPLOYEES 

See  PuBUc  Officebs  and  EMPiiOTESs 


ESPIONAGE  ACT 

See  the  Resolution  of  March  3,  1921,  set  out  in  the  title  War  Department 
AND  Military  Establishment,  in  this  yolome,  infra.  This  resolution  repeals 
much  war  time  legislation,  and  expressly  repeals  the  Act  of  May  16, 
1918,  which  amended  title  1,  sec.  3  of  Act  of  June  15,  1917,  thereby  reviving  and 
restoring  said  sec.  3  with  the  same  force  and  effect  as  originally  enacted.  Sec- 
tion 3  as  originally  enacted  is  set  out  in  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  123  note. 


ESTATE  TAX 

See  Internal  Revenue 


EXCESS  PROFITS  TAX 

See  Internal  Reyenxjb 
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Act  of  March  3,   1921    (Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation 

Act),  55. 
Sec.      4.  Typewriting  Machines  —  Purchase,  55. 

Act  of  March  4,  1921   (Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act),  56. 

Sec.     3.  Publications  —  Discontinuance,  56. 
Act  of  June  10,  1921  C  Budget  and  Accounting  Act,  1921  *'),  56. 

Title  I. —  Definitions. 

Sec.     1.  Title  of  Act — (''  Budget  and  Accounting  Act,  1921  ''),  56. 

2.  '*  Department  and  Establishment  "  —  ''The  Budget"  — ''  Bu- 
reau  " — ''Director"  —  "Assistant  Director,"  56. 

Title  II. —  The  Budget. 

201.  Transmission  of  Budget  to  Congress  by  President  —  Contracts,  57. 

202.  Recommendations  in  Budget,  57. 

203.  Transmission  to  Congress  of  Supplemental  or  Deficiency  Esti- 

mates, 58. 

204.  Conformity  of  Budget  to  Requirements  of  Existing  Law  —  Esti- 

mates for  Lump-sum  Appropriations,  58. 

205.  Transmission  to  Congress  of  Alternative  Budget,  58. 

206.  Submission  of  Estimates  or  Requests  to  Congress   by  Officers  or 

Employees  of  Department  —  Prohibition,  58. 

207.  Bureau  of  the  Budget  —  Creation  —  Direction  —  Salary  —  Prep- 

aration of  Budget,  58.  , 

208.  Employees  in  Bureau — Appointment  and  Compensation  —  Ex- 

penditures, 59. 

209.  Duties  of  Bureau  —  Study  of  Departments  and  Establishments  — 

Reports  to  President,  59. 

210.  Codification  by  Bureau  of  Laws  Relating  to  Transmission  to  Con- 

gress of  Statements  of  Receipts,  and  Expenditures  and  Estir 
mates  of  Appropriation,  59. 

211.  Compiling  of  Estimates  —  Transfer  of  Duty  to  Bureau,  59. 

212.  Duty  of  Bureau  to  Oive  Aid  and  Information  to  Congressional 

Committees,  60. 

213.  Duty  of  Departments  to  Furnish  Information  to  Bureau,  60. 

214.  Designation  of  Budget  Officer  for  Each  Department  —  Prepara- 

tion of  Departmental  Estimates,  60. 

215.  Revision  and  Submission  of  Departmental  Estimates  to  Bureau  of 

the  Budget  —  Necessity,  60. 

216.  Preparation  and  Submission  of  Departmental  Estimates,  Form, 

etc.,  60. 

217.  Appropriation  for  Expenses  of  Bureau,  60. 

Title  III. —  General  Accounting  Office. 

301.  Establishment  —  Abolishment  of  Office  of  Comptroller  of  Treas- 

ury —  Transfer  of  Officers,  Employees  and  Property,  60. 

302.  Comptroller  General  and  Assistant  Comptroller  General  of  L  nited 

States  —  Appointment  and  Compensation  —  Duties  of  Assistant 
Comptroller,  61. 
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Sec.  303,  Term  of  Office  —  Removal  —  Retirement,  €1. 

304.  Powers  and  Duties  of  General  Accounting  Office  —  Transfer  from 

Other    Offices    of    Treasury    Department  —  Estahlisliment    of 
Bureau  of  Accounts  in  Post  Office  Department,  61. 

305.  Claims,    Demands   and    Accounts    Affecting    United    States  — 

Adjustment   in   General   Accounting   Office  —  R.   8.   Sec.  236 
Amended,  62. 

306.  Laws  Governing  General  Accounting  Office  —  Copies  of  Books^ 

etc.,  as  Evidence,  62. 

307.  Payment  of  Adjusted  Accounts  or  Claims,  62. 

308.  Office  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  —  Division  of  Bookkeeping  and 

Warrants  —  Division  of  Public  Moneys  —  Transfer  of  Duties, 
62. 

309.  Administrative   Appropriation   and  Fund  Accounting  —  Exam- 

amination  of  Accounts  and  Claims  against   United  States  — 
Forms,  Systems  and  Procedure,  62. 

310.  Abolishment  of  Office§  of  Auditors  of  Treasury  Department  — 

Transfer    of    Officers,    Employees    and   Property    to    General 
Accounting  Office,  63. 

311.  Officers  and  Employees  of  General  Accounting  Office  —  Appoint* 

ment,  etc.  —  Compensation  —  Duties  —  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  Office,  63. 

312.  Investigations  and  Reports  by  Comptroller  General,  63. 

313.  Duty  of  Departments  and  Establishments  to  Furnish  Information 

to  Comptroller  General,  64. 

314.  Accountants  —  Civil  Service  Examinations,  64. 

315.  Appropriations  Available  for  General  Accounting  Office,  64. 

316.  Additional  Compensation  —  Allowance  to  Employees  of  General 

Accounting  Office,  65. 

317.  Transfer   of  Employees   to   General   Accounting   Office  —  Laws 

Governing,  65. 

318.  Time  of  Taking  Effect  of  Act,  63. 

Act  of  Aug.  24,  1912,  65. 

Sec.     2.  Office  Appliances  of  War  Trade  Section  of  State  Department  — 
Transfer  in  Treasury  Department,  65. 

CROSS-REFERENCES 

See  also  CONGRESS;  PUBLIC  OFFICERS  AND  EMPLOYEES; 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

Sec.  4.  [Typewriting  machines  —  purchase.]  That  no  part  of  any  money 
appropriated  by  this  or  any  other  Act  shall  be  used  during  the  fiscal  year  1922 
for  the  purchase  of  any  standard  typewriting  machine,  except  bookkeeping  and 
billing  machines,  at  a  price  in.  excess  of  the  following,  to  wit:  For  corre- 
spondence models  with  carriages  which  will  accommodate  paper  ten  inches  in 
width,  $70;  for  models  with  carriages  which  will  accommodate  paper  twelve 
inches  in  width,  $75 ;  for  models  with  carriages  which  will  accommodate  paper 
fourteen  inches  in  width,  $77.50;  for  models  with  carriages  which  will  accom- 
modate paper  sixteen  inches  in  width,  $82.50;  for  models  with  carriages  which 
will  accommodate  paper  eighteen  inches  in  width,  $87.50;  for  models  with 
carriages  which  will  accommodate  paper  twenty  inches  in  width,  $94;  for 
models  with  carriages  which  will  aqeommodate  paper  twenty-two  inches  in  width, 
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$95 ;  for  models  with  carriages  which  will  accommodate  paper  twenty-four  inches 
in  width,  $97.50;  for  models  with  carriages  which  will  accommodate  paper 
twenty-six  inches  in  width,  $103.50;  for  models  with  carriages  which  will 
accommodate  paper  twenty-eight  inches  in  width,  $104;  for  models  with  car- 
riages which  will  accommodate  paper  thirty  inches  in  width,  $105 ;  for  models 
with  carriages  which  will  accommodate  paper  thirty-two  inches  in  width,  $107.50. 
All  purchases  of  typewriting  machines  during  the  fiscal  year  1922  by  execu- 
tive departments  and  independent  establishments  for  use  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  or  in  the  field,  except  as  hereinafter  provided,  shall  be  made  from 
the  surplus  machines  in  the  stock  of  the  General  Supply  Committee.  The  War 
Department  shall  furnish  the  General  Supply  Committee,  immediately  upon 
the  approval  of  this  Act,  a  complete  inventory  of  the  various  makes,  models, 
and  classes  of  typewriters  in  its  possession,  the  condition  of  such  machines,  and 
the  point  of  storage,  and  shall  turn  over  to  the  General  Supply  Committee  such 
typewriting  machines  in  such  quantities  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  from 
time  to  time  may  call  for  by  specific  requisition  for  sale  to  the  various  services 
of  the  Government.  If  the  General  Suppjy  Committee  is  unable  to  furnish 
serviceable  machines  to  any  such  service  of  the  Government,  it  shall  furnish 
unserviceable  machines  at  current  exchange  prices  and  such  machines  shall 
then  be  applied  by  the  service  of  the  Government  receiving  them  as  part  pay- 
ment for  new  machines  from  commercial  sources  in  accordance  with  the  prices 
fixed  in  the  preceding  paragraph.  And  in  selling  typewriting  machines  to  the 
various  services  the  General  Supply  Committee  may  accept  an  equal  number  of 
unserviceable  machines  as  part  payment  thereon  at  the  exchange  prices  quoted 
in  the  current  general  schedule  of  supplies. 

This  is  from  the  Legislative,   Executive  and   Judicial  Appropriation   Act  of  March   3, 
1921. 


Sec.  3.  [Publications  —  discontinuance.]  Any  journal,  magazine,  periodical, 
or  similar  publication  which  is  now  being  issued  by  a  department  or  establish- 
ment of  the  Government  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  head  thereof,  be  con- 
tinued, within  the  limitation  of  available  appropriations  or  other  Government 
funds,  until  December  1,  1921,  when,  if  it  shall  not  have  been  specifically 
authorized  by  Congress  before  that  date,  such  journal,  magazine,  periodical, 
or  similar  publication  shall  be  discontinued. 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,  1921. 


An  Act  To  provide  a  national  budget  systsm  and  an  independent  audit  of 

Oovemment  accounts,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  June  10,  1921,] 

Title  I. —  DEFiNmoNs. 

Section  1.  [Title  of  Act  —  C'  Budget  and  Accounting  Act,  1921  ").]  This 
Act  may  be  cited  as  the  '*  Budget  and  Accounting  Act,  1921.*' 

Sec.  2.  ["  Department  and  establishment  "— ''  the  Budget  "— *'  Bureau  " 
— "Director" — "Assistant  Director."]    When  used  in  this  Act  — 

The  terms  **  department  and  establishment  "  and  '*  department  or  establish- 
ment "  mean  any  executive  department,  independent  commission,  board,  bureau, 
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office,  agency,  or  other  establishment  of  the  €k)yemment,  including  the  municipal 
government  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  do  not  include  the  Lfegislative 
Branch  of  the  Government  or  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States ; 

The  term  *'  the  Budget  "  means  the  Budget  required  by  section  201  to  be 
transmitted  to  Congress ; 

The  term  '*  Bureau  "  means  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget; 

The  term  **  Director  "  means  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget;  and 

The  term-  "Assistant  Director  *'  means  the  Assistant  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  the  Budget. 

Title  II. —  The  Budget. 

Sec.  201.  [Transmission  of  Budget  to  Congress  by  President  —  contracts.] 

The  President  shall  transmit  to  Congress  on  the  first  day  of  each  regular  session, 
the  Budget,  which  shall  set  forth  in  summary  and  in  detail : 

(a)  Estimates  of  the  expenditures  and  appropriations  necessary  in  his  judg- 
ment for  the  support  of  the  Government  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year ;  except  that 
the  estimates  for  such  year  for  the  Legislative  Branch  of  the  Government  and 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  St*ates  shall  be  transmitted  to  the  President  on 
or  before  October  15th  of  each  year,  and  shall  be  included  by  him  in  the  Budget 
without  revision; 

(b)  His  estimates  of  the  receipts  of  the  Government  during  the  ensuing  fiscal 
year,  under  (1)  laws  existing  at  the  time  the  Budget  is  transmitted  and  also 
(2)  under  the  revenue  proposals,  if  any,  contained  in  the  Budget; 

(c)  The  expenditures  and  receipts  of  the  Government  during  the  last  com- 
pleted fiscal  year ; 

(d)  Estimates  of  the  expenditures  and  receipts  of  the  Government  during 
the  fiscal  year  in  progress; 

(e)  The  amount  of  annual,  permanent,  or  other  appropriations,  including 
balances  of  appropriations  for  prior  fiscal  years,  available  for  expenditure 
during  the  fiscal  year  in  progress,  as  of  November  1  of  such  year ; 

(f )  Balanced  statements  of  (1)  the  condition  of  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  the 
last  completed  fiscal  year,  (2)  the  estimated  condition  of  the  Treasury  at  the 
end  of  the  fiscal  year  in  progress,  and  (3)  the  estimated  condition  of  the  Treas- 
ury at  the  end  of  the  ensuing  fiscal  year  if  the  financial  proposals  contained  in 
the  Budget  are  adopted ; 

(g)  All  essential  facts  regarding  the  bonded  and  other  indebtedness  of  the 
Government;  and 

(h)  Such  other  financial  statements  and  data  as  in  his  opinion  are  necessary 
or  desirable  in  order  to  make  known  in  all  practicable  detail  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  Government. 

Sec.  202.  [Recommendations  in  Budgel.]  (a)  If  the  estimated  receipts  for 
the  ensuing  fiscal  year  contained  in  the  Budget,  on  the  basis  of  laws  existing  at 
the  time  the  Budget  is  transmitted,  plus  the  estimated  amounts  in  the  Treasury 
at  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year  in  progress,  available  for  expenditure  in  the 
ensuing  fiscal  year,  are  less  than  the  estimated  expenditures  for  the  ensuing 
fiscal  year  contained  in  the  Budget,  the  President  in  the  Budget  shall  make 
recommendations  to  Congress  for  new  taxes,  loans,  or  other  appropriate  action 
to  meet  the  estimated  deficiency. 

(b)  If  the  aggregate  of  such  estimated  receipts  and  such  estimated  amounts 
in  the  Treasury  is  greater  than  such  estimated  expenditures  for  the  ensuing  fiscal 
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year,  he  shall  make  such  recommendations  as  in  his  opinion  the  public  interests 
require. 

Sec.  203.  [Transmission  to  Congress  of  supplemental  or  deficiency  estimates.] 

(a)  The  President  from  time  to  time  may  transmit  to  Congress  supplemental  or 
deficiency  estimates  for  such  appropriations  or  expenditures  as  in  his  judg- 
ment (1)  are  necessary  on  account  of  laws  enacted  after  the  transmission  of 
the  Budget,  or  (2)  are  otherwise  in  the  public  interest.  He  shall  accompany 
such  estimates  with  a  statement  of  the  reasons  therefor,  including  the  reasons 
for  their  omission  from  the  Budget. 

(b)  Whenever  such  supplemental  or  deficiency  estimates  reach  an  aggregate 
which,  if  they  had  been  contained  in  the  Budget,  would  have  required  the 
President  to  make  a  recommendation  under  subdivision  (a)  of  section  202,  he 
shall  thereupon  make  such  recommendation. 

Sec.  204.  [Conformity  of  Budget  to  requirements  of  existing  law  —  estimates 
for  lump-sum  appropriations.]  (a)  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act, 
the  contents,  order,  and  arrangement  of  the  estimates  of  appropriations  and 
the  statements  of  expenditures  and  estimated  expenditures  contained  in  the 
Budget  or  transmitted  ander  section  203,  and  the  notes  and  other  data  sub- 
mitted therewith,  shall  conform  to  the  requirements  of  existing  law. 

(b)  Estimates  for  lump-sum  appropriations  contained  in  the  Budget  or  trans- 
mitted under  section  203  shall  be  accompanied  by  statements  showing,  in  such 
detail  and  form  as  may  be  necessary  to  inform  Congress,  the  manner  of  expendi- 
ture of  such  appropriations  and  of  th^  corresponding  appropriations  for  the 
fiscal  year  in  progress  and  the  last  completed  fiscal  year.  Such  statements 
shall  be  in  lieu  of  statements  of  like  character  now  required  by  law. 

Sec.  205.  [Transmission  to  Congress  of  altematiye  budget.]  The  President, 
in  addition  to  the  Budget,  shall  transmit  to  Congress  on  the  first  Monday  in 
December,  1921,  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1923,  only,  an 
alternative  budget,  which  shall  be  prepared  in  such  form  and  amounts  and 
according  to  such  system  of  classification  and  itemization  as  is,  in  his  opinion, 
most  appropriate,  with  such  explanatory  notes  and  tables  as  may  be  necessary 
to  show  where  the  various  items  embraced  in  the  Budget  are  contained  in  such 
alternative  budget. 

Sec.  206.  [Submission  of  estimates  or  requests  to  Oongress  by  officers  or 
employees  of  department  —  prohibition.]  No  estimate  or  request  for  an  appro- 
priation and  no  request  for  an  increase  in  an  item  of  any  sfuch  estimate  or 
request,  and  no  recommendation  as  to  how  the  revenue  needs  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  met,  shall  be  submitted  to  Congress  or  any  committee  thereof  by 
any  officer  or  employee  of  any  department  or  establishment,  unless  at  the 
request  of  either  House  of  Congress. 

Sec.  207.  [Bureau  of  the  Budget  —  creation  —  director  —  salary  —  prepara- 
tion of  Budget.]  There  is  hereby  created  in  the  Treasury  Department  a  Bureau 
to  be  known  as  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget.  There  shall  be  in  the  Bureau  a 
Director  and  an  Assistant  Director,  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President  and 
receive  salaries  of  $10,000  and  $7,500  a  year,  resi)ectively.  The  Assistant 
Director  shall  perform  such  duties  as  the  Director  may  designate,  and  during 
the  absence  or  incapacity  of  the  Director  or  during  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of 
Director  he  shall  act  as  Director.    The  Bureau,  under  such  rules  and  regula- 
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tions  as  the  President  may  prescribe,  shall  prepare  for  him  the  Budget,  the 
alternative  Budget,  and  any  supplemental  or  deficiency  estimates,  and  to  this 
end  shall  have  authority  to  assemble,  correlate,  revise,  reduce,  or  increase  the 
estimates  of  the  several  departments  or  establishments. 

Sec.  208.  [Employees  in  Bureau  —  appointment  and  compensation  —  ex- 
penditures.] (a)  The  Director,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Presi- 
dent may  prescribe,  shall  appoint  and  fix  the  compensation  of  attorneys  and 
other  employees  and  make  expenditures  for  rent  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
printing,  binding,  telegrams,  telephone  service,  law  books,  books  of  reference, 
periodicals,  stationery,  furniture,  office  equipment,  other  supplies,  and  necessary 
expenses  of  the  office,  within  the  appropriations  made  therefor. 

(b)  No  person  appointed  by  the  Director  shall  be  paid  a  salary  at  a  rate  in 
excess  of  $6,000  a  year,  and  not  more  than  four  persons  so  appointed  shall  be 
paid  a  salary  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  $5,000  a  year. 

(e)  All  employees  in  the  Bureau  whose  compensation  is  at  a  rate  of  $5,000 
a  year  or  less  shall  be  appointed  in  accordance  with  the  civil-service  laws  and 
regulations. 

(d)  The  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  the  transfer  of  employees  of  executive 
departments  and  independent  establishments  until  after  service  of  three  years 
shall  not  apply  during  the  fiscal  years  ending  June  30,  1921,  and  June  30,  1922, 
to  the  transfer  of  employees  to  the  Bureau. 

(e)  The  Bureau  shall  not  be  construed  to  be  a  bureau  or  office  created  since 
January  1,  1916,  so  as  to  deprive  employees  therein  of  the  additional  compensa- 
tion allowed  civilian  employees  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Legisla- 
tive, Executive,  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  years  ending  June 
30,  1921,  and  June  30,  1922,  if  otherwise  entitled  thereto. 

Sbc.  209.  [Duties  of  Bureau  —  study  of  departments  and  establishments  — 
reports  to  President.]  The  Bureau,  when  directed  by  the  President,  shall  make 
a  detailed  study  of  the  departments  and  establishments  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  President  to  determine  what  changes  (with  a  view  of  securing 
greater  economy  and  efficiency  in  the  conduct  of  the  public  service)  should  be 
made  in  (1)  the  existing  organization,  activities,  and  methods  of  business  of  such 
departments  or  establishments,  (2)  the  appropriations  therefor,  (3)  the  assign- 
ment of  particular  activities  to  particular  services,  or  (4)  the  regrouping  of 
services.  The  results  of  such  study  shall  be  embodied  in  a  report  or  reports  to 
the  President,  who  may  transmit  to  Congress  such  report  or  reports  or  any 
part  thereof  with  his  recommendations  on  the  matters  covered  thereby. 

Sec.  210.  [Oodiflcation  by  Bureau  of  laws  relating*  to  transmission  to  Con- 
gress of  statements  of  receipts,  and  expenditures  and  estimates  of  appropria- 
tion.] The  Bureau  shall  prepare  for  the  President  a  codification  of  all  laws 
or  parts  of  laws  relating  to  the  preparation  and  transmission  to  Congress  of 
statements  of  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  Government  and  of  estimates  of 
appropriations.  The  President  shall  transmit  the  same  to  Congress  on  or  before 
the  first  Monday  in  December,  1921,  with  a  recommendation  as  to  the  changes 
which,  in  his  opinion,  should  be  made  in  such  laws  or  parts  of  laws. 

Sec.  211.  [Compiling  of  estimates  —  transfer  of  duty  to  Bureau.]  The 
powers  and  duties  relating  to  the  compiling  of  estimates  now  conferred  and 
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imposed  upon  the  Division  of  Bookkeeping  and  Warrants  of  the  office  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  are  transferred  to  the  Bureau. 

Sec.  212.  [Duty  of  Bureau  to  give  aid  and  information  to  consressional  com- 
mittees.] The  Bureau  shall,  at  the  request  of  any  committee  of  either  House  of 
Congress  having  jurisdiction  over  revenue  or  appropriations,  furnish  the  com- 
mittee such  aid  and  information  as  it  may  request. 

Sec.  213.  [Duty  of  departments  to  furnish  information  to  Bureau.]  Under 
such  regulations  as  the  President  may  prescribe,  (1)  every  department  and 
establishment  shall  furnish  to  the  Bureau  such  information  as  the  Bureau  may 
from  time  to  time  require,  and  (2)  the  Director  and  the  Assistant  Director,  or 
any  employee  of  the  Bureau  when  duly  authorized,  shall,  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  such  information,  have  access  to,  and  the  right  to  examine,  any  books, 
documents,  papers,  or  records  of  any  such  department  or  establishment. 

Sec.  214.  [Desi^ation  of  Budget  officer  for  each  department  —  prepara- 
tion  of  departmental  estimates.]  (a)  The  head  of  each  department  and  estab- 
lishment shall  designate  an  official  thereof  as  budget  officer  therefor,  who,  in 
each  year  under  his  direction  and  on  or  before  a  date  fixed  by  him,  shall  pre- 
pare the  departmental  estimates. 

(b)  Such  budget  officer  shall  also  prepare,  under  the  direction  of  the  head 
of  the  department  or  establishment,  such  supplemental  and  deficiency  estimates 
as  may  be  required  for  its  work. 

Sec.  215.  [Kevision  and  submission  of  departmental  estimates  to  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  —  necessity.]  The  head  of  each  department  and  establishment  shall 
revise  the  departmental  estimates  and  submit  them  to  the  Bureau  on  or  before 
September  15  of  each  year.  In  case  of  his  failure  so  to  do,  the  President  shall 
cause  to  be  prepared  such  estimates  and  data  as  are  necessary  to  enable  him  to 
include  in  the  Budget  estimates  and  statements  in  respect  to  the  work  of  such 
department  or  establishment. 

Sec.  216.  [Preparation  and  submission  of  departmental  estimates,  form,  etc.] 
The  departmental  estimates  and  any  supplemental  or  deficiency  estimates  sub- 
mitted to  the  Bureau  by  the  head  of  any  department  or  establishment  shall  be 
prepared  and  submitted  in  such  form,  manner,  and  detail  as  the  President  may 
prescribe. 

ISec.  217.  [Appropriation  for  expenses  of  Bureau.]  For  expenses  of  the 
establishment  and  maintenance  of  the  Bureau  there  is.  appropriated,  out  of  any 
money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum. of  $225,000,  to 
continue  available  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922. 

Title  III. —  General  Accounting  Office. 

Sec.  301.  [Establishment  —  abolishment  of  office  of  Comptroller  of  Treasury 
—  transfer  of  officers,  employees  and  property.]  There  is  created  an  estab- 
lishment of  the  Government  to  be  known  as  the  General  Accounting  Office, 
which  shall  be  independent  of  the  executive  departments  and  under  the  con- 
trol and  direction  of  the  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States.  The  offices 
of  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  and  Assistant  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  are 
abolished,  to  take  effect  July  1,  1921.    All  other  officers  and  employees  of  the 
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office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  shall  become  officers  and  employees 
in  the  General  Accounting  Office  at  their  grades  and  salaries  on  July  1,  1921,  and 
all  books,  records,  documents,  papers,  furniture,  office  equipment  and  other 
proi)erty  of  the  office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  shall  become  the  prop- 
erty of  the  General  Accounting  Office.  The  Comptroller  General  is  authorized 
to  adopt  a  seal  for  the  General  Accounting  Office. 

Sec.  302.  [Comptroller  General  and  Assistant  Comptroller  General  of  United 
States  —  appointment  and  compensation  —  duties  of  Assistant  Comptroller.] 

There  shall  be  in  the  General  Accounting  Office  a  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  States  and  an  Assistant  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States,  who 
shall  be  appointed  by  the  President  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
and  shall  receive  salaries  of  $10,000  and  $7,500  a  year,  respectively.  The 
Assistant  Comptroller  General  shall  perform  such  duties  as  may  be  assigned  to 
him  by  the  Comptroller  General,  and  during  the  absence  or  incapacity  of  the 
Comptroller  General,  or  during  a  vacancy  in  that  office,  shall  act  as  Comptroller 
General. 

Sec.  303.  [Term  of  office  —  removal  —  retirement.]  Except  as  hereinafter 
provided  in  this  section,  the  Comptroller  General  and  the  Assistant  Comptroller 
General  shall  hold  office  for  fifteen  years.  The  Comptroller  General  shall  not  be 
eligible  for  reappointment.  The  Comptroller  General  or  the  Assistant  Comp- 
troller General  may  be  removed  at  any  time  by  joint  resolution  of  Congress  after 
notice  and  hearing,  when,  in  the  judgment  of  Congress,  the  Comptroller  General 
or  Assistant  Comptroller  General  has  become  permanently  incapacitated  or  has 
been  inefficient,  or  guilty  of  neglect  of  duty,  or  of  malfeasance  in  office,  or  of 
any  felony  or  conduct  involving  moral  turpitude,  and  for  no  other  cause  and  in 
no  other  manner  except  by  impeachment.  Any  Comptroller  General  or  Assist- 
ant Comptroller  General  removed  in  the  manner  herein  provided  shall  be 
ineligible  for  reappointment  to  that  office.  When  a  Comptroller  General  or 
Assistant  Comptroller  General  attains  the  age  of  seventy  years,  he  shall  be 
retired  from  his  office. 


Sec.  304.  [Powers  and  duties  of  General  Accotmtinjf  Office — transfer  from 
other  offices  of  Treasury  Department  —  establishment  of  Bureau  of  Accounts 
in  Post  Office  Department.]  All  powers  and  duties  now  conferred  or  imposed 
by  law  upon  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  or  the  six  auditors  of  the  Treas- 
ury Department,  and  the  duties  of  the  Division  of  Bookkeeping  and  Warrants 
of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  relating  to  keeping  the  personal 
ledger  accounts  of  disbursing  and  collecting  officers,  shall,  so  far  as  not  incon- 
sistent with  this  Act,  be  vested  in  and  imposed  upon  the  General  Accounting 
Office  and  be  exercised  without  direction  from  any  other  officer.  The  balances 
certified  by  the  Comptroller  General  shall  be  final  and  conclusive  upon  the 
executive  branch  of  the  Government.  The  revision  by  the  Comptroller  General 
of  settlements  made  by  the  six  auditors  shall  be  discontinued,  except  as  to  settle- 
ments made  before  July  1,  1921. 

The  administrative  examination  of  the  accounts  and  vouchers  of  the  Postal 
Service  now  imposed  by  law  upon  the  Auditor  for  the  Post  Office  Department 
shall  be  performed  on  and  after  July  1,  1921,  by  a  bureau  in  the  Post  Office 
Department  to  be  known  as  the  Bureau  of  Accounts,  which  is  hereby  estab- 
lished for  that  purpose.  The  Bureau  of  Accounts  shall  be  under  the  direction 
of  a  Comptroller,  who  shall  be  appointed  by  the  President  with  the  advice  and 
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consent  of  the  Senate,  and  shall  receive  a  salary  of  $5,000  a  year.  The  Comp- 
troller shall  perform  the  administrative  duties  now  performed  by  the  Auditor 
for  the  Post  Office  Department  and  such  other  duties  in  relation  thereto  as  the 
Postmaster  General  may  direct.  The  appropriation  of  $5,000  for  the  salary  of 
the  Auditor  for  the  Post  Office  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  1922  is  transferred 
and  made  available  for  the  salary  of  the  Comptroller,  Bureau  of  Accounts, 
Post  Office  Department.  The  officers  and  employees  of  the  Office  of  the  Auditor 
for  the  Post  Office  Department  engaged  in  the  administrative  examination  of 
accounts  shall  become  officers  and  employees  of  the  Bureau  of  Accounts  at  their 
grades  and  salaries  on  July  1,  1921.  The  appropriations  for  salaries  and  for 
contingent  and  miscellaneous  expenses  and  tabulating  equipment  for  such  office 
for  the  fiscal  year  1922,  and  all  books,  records,  documents,  papers,  furniture, 
office  equipment,  and  other  property  shall  be  apportioned  between,  transferred 
to,  and  made  available  for  the  Bureau  of  Accounts  and  the  General  Accounting 
Office,  respectively,  on  the  basis  of  duties  transferred. 

Sec.  305.  [Claims,  demands  and  accounts  affecting  United  States  —  adjust- 
ment in  General  Accounting  Office  —  K.  S.  sec.  236  amended.]  Section  236 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

*'  Sec.  236.  All  claims  and  demands  whatever  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  or  against  it,  and  all  accounts  whatever  in  which  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  is  concerned,  either  as  debtor  or  creditor,  shall  be  settled 
and  adjusted  in  the  General  Accounting  Office. ' ' 

For  R.  S.  sec.  23d,  here  amended,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   797. 

Sec.  306.  [Laws  governing  Gteneral  Accounting  Office  —  copies  of  books, 
etc.,  as  evidence.]  All  laws  relating  generally  to  the  administration  of  the 
departments  and  establishments  shall,  so  far  as  applicable,  govern  the  General 
Accounting  Office.  Copies  of  any  books,  records,  papers,  or  documents,  and 
transcripts  from  the  books  and  proceedings  of  the  General  Accounting  Office, 
when  certified  by  the  Comptroller  General  or  the  Assistant  Comptroller  General 
under  its  seal,  shall  be  admitted  as  evidence  with  the  same  effect  as  the  copies 
and  transcripts  referred  to  in  sections  882  and  886  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

For  R.  S.  sees.  882  and  886,  referred  to  in  the  text,  see  '3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  197,  199. 

Sec.  307.  [Payment  of  adjusted  accounts  or  claims.]  The  Comptroller  Gen- 
eral may  provide  for  the  payment  of  accounts  or  claims  adjusted  and  settled 
in  the  General  Accounting  Office,  through  disbursing  officers  of  the  several 
departments  and  establishments,  instead  of  by  warrant. 

Sec.  308.  [Office  of  Secretary  of  Treasury  —  Division  of  Bookkeeping  and 
Warrants  —  Division  of  Public  Moneys  —  transfer  of  duties.]  The  duties 
now  appertaining  to  the  Division  of  Public  Moneys  of  the  Office  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the  covering  of  revenues  and  repay- 
ments into  the  Treasury,  the  issue  of  duplicate  checks  and  warrants,  and  the 
certification  of  outstanding  liabilities  for  payment,  shall  be  performed  by  the 
Division  of  Bookkeeping  and  Warrants  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

Sec.  309.  [Administrative  appropriation  and  fund  accounting  —  examina- 
tion of  accounts  and  claims  against  United  Statas  —  f orms»  systems  and  pro- 
cedure.]    The  Comptroller  General  shall  prescribe  the  forms,  systems,  and 
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procedure  for  administrative  appropriation  and  fund  accounting  in  the  several 
departments  and  establishments,  and  for  the  administrative  examination  of  fiscal 
oflRcers'  accounts  and  claims  against  the  United  States. 

Sec.  310.  [Abolishment  of  o£Sces  of  auditors  of  Treasury  Department  — 
transfer  of  officers,  employees  and  property  to  (General  Accounting  Office.]' 

The  offices  of  the  six  auditors  shall  be  abolished,  to  take  effect  July  1,  1921.  All 
other  officers  and  employees  of  these  offices  except  as  otherwise  provided  herein 
shall  become  officers  and  employees  of  the  General  Accounting  Office  at  their 
grades  and  salaries  on  July  1,  1921.  All  books,  records,  documents,  papers, 
furniture,  office  equipment,  and  other  property  of  these  offices,  and  of  the  Division 
of  Bookkeeping  and  Warrants,  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the  work  of  such  division 
.transferred  by  section  304,  shall  become  the  property  of  the  Qeneral  Account- 
ing Office.  The  General  Accounting  Office  shall  occupy  temporarily  the  rooms 
now  occupied  by  the  office  of  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  and  the  six 
auditors. 

Sec.  311.  [Officers  and  employees  of  General  Accounting  Office  —  appoint- 
ment, etc. —  compensation  —  duties  —  rules  and  regulations  of  office.]     (a) 

The  Comptroller  General  shall  appoint,  remove,  and  fix  the  compensation  of 
such  attorneys  and  other  employees  in  the  General  Accounting  Office  as  may 
from  time  to  time  be  provided  for  by  law. 

(b)  All  such  appointments,  except  to  positions  carrying  a  salary  at  a  rate 
of  more  than  $5,000  a  year,  shall  be  made  in  accordance  with  the  civil-service 
laws  and  regulations. 

(c)  No  person  appointed  by  the  Comptroller  General  shall  be  paid  a  salary 
at  a  rate  of  more  than  $6,000  a  year,  and  not  more  than  four  persons  shall  be 
paid  a  salary  at  a  rate  of  more  than  $5,000  a  year. 

(d)  All  officers  and  employees  of  the  General  Accounting  Office,  whether 
transferred  thereto  or  appointed  by  the  Comptroller  General,  shall  perform  such 
duties  as  may  be  assigned  to  them  by  him. 

(e)  All  official  acts  performed  by  such  officers  or  employees  specially  desig- 
nated therefor  by  the  Comptroller  General  shall  have  the  same  force  and  efi^ect 
as  though  performed  by  the  Comptroller  General  in  person. 

(f )  The  Comptroller  General  shall  make  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be 
necessary  for  carrying  on  the  work  of  the  General  Accounting  Office,  including 
rules  and  regulations  concerning  the  admission  of  attorneys  to  practice  before 
such  office. 

Sec.  312.  [Investigations  and  reports  by  Comptroller  General.]  (a)  The 
Comptroller  General  shall  investigate,  at  the  seat  of  government  or  elsewhere, 
all  matters  relating  to  the  receipt,  disbursement,  and  application  of  public 
funds,  and  shall  make  to  the  President  when  requested  by  him,  and  to  Con- 
gress at  the  beginning  of  each  regular  session,  a  report  in  writing  of  the  work 
of  the  General  Accounting  Office,  containing  recommendations,  concerning  the 
legislation  he  may  deem  necessary  to  facilitate  the  prompt  and  accurate  rendi- 
tion and  settlement  of  accounts  and  concerning  such  other  matters  relating  to 
the  receipt,  disbursement,  and  application  of  public  funds  as  he  may  think 
advisable.  In  such  regular  report,  or  in  special  reports  at  any  time  when  Con- 
gress is  in  session,  he  shall  make  recommendations  looking  to  greater  economy 
or  efficiency  in  public  expenditures. 
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(b)  He  shall  make  such  investigations  and  reports  as  shall  be  ordered  by 
either  House  of  Congress  or  by  any  committee  of  either  House  having  jurisdic- 
tion over  revenue,  appropriations,  or  expenditures.  The  Comptroller  Gteneral 
shall  also,  at  the  request  of  any  such  committee,  direct  assistants  from  his  office 
to  furnish  the  committee  such  aid  and  information  as  it  may  request. 

(c)  The  Comptroller  General  shall  specially  report  to  Congress  every  expendi- 
ture or  contract  made  by  any  department  or  establishment  in  any  year  in 
violation  of  law. 

(d)  He  shall  submit  to  Congress  reports  upon  the  adequacy  and  eflfectiveness 
of  the  administrative  examination  of  accounts  and  claimis  in  the  respective 
departments  and  establishments  and  upon  the  adequacy  and  effectiveness  of 
departmental  inspection  of  the  offices  and  accounts  of  fiscal  officers. 

(e)  He  shall  furnish  such  information  relating  to  expenditures  and  account-- 
ing  to  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  as  it  may  request  from  time  to  time. 

Sec.  313.  [Duty  of  departments  and  establishments  to  furnish  information 
to  Comptroller  Oeneral.]  All  departments  and  establishments  shall  furnish  to 
the  Comptroller  General  such  information  regarding  the  powers,  duties,  activi- 
ties, organization,  financial  transactions,  and  methods  of  business  of  their  respec- 
tive offices  as  he  may  from  time  to  time  require  of  them ;  and  the  Comptroller 
General,  or  any  of  his  assistants  or  employees,  when  duly  authorized  by  him, 
shall,  for  the  purpose  of  securing  such  information,  have  access  to  and  the  right 
to  examine  any  books,  documents,  papers,  or  records  of  any  such  department  or 
establishment.  The  authority  contained  in  this  section  shall  not  be  applicable 
to  expenditures  made  under  the  provisions  of  section  291  of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

Sec.  314.  [Accountants  —  civil  service  examinations.]  The  Civil  Service 
Commission  shall  establish  an  eligible  register  for  accountants  for  the  General 
Accounting  Office,  and  the  examinations  of  applicants  for  entrance  upon  such 
register  shall  be  based  upon  questions  approved  by  the  Comptroller  General. 

Sec.  «315.  [Appropriations  available  for  Gteneral  Accounting  Office.]  (a)  All 
appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  for  the  offices  of  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  and  the  six  auditors,  are  transferred  to  and  made 
available  for  the  General  Accounting  Office,  except  as  otherwise  provided  herein. 

(b)  During  such  fiscal  year  the  Comptroller  General,  within  the  limit  of  the 
total  appropriations  available  for  the  General  Accounting  Office,  may  make  such 
changes  in  the  number  and  compensation  of  officers  and  employees  appointed 
by  him  or  transferred  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  under  this  Act  as  may 
be  necessary. 

(c)  There  shall  also  be  transferred  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  such 
portions  of  the  appropriations  for  rent  and  contingent  and  miscellaneous 
expenses,  including  allotments  for  printing  and  binding,  made  for  the  Treasury 
Department  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  as  are  equal  to  the  amounts 
expended  from  similar  appropriations  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1921,  by  the  Treasury  Department  for  the  offices  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Treasury  and  the  six  auditors. 

(d)  During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  the  appropriations  and  por- 
tions of  appropriations  referred  to  in  this  section  shall  be  available  for  salaries 
and  expenses  of  the  General  Accounting  Office,  including  payment  for  rent  in 
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the  District  of  Columbia,  traveling  expenses,  the  purchase  and  exchange  of  law 
books,  books  of  reference,  and  for  all  necessary  miscellaneous  and  contingent 
expenses. 

Sec.  316.  [Additional  compensation  —  allowance  to  employees  of  General 
Accounting  Office.]  The  General  Accounting  Office  and  the  Bureau  of  Accounts 
shall  not  be  construed  to  be  a  bureau  or  office  created  since  January  1,  1916, 
so  as  to  deprive  employees  therein  of  the  additional  compensation  allowed  civilian 
employees  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  Legislative,  Executive,  and 
Judicial  Appropriation  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  if  other- 
wise entitled  thereto. 

For  sec.  6  of  the  Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act,  mentioned  in  the 
text,  see  infra,  this  volume,  title  Public  Officess  and  Ehplotees. 

Sec.  317.  [Transfer  of  employees  to  Oeneral  Accounting  Office  —  laws 
governing.]  The  provisions  of  law  prohibiting  the  transfer  of  employees  of 
executive  departments  and  independent  establishments  until  after  service  of 
three  years  shall  not  apply  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  to  the 
transfer  of  employees  to  the  Gkneral  Accounting  OflBce. 

Sec.  318.  [Time  of  taking  effect  of  Act.]  This  Act  shall  take  effect  upon  its 
approval  by  the  President :  Provided,  That  sections  301  to  317,  inclusive,  relat- 
ing to  the  General  Accounting  Office  and  the  Bureau  of  Accounts,  shall  take 
effect  July  1,  1921. 


Sec.  2.  [Office  appliances  of  War  Trade  Section  of  State  Department  — 
transfer  to  Treasury  Department.]  That  all  furniture,  file  cases,  typewriters, 
and  other  office  appliances  in  use  by  the  War  Trade  Section  of  the  Department 
of  State  on  May  28,  1921,  shall  be  transferred  to  and  become  the  property  of  the 
Treasury  Department. 

This  is  from  the  Act  of  Aug.  24,  1921.    Section  1  relates  to  the  importation  of  dyes  and 
chemicals  and  will  be  found  supra,  this  volume,  p.  45. 


EXPLOSIVES 

See  Penal  Laws 


EXPORTS 

See  Corporations;  Customs  Duties 


FARM  loan  act 

See  Agriculture 
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FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ACT 

See  Highways 


FEDERAL  LAND  BANK 

See  Agriculture 


FEDERAL  POWER  ACT 

See  Waters 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  ACT 

See  Corporations;  NATiONAJi  Banks 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

See  Stockyards 


FISH  AND  FISHERIES 

See  Hawauan  Islands 


FOOD  AND  FUEL 

See  the  Resolution  of  March  3,  1921,  set  out  in  the  title  War  Department 
AND  Military  Establishment  in  this  supplement,  infra.  This  resolution 
repeals  much  war  time  legislation,  including  the  I^ever  Act,  so  called,  and 
amendments  thereto.  The  Lever  Act  is  set  out  in  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
p.  181,  and  amendments  thereto  are  set  out  in  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  p.  60. 
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Act  of  March  2, 1921  (Diplomatic  and  CoTisidar  Appropriation  Act),  67. 

Sec.    1.  Pecuniary  Claims  between   United  States  and  Grmt  Britain  — 
Arbitration  —  Salaries  and  Expenses,  67. 
Boundaries  —  Alaska     and     Canada  —  Surveys  —  Salaries     and 
Expenses,  67. 

Act  of  July  2, 1921,  68. 

Sec.  1.  Declaration  erminating  War  unth  Germary,  68. 

2.  Reservation  of  Rights,  etc.,  under  Terms  of  Armistice,  Treaty  of 

Versailles,  etc.,  68. 

3.  Declaration  Terminating  War  vnth  Austro-Hungary,  68. 

4.  Reservation  of  Rights,  etc.,  under  Armistice,  Treaties,  etc.,  68. 

5.  Seized  Property  —  Disposition,  69, 

6.  Effect  on  War  Legislation,  69. 

CROSS-REFERENCES 

See  also  DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  OFFICERS;  NAVY; 

POSTAL  SERVICE 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Pecuniary  clainui  between  United  States  and  Oreat 
Britain  —  arbitration  —  salaries  and  expenses.]  For  the  expenses  of  the  arbi- 
tration of  outstanding  pecuniary  claims  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain,  in  accordance  with  the  special  agreement  concluded  for  that  purpose 
August  18.  1910,  and  the  schedules  of  claims  thereunder,  to  be  expended  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  to  be  immediately  available,  as 
follows:  •  •  •  Salaries,  United  States  agency:  Agent,  to  be  appointed  by 
the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  $7,500  per 
annum;  counsel,  $5,000  per  annum;  counsel  and  joint  secretary,  who  shall 
also  act  as  disbursing  clerk,  $3,000  per  annum;  two  counsel,  at  $2,750  each 
per  annum ;  one  law  clerk,  $2,240  per  annum ;  two  stenographers,  at  $1,440  each 
per  annum;  and  messenger,  $840  per  annum. 

This  and  the  paragraph  which  foUows  are  from  the  Diplomatic  SAd  Consular  Appropria- 
tion Act  of  March   2,   1021. 

•  •  •  [Boundaries  —  Alaska  and  Canada  —  surveys  —  salaries  and 
(expenses.]  To  enable  the  Secretary  of  State  to  mark  the  boundary  and  make 
the  surveys  incidental  thereto  between  the  Territory  of  Alaska  and  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  in  conformity  with  the  award  of  the  Alaskan  Boundary  Tribunal 
and  existing  treaties,  including  employment  at  the  seat  of  government  of  such 
surveyors,  computers,  draftsmen,  and  clerks  as  are  necessary ;  and  for  the  more 
effective  demarcation  and  mapping,  pursuant  to  the  treaty  of  April  11,  1908, 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  of  the  land  and  water  boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  as  established 
under  existing  treaties,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  including  the  salaries  of  the  commissioner  and  the  necessary  engineers, 
surveyors,  draftsmen,  computers,  and  clerks  in  the  field  and  at  the  seat  of 
government,  expense  of  printing  and  necessary  traveling,  for  payment  for 
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timber  necessarily  cut  in  determining  the  boundary  line  not  to  exceed  $500, 
and  commutation  to  members  of  the  field  force  while  on  field  duty  or  actual 
expenses  not  exceeding  $5  per  day  each,  to  be  expended  in  accordance  with 
regulations  from  time  to  time  prescribed  by  the  Secretai'y  of  State,  $36,500, 
together  with  the  unexpended  balances  of  previous  appropriations  for  these 
objects:  Provided,  That  hereafter  advances  of  money  under  the  appropria- 
tion *'  Boundary  line,  Alaska  and  Canada,  and  the  United  States  and  Canada," 
may  be  made  to  the  commissioner  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  and  by  his 
authority  to  chiefs  of  parties,  who  shall  give  bond  under  such  rules  and  regula- 
tions and  in  such  sum  as  the  Secretary  of  State  may  direct,  and  accounts 
arising  under  advances  shall  be  rendered  through  and  by  the  commissioner  on  the 
part  of  the  United  States  to  the  Treasury  Department  as  under  advances  hereto- 
fore made  to  chiefs  of  parties :  Provided,  That  when  the  commissioner  is  absent 
from  Washington  and  from  his  regular  place  of  residence  on  official  business 
he  shall  be  allowed  actual  and  necessary  expenses  of  subsistence  not  in  excess 
of  $8  per  day. 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 


Joint  Resolution  Terminating  the  state  of  war  between  the  Imperial  German 
Oovemment  and  the  United  States  of  America  and  between  the  Imperial 
and  Royal  Austro-Hungarian  Oovemment  and  the  United  States  of 
America. 

[Act  of  July  2,  1921,] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Declaration  terminating  war  with  Germany.]  That  the  state  of 
war  declared  to  exist  between  the  Imperial  German  Government  and  the  United 
States  of  America  by  the  joint  resolution  of  Congress  approved  April  6,  1917, 
is  hereby  declared  at  an  end. 

Sec.  2.  [Resenration  of  rights,  etc.,  under  terms  of  armistice,  treaty  of  Ver- 
sailles, etc.]  That  in  making  this  declaration,  and  as  a  part  of  it,  there  are 
expressly  reserved  to  the  United  States  of  America  and  its  nationals  any  and 
all  rights,  privileges,  indemnities,  reparations,  or  advantages,  together  with  the 
right  to  enforce  the  same,  to  which  it  or  they  have  become  entitled  under  the 
terms  of  the  armistice  signed  November  11,  1918,  or  any  extensions  or  modifi- 
cations thereof;  or  which  were  acquired  by  or  are  in  the  possession  of  the 
United  States  of  America  by  reason  of  its  participation  in  the  war  or  to  which 
its  nationals  have  thereby  become  rightfully  entitled;  or  which,  under  the 
treaty  of  Versailles,  have  been  stipulated  for  its  or  their  benefit;  or  to  which 
it  is  entitled  as  one  of  the  principal  allied  and  associated  powers;  or  to  which 
it  is  entitled  by  virtue  of  any  Act  or  Acts  of  Congress ;  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  3.  [Declaration  terminating  war  with  Anstro-Hungary.]  That  the 
state  of  war  declared  to  exist  between  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Austro-Hungarian 
Government  and  the  United  States  of  America  by  the  joint  resolution  of  Con- 
gress approved  December  7,  1917,  is  hereby  declared  at  an  end. 

* 

Sec.  4.  [Reservation  of  rights,  etc.,  under  armistice,  treaties,  etc.]  That  in 
making  this  declaration,  and  as  a  part  of  it,  there  are  expressly  reserved  to  the 
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United  States  of  America  and  its  nationals  any  and  all  rights,  privileges,  indem- 
nities, reparations,  or  advantages,  together  with  the  right  to  enforce  the  same, 
to  which  it  or  they  have  become  entitled  under  the  terms  of  the  armistice  signed 
November  3,  1918,  or  any  extensions  or  modifications  thereof;  or  which  were 
acquired  by  or  are  in  the  possession  of  the  United  States  of  America  by  reason 
of  its  participation  in  the  war  or  to  which  its  nationals  have  thereby  become 
rightfully  entitled;  or  which,  under  the  treaty  of  Saint  Germain-en-Laye  or 
the  treaty  of  Trianon,  have  been  stipulated  for  its  or  their  benefit ;  or  to  which 
it  is  entitled  as  one  of  the  principal  allied  and  associated  powers;  or  to  which 
it  is  entitled  by  virtue  of  any  Act  or  Acts  of  Congress ;  or  otherwise. 

Sec.  5.  [Seized  property  —  disposition.]  All  property  of  the  Imperial  Ger- 
man Government,  or  its  successor  or  successors,  and  of  all  German  nationals 
which  was,  on  April  6,  1917,  in  or  has  since  that  date  come  into  the  possession 
or  under  control  of,  or  has  been  the  subject  of  a  demand  by  the  United  States 
of  America  or  of  any  of  its  officers,  agents,  or  employees,  from  any  source  or  by 
any  agency  whatsoever,  and  all  property  of  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Austro- 
Hungarian  Government,  or  its  successor  or  successors,  and  of  all  Austro-Hun- 
garian  nationals  which  was  on  December  7,  1917,  in  or  has  since  that  date  come 
into  the  possession  or  under  control  of,  or  has  been  the  subject  of  a  demand  by 
the  United  States  of  America  or  any  of  its  officers,  agents,  or  employees,  from 
any  source  or  by  any  agency  whatsoever,  shall  be  retained  by  the  United  States 
of  America  and  no  disposition  thereof  made,  except  as  shall  have  been  hereto- 
fore or  specifically  hereafter  shall  be  provided  by  law  until  such  time  as  the 
Imperial  German  Government  and  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Austro-Hungarian 
Government,  or  their  successor  or  successors,  shall  have  respectively  made  suit- 
able provision  for  the  satisfaction  of  all  claims  against  said  Governments  respec- 
tively, of  all  persons,  wheresoever  domiciled,  who  owe  permanent  allegiance 
to  the  United  States  of  America  and  who  have  suffered,  through  the  acts  of  the 
Imperial  German  Government,  or  its  agents,  or  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Austro- 
Hungarian  Government,  or  its  agents,  since  July  31,  1914,  loss,  damage,  or 
injury  to  their  persons  or  property,  directly  or  indirectly,  whether  through  the 
ownership  of  shares  of  stock  in  German,  Austro-Hungarian,  American,  or  other 
corporations,  or  in  consequence  of  hostilities  or  of  any  operations  of  war,  or 
otherwise,  and  also  shall  have  granted  to  persons  owing  permanent  allegiance 
to  the  United  States  of  America  most-favored-nation  treatment,  whether  the 
same  be  national  or  otherwise,  in  all  matters  affecting  residence,  business,  pro- 
fession, trade,  navigation,  commerce  and  industrial  property  rights,  and  until 
the  Imperial  German  Government  and  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Austro-Hun- 
garian Government,  or  their  successor  or  successors,  shall  have  respectively 
confirmed  to  the  United  States  of  America  all  fines,  forfeitures,  penalties,  and 
seizures  imposed  or  made  by  the  United  States  of  America  during  the  war, 
whether  in  respect  to  the  property  of  the  Imperial  German  Government  or 
German  nationals  or  the  Imperial  and  Royal  Austro-Hungarian  Government  or 
Austro-Hungarian  nationals,  and  shall  have  waived  any  and  all  pecuniary  claims 
against  the  United  States  of  America. 

Sec.  6.  [Effect  on  war  legislation.]  Nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  con- 
strued to  repeal,  modify  or  amend  the  provisions  of  the  joint  resolution  '*  declar- 
ing that  certain  Acts  of  Congress,  joint  resolutions  and  proclamations  shall  be 
construed  as  if  the  war  had  ended  and  the  present  or  existing  emergency 
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expired/'  approved  March  3,  1921,  or  the  passport  control  provisions  of  an  Act 
entitled  ''An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  diplomatic  and  consular  service 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,"  approved  March  2,  1921;  nor  to  be 
effective  to  terminate  the  military  status  of  any  person  now  in  desertion  from 
the  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States,  nor  to  terminate  the  liability 
to  prosecution  and  punishment  under  the  Selective  Service  law,  approved 
May  18,  1917,  of  any  person  who  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  said 
Act,  or  of  Acts  amendatory  thereof. 

For  Res.  of  March  3,   1921,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  infra,  this  volume,  title  Wa^ 
Dkpabtment  and  Militabt  Establishment. 
For  Act  of  March  2,  1921,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  infra,  this  volume,  title  Passports. 
For  Act  of  May  18,  1917,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1136. 


FOREST  PRESERVES 

See  Public  Lands;  Timber  Lands  and  Forest  Preserves 


FOREST  ROADS  AND  TRAILS 

See  Highways 


FUTURE  trading  ACTS 

See  Agriculture 


geodetic  survey 

See  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey 


GRAIN 

See  Agriculturb 
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HAWAIIAN  ISLANDS 

Act  of  June  28,  1921,  72, 

Pearl  Harbor  —  Rights  of  Fishery  —  Acquisition  by  United  States, 
72 
Act  of  July  9,  1921  C^  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act,  1920  "),  73. 

Title  1. —  Definitions. 

Sec,     1,  ''  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act,  1920,**  73. 
2.  ''  Hawaiian  Organic  Act,**  73, 

Title  2. —  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission. 

201.  Meaning  of  Terms  Used  in  Title,  73. 

202.  Establishment  of  Commission  —  Membership  Compensation,  etc, 

73. 

203.  Enumeration  of  Public  Lands  Designated  as  *' Available  Lands,*' 

74. 

204.  Status  of  ^'Available  Lands**  —  Hawaiian  Home  Lands  —  Au- 

thority of  Commission  with  Respect  to  Use  and  Disposition,  75. 

205.  Sale  and  Lease  of  *' Available  Lands  *' — Manner  and  Purpose,  75. 

206.  Powers  and  Duties  of  Governor,  etc,  in  Respect  to  Hawaiian  Home 

Lands,  75, 

207.  Lease  of  Hawaiian  Home  Lands  to  Native  Hawaiians,  76. 

208.  Conditions  Imposed  on  Lessee,  76. 

209.  Successors  to  Interest  of  Lessee  —  Conditions,  77. 

210.  Violation  of  Conditions,  77, 

211.  Community  Pasiures,  77, 

212.  Unleased  Hawaiian  Home  Lands  —  Disposition,  77. 

213.  ^*  Hawaiian    Home     Loan    Fund**  —  Establishment  —  Receipts 

Available,  77, 

214.  Loans  from  "  Fund  ** — Purposes,  78. 

215.  Conditions  Imposed  on  Loans,  78. 

216.  Duty  of  Borrowers  to  Insure  Property  —  Hens,  78. 

217.  Failure  of  Lessee  or  Borrower  to  Comply  unth  Orders  of  Commis- 

sion—  Penalties  —  New  Leasing  of  Forfeited  Tracts,  79. 

218.  '*  Farm  Loan  Act  of  Hawaii  **  —  Applicability  to  Lessee  of  Home 

Lands,  79. 

219.  Agricultural  Experts  —  Employment  —  Duties,  80. 

220.  Water  and  Other  Development  Projects  —  Authority  of  Commis- 

sion—  Funds  for  Purpose  —  Bonds,  80. 

221.  ''  Water  License  "  —  "Surplus  Water  **  — Water  for  Domestic 

Use  and  Irrigation,  80. 

222.  Authority   of  Commission   with  Reference  to   Regulations   and 

Expenditures  —  Reports  —  Surety  Bonds  by  Employees,  81. 

223.  Amendment    on    Repeal    of    Title  —  Reservation    of    Right    by 

Congress,  81. 

Title  3. — ^Amendments  to  Hawaiian  Organic  Act. 

301.  Sec.  26  Amended  —  Legislature  —  Compensation  of  Members,  81. 

302.  Sec.  55  Amended  —  Power  of  Corporations  to  Hold  Real  Estate 

—  Indebtedness  of  Territory,  82. 
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Sec.  303.  Sec.  66  Amended  —  Executive  Power,  82. 

304.  Sec.  73  Amended  —  First,  Second  and  Third  Paragraphs  —  Pub- 

lic Lands,  82. 

305.  Sec.  73  Further  Amended  — Fourth  and  Fifth  Paragraphs,  84. 
.   306.  Sec.  73  Further  Amended  —  Sixth  Paragraph,  84. 

307.  Sec.  73  Further  Amended  —  Seventh  Paragraph,  85. 

308.  Sec.  73  Further  Amended  —  Eighth  Paragraph,  85. 

309.  Sec.  73  Further  Amended  —  Ninth  Paragraph,  85. 

310.  Sec.  73  Further  Amended  —  Tenth  Paragraph,  85. 

311.  Sec.  73.  Further  Amended  —  Eleventh  and  Twelfth  Paragraphs, 

86. 

312.  Sec.  80  Amended  —  Fourth  Paragraph  —  Citizenship  of  Officers, 

86. 

313.  Sec.  86  Amended  —  Federal  Court,  86. 

314.  Sec.  92  Amended  —  Salaries  of  Officers,  87. 

315.  Addition  of  Sees.  105,  106,  107  at  End  of  Act,  87. 

Sec.  105.  Citizenship  of  Employees  on  Public  Works,  87. 

Sec.  106.  Powers  and  Duties  of  Board  of  Harbor  Commissioners, 

88. 
Sec.  107.  Name  of  Act,  88. 

Title  4. —  Miscellaneous  Provisions. 

401.  Repeal  of  Inconsistent  Acts,  88. 

402.  Unconstitutionality  of  Any  Provision  —  Validity  of  Remainder 

of  Act,  88. 

CROSS-REFERENCE 

See  also  JUDICIAL  OFFICERS 

An  Act  To  provide  for  the  acquisition  by  the  United  States  of  private  rights 
of  fishery  in  and  about  Pearl  Harbor,  Territory  of  Hawaii. 

[Act  of  June  28,  1921.] 

[Pearl  Harbor  —  rights  of  fishery  —  acquisition  by  United  States.]  That 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  examine  and  appraise  the  value 
of  the  privately  owned  rights  of  fishery  in  Pearl  Harbor,  island  of  Oahu,  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii,  from,  an  imaginary  line  from  Kaak  Point  to  Beckoning  Point, 
both  within  said  harbor,  to  the  seaward,  and  the  privately  owned  rights  of 
fishery  in  and  about  the  entrance  channel  to  said  harbor,  and  to  enter  into 
negotiations  for  the  purchase  of  the  said  rights  and,  if  in  his  judgment  the 
price  for  such  rights  is  reasonable  and  satisfactory,  to  make  contracts  for  the 
purchase  of  same  subject  to  future  ratification  and  appropriation  by  Congress; 
or  in  the  event  of  the  inability  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  make  a  satis- 
factory contract  for  the  voluntary  purchase  of  the  said  rights  of  fishery,  he  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  through  the  Attorney  General  to  institute  and 
carry  to  completion  proceedings  for  the  condemnation  of  said  rights  of  fishery, 
the  acceptance  of  the  award  in  said  proceedings  to  be  subject  to  the  future  ratifi- 
cation and  appropriation  by  Congress  Such  condemnation  proceedings  shall 
be  instituted  and  conducted  in,  and  jurisdiction  of  said  proceedings  is  hereby 
given  to,  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  of  Hawaii,  sub- 
stantially as  provided  in  *'An  Act  to  authorize  condemnation  of  land  for  sites 
for  public  buildings,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  August  1,  1888;  and 
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■the  sum  of  $5,000  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  to  be  immediately 
and  continuously  available  until  expended,  to  pay  the  necessary  costs  thereof 
and  expenses  in  connection  therewith.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  further 
authorized  and  directed  to  report  the  proceedings  hereunder  to  Congress. 


An  Aet  To  amend  an  Act  entitled  ''An  Act  to  provide  a  goremment  for  the 
Territoiy  of  Hawaii, '  *  approved  April  30,  1900,*  as  amended,  to  establiflh 
an  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission,  granting  certain  powers  to  the  board 
of  harbor  commissioners  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

[Act  of  July  9,  1921,] 

Title  1. —  Definitions. 

Section  1.  ["  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act,  1920/']  That  this  Act 
may  be  cited  as  the  **  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission  Act,  1920.*' 

Sec.  2.  [''  Hawaiian  Organic  Act."]  That  when  used  in  this  Act  the  term 
**  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  "  means  the  Act  entitled  **  An  Act  to  provide  a  govenv 
ment  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,"  approved  April  30,  1900,  as  amended. 

Title  2. —  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission. 

Sec.  201.  [Meaning  of  terms  used  in  title.]  (a)  That  when  used  in  this 
title  — 

(1)  The  term  '*  commission  "  means  the  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission; 

(2)  The  term  **  public  land  "  has  the  same  meaning  as  defined  in  paraf- 
graph  (3)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act; 

(3)  The  term  '*  fund  "  means  the  Hawaiian  home  loan  fund; 

(4)  The  term  **  Territory  "  means  the  Territory  of  Hawaii; 

(5)  The  term  '*  Hawaiian  home  lands  "  means  all  lands  given  the  status  of 
Hawaiian  home  lands  under  the  provisions  of  section  204  of  this  title ; 

(6)  The  term  "  tract  "  means  any  tract  of  Hawaiian  home  lands  leased,  as 
authorized  by  section  207  of  this  title,  or  any  portion  of  such  tract ;  and 

(7)  The  term  '*  native  Hawaiian  "  means  any  descendant  of  not  less  than 
one-half  part  of  the  blood  of  the  races  inhabiting  the  Hawaiian  Islands  previous 
to  1778. 

(b)  Any  term  defined  or  described  in  section  347  or  351  of  the  Revised  Laws 
of  Hawaii  of  1915,  except  a  term  defined  in  subdivision  (a)  of  this  section,  shall, 
whenever  used  in  this  title,  have  the  same  meaning  as  given  by  such  definition  or 
description. 

Sec.  202.  [Establishment  of  Commission  —  membership  compensation,  etc.] 
(a)  There  is  hereby  established  a  commission  to  be  known  as  the  ''  Hawaiian 
Homes  Commission  "  and  to  be  composed  of  five  members,  as  follows: 

(1)  The  governor  of  the  Territory,  and 

(2)  Four  citizens  of  the  Territory  to  be  appointed  by  the  governor,  by  and 
with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  senate  of  the  legislature  of  the  Territory. 
.At.  least  three  of  the  appointed  members  of  the  commission  shall  be  native 
Hawaiians. 

•  For  Act  of  April  30,  1000,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.    (2d  ed.)   483. 
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(b)  Any  vacancy  in  the  office  of  an  appointed  member  shall  be  filled  in  the 
same  manner  and  under  the  same  limitations  as  the  original  appointment. 

(c)  The  governor  of  the  Territory  shall  be  the  chairman  of  the  commission. 
The  commission  shaH  designate  one  of  its  members  to  serve  as  the  executive  officer 
and  secretary  of  the  commission.  The  executive  officer  and  secretary  shall 
receive  such  annual  salary,  not  to  exceed  $6,000,  as  the  commission  may  deter- 
mine. The  members  of  the  commission,  except  the  executive  officer  and  secre- 
tary, shall  receive  an  annual  salary  of  $500.  Of  the  original  appointed  members 
of  the  commission,  one  shall  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  one  year,  one  for  two 
years,  one  for  three  years,  and  one  for  four  years.  Their  successors  shall  hold 
office  for  terms  of  four  years,  except  that  any  member  appointed  to  fill  a  vacancy 
shall  be  appointed  only  for  the  unexpired  term  of  the  member  whom  he  succeeds. 
A  member  may  after  due  notice  and  public  hearing  be  removed  by  the  governor 
for  neglect  of  duty  or  malfeasance  in  office,  but  for  no  other  cause. 

Sec.  203.  [Enumeration  of  public  lands  designated  as  **  available  lands."] 

All  public  lands  of  the  description  and  acreage,  as  follows,  excluding  (a)  all 
lands  within  any  forest  reservation,  (b)  all  cultivated  sugar-cane  lands,  and 
(c)  all  public  lands  held  under  a  certificate  of  occupation,  homestead  lease, 
right  of  purchase  lease,  or  special  homestead  agreement,  are  hereby  designated, 
and  hereinafter  referred  to,  as  **  available  lands  ": 

(1)  On  the  island  of  Hawaii:  Kamaoa-Puueo  (eleven  thousand  acres,  more 
or  less),  in  the  district  of  Kau;  Puukapu  (twelve  thousand  acres,  more  or  less), 
Kawaiha^  I  (ten  thousand  acres,  more  or  less),  and  Pauahi  (seven  hundred  and 
fifty  acres,  more  or  less),  in  the  district  of  South  Kohala;  Kamoku-Kapulena 
(five  thousand  acres,  more  or  less),  Waimanu  (two  hundred  acres,  more  or  less), 
and  Nienic  (seven  thousand  three  hundred  and  Mty  acres,  more  or  less),  in  the 
district  of  Hamakua ;  fifty-three  thousand  acres  to  be  selected  by  the  commission 
from  the  lands  of  Humuula  Mauka,  in  the  district  of  North  Hilo;  Panaewa, 
Waiakea  (two  thousand  acres,  more  or  less),  Waiakea-kai,  or  Keaaukaha  (two 
thousand  acres,  more  or  less),  and  two  thousand  acres  of  agricultural  lands  to 
be  selected  by  the  commission  from  the  lands  of  Piihonua,  in  the  district  of  South 
Hilo;  and  two  thousand  acres  to  be  selected  by  the  commission  from  the  lands 
of  Kaohe-Makuu,  in  the  district  of  Puna; 

(2)  On  the  island  of  Maui:  Kahikinui  (twenty-five  thousand  acres,  more  or 
less)  in  the  district  of  Kahikinui,  and  the  public  lands  (six  thousand  acres,  more 
or  less)  in  the  district  of  Kula; 

(3)  On  the  island  of  Molokai :  Palaau  (eleven  thousand  four  hundred  acres, 
more  or  less),  Kapaakea  (two  thousand  acres,  more  or  less),  Ealamaula  (six 
thousand  acres,  more  or  less),  Hoolehua  (three  thousand  five  hundred  acres, 
more  or  less),  Kamiloloa  I  and  II  (three  thousand  six  hundred  acres,  more  or 
less),  and  Makakupaia  (two  thousand  two  hundred  acres,  more  or  less) ;  and 
Kalaupapa  (five  thousand  acres,  more  or  less) ; 

(4)  On  the  island  of  Oahu:  Nanakuli  (three  thousand  acres,  more  or  less), 
and  Lualualei  (two  thousand  acres,  more  or  less),  in  the  district  of  Waianae; 
and  Waimanalo  (four  thousand  acres,  more  or  less),  in  the  district  of  Koolau- 
poko,  excepting  therefrom  the  military  reservation  and  the  beach  lands ;  and 

(5)  On  the  island  of  Kauai:  Upper  land  of  Waimea,  above  the  cultivated 
sugar  cane  lands,  in  the  district  of  Waimea  (fifteen  thousand  acres,  more  or 
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less) ;  and  Moloaa  (two  thousand  five  hundred  acres,  more  or  less),  and  Anahola 
and  Kamalomalo  (five  thousand  acres,  more  or  less). 

Sec.  204.  [Status  of  ' '  available  lands  ' ' —  Hawaiian  home  lands  —  author, 
ity  of  Oommisaion  with  respect  to  use  and  disposition.]  Upon  the  passage  of 
this  Aet  all  available  lands  shall  immediately  assume  the  status  of  Hawaiian 
home  lands  and  be  under  the  control  of  the  commission  to  be  used  and  disposed 
of  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  title,  except  that  — 

(1)  For  a  period  of  five  years  after  the  first  meeting  of  the  Hawaiian  Homes 
Commission  only  those  lands  situate  on  the  island  of  Molokai,  which  are  par- 
ticularly named  in  paragraphs  1  and  3  of  section  203  hereof;  Waimanu,  in 
the  district  of  Hamakua ;  Keaaukaha,  in  the  district  of  South  Hilo ;  and  Panaewa, 
VVaiakea,  in  the  district  of  South  Hilo,  island  of  Hawaii,  shall  be  available  for 
use  and  disposition  by  said  commission  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  and 
none  of  the  remaining  available  lands  named  in  said  section  203  shall,  after  the 
expiration  of  the  said  five-year  period,  be  leased,  used,  or  otherwise  disposed  of 
by  the  commission  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  except  by  further  authoriza- 
tion of  Congress  and  with  the  written  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
of  the  United  States. 

(2)  In  case  any  available  land  is  under  lease  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  this 
Aet  such  land  shall  not  assume  the  status  of  Hawaiian  home  lands  until  the  lease 
expires  or  the  commissioner  of  public  lands  withdraws  the  lands  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  lease.  If  the  land  is  covered  by  a  lease  containing  a  withdrawal 
clause  as  provided  in  subdivision  (d)  of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic 
Act,  the  commissioner  of  public  lands  shall  withdraw  such  lands  from  the 
operation  of  the  lease  whenever  the  commission  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  gives  notice  to  him  that  the  commission  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  lands  are  required  by  it  for  leasing  as  authorized  by  the  provisions  of 
section  207,  or  for  a  community  pasture  as  provided  in  section  211  of  this  title. 
Such  withdrawal  shall  be  held  to  be  for  a  public  purpose  within  the  meaning  of 
that  term  as  used  in  subdivision  (d)  of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act. 

(3)  In  case  any  land  is  to  be  selected  by  the  commission  out  of  a  larger  area 
of  available  lands,  such  land  shall  not  assume  the  status  of  Hawaiian  home 
lands  until  the  commission,  with  the  approval  of  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
makes  the  selection  and  gives  notice  thereof  to  the  commissioner  of  public  lands. 
The  commission  shall  give  such  notice  within  three  years  after  the  expiration  of 
the  five-year  period  referred  to  in  paragi^aph  1  of  this  section.  Any  such  notice 
given  thereafter  shall  be  deemed  invalid  and  of  no  effect. 

Sec.  205.  [Sale  and  lease  of  ' '  available  lands  ' ' —  manner  and  purpose.] 

Available  lands  ehall  be  sold  or  leased  only  (1)  in  the  manner  and  for  the  pur- 
poses set  out  in  this  title,  or  (2)  as  may  be  necessary  to  complete  any  valid 
agreement  of  sale  or  lease  in  effect  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  this  Act ;  except 
that  such  limitations  shall  not  apply  to  the  unselected  portions  of  lands  from 
which  the  commission  has  made  a  selection  and  given  notice  thereof,  or  failed 
so  to  select  and  give  notice  within  the  time  limit,  as  provided  in  paragraph  (3) 
of  section  204  of  this  title. 

Sec.  206.  [Powers  and  duties  of  governor,  etc.,  in  respect  to  Hawaiian  home 
lands.]  The  powers  and  duties  of  the  governor,  the  commissioner  of  public 
lands,  and  the  board  of  public  lands,  in  respect  to  lands  of  the  Territory,  shall 
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not  extend  to  lands  having  the  status  of  Hawaiian  home  lands,  except  as  spe- 
cifically provided  in  this  title. 

Sec.  207.  [Lease  of  Hawaiian  home  lands  to  native  Hawaiians.]     (a)  The 

commission  is  authorized  to  lease  to  native  Hawaiians  the  right  to  the  use  and 
occupancy  of  a  tract  of  Hawaiian  home  lands  within  the  following  acreage 
limits : 

(1)  Not  less  than  twenty  nor  more  than  eighty  acres  of  agricultural  lands;  or 

(2)  Not  less  than  one  hundred  nor  more  than  five  hundred  acres  of  first-class 
pastoral  lands;  or 

(3)  Not  less  than  two  hundred  and  fifty  nor  more  than  one  thousand  acres 
of  second-class  pastoral  lands. 

(b)  The  title  to  lands  so  leased  shall  remain  in  the  United  States.  Applica- 
tions for  tracts  shall  be  made  to  and  granted  by  the  commission,  under  such 
regulations,  not  in  conflict  with  any  provision  of  this  title,  as  the  commission 
may  prescribe.  The  commission  shall,  whenever  tracts  are  available,  enter  into 
such  a  lease  with  any  applicant  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  commission,  is  quali- 
fied to  perform  the  conditions  of  such  lease. 

Sec.  208.  [Conditions  imposed  on  lessee.]  Each  lease  made  under  the 
authority  granted  the  commission  by  the  provisions  of  section  207  of  this  title 
and  the  tract  in  respect  to  which  the  lease  is  made,  shall  be  deemed  subject  to 
the  following  conditions,  whether  or  not  stipulated  in  the  lease: 

(1)  The  lessee  shall  be  a  native  Hawaiian. 

(2)  The  lessee  shall  pay  a  rental  of  $1  a  year  for  the  tract  and  the  lease  shall 
be  for  a  term  of  ninety-nine  years ; 

(3)  The  lessee  shall  occupy  and  commence  to  use  or  cultivate  the  tract  as  his 
home  or  farm  within  one  year  after  the  lease  is  made ; 

(4)  The  lessee  shall  thereafter,  for  at  least  such  part  of  each  year  as  the 
commission  shall  by  regulation  prescribe,  so  occupy  and  use  or  cultivate  the 
tract  on  his  own  behalf ; 

(5)  The  lessee  shall  not  in  any  manner  transfer  to,  or  mortgage,  pledge,  or 
otherwise  hold  for  the  benefit  of,  any  other  person,  except  a  native  Hawaiian, 
and  then  only  upon  the  approval  of  the  commission,  or  agree  so  to  transfer, 
mortgage,  pledge,  or  otherwise  hold,  his  interest  in  the  tract.  Such  interest 
shall  not,  except  in  pursuance  of  such  a  transfer,  mortgage,  or  pledge  to  or 
holding  for  or  agreement  with  a  native  Hawaiian,  be  subject  to  attachment, 
levy,  or  sale  upon  court  process.  The  lessee  shall  not  sublet  his  interest  in  the 
tract  or  improvements  thereon.  Upon  the  death  of  the  lessee  his  interest  in  the 
tract  and  improvements  thereon  shall  vest  under  the  limitations  provided  for 
homesteads  in  section  403  of  the  Revised  Laws  of  Hawaii  of  1915 : 

(6)  The  lessee  shall  pay  all  taxes  assessed  upon  the  tract  and  improvements 
thereon  within  sixty  days  after  they  became  delinquent.  If  the  lessee  fails  so 
to  pay,  the  commission  shall  thereupon  pay  the  taxes  and  have  a  lien  therefor 
as  provided  in  section  216  of  this  title ; 

(7)  The  lessee  shall  perform  such  other  conditions,  not  in  conflict  with  any 
provision  of  this  title,  as  the  commission  may  stipulate  in  the  lease :  Provided, 
however,  That  the  lessee  shall  be  exempt  from  all  taxes  for  the  first  five  years 
from  date  of  lease. 
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Seo.  209.  [Sucoesson  to  interest  of  lessee  —  oonditims.]  AD  successors, 
whether  by  agreement  or  process  of  law,  to  the  interest  of  the  lessee  in  any 
tract,  shall  be  deemed  to  receive  such  interest  subject  to  the  conditions  which 
would  rest  upon  the  lessee,  if  he  then  were  the  party  holding  the  interest  in  the 
tract:  Pravidedf  That  a  successor  receiving  such  interest  by  inheritance  shall 
not,  during  the  two  years  next  following  his  inheritance,  be  deemed  to  have 
violated  any  of  the  conditions  enumerated  in  section  208  of  this  title,  even 
though  he  is  not  a  native  Hawaiian  and  does  not  on  his  own  behalf  occupy  and 
use  or  cultivate  the  tract  as  a  home  or  farm  for  such  part  of  the  year  as  the 
commission  requires  in  accordance  with  the  regulations  prescribed  by  it  under 
paragraph  (4)  of  section  208  of  this  title. 

Sec.  210.  [Violation  of  conditions.]  Whenever  the  commission  has  reason 
to  believe  that  any  condition  enumerated  in  section  208,  or  any  provision  of  sec- 
tion 209,  of  this  title  has  been  violated,  the  commission  shall  give  due  notice  and 
afford  opportunity  for  a  hearing  to  the  lessee  of  the  tract  in  respect  to  which 
the  alleged  violation  relates  or  to  the  successor  of  the  lessee's  interest  therein, 
as  the  case  demands.  If  upon  such  hearing  the  commission  finds  that  the  lessee 
or  his  successor  has  violated  any  condition  in  respect  to  the  leasing  of  such 
tract,  the  commission  may  declare  his  interest  in  the  tract  and  all  improvements 
thereon  to  be  forfeited  and  the  lease  in  respect  thereto  canceled,  and  shall  there- 
upon order  the  tract  to  be  vacated  within  a  reasonable  time.  The  right  to  the 
use  and  occupancy  of  the  Hawaiian  home  lands  contained  in  such  tract  shall 
thereupon  revest  in  the  commission  and  the  commission  may  take  possession  of 
the  tract  and  the  improvements  thereon. 

Sec.  211.  [Community  pastures.]  The  commission  shall,  when  practicable, 
provide  from  the  HaAvaiian  home  lands  a  community  pasture  adjacent  to  each 
district  in  which  agricultural  lands  are  leased,  as  authorized  by  the  provisions 
of  section  207  of  this  title. 

Sec.  212.  [TTnleased  Hawaiian  home  lands  —  disposition.]  The  commission 
may  return  any  Hawaiian  home  lands  not  leased  as  authorized  by  the  pro- 
visions of  section  207  of  this  title  to  the  control  of  the  commissioner  of  public 
lands.  Any  Hawaiian  home  lands  so  returned  shall,  until  the  commission  gives 
notice  as  hereinafter  in  this  section  provided,  resume  and  maintain  the  status 
of  public  lands  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic 
Act  and  the  Revised  Laws  of  Hawaii  of  1915,  except  that  such  lands  may  be 
disposed  of  under  a  general  lease  only.  Each  such  lease,  whether  or  not  stipu- 
lated therein,  shall  be  deemed  subject  to  the  right  and  duty  of  the  commissioner , 
of  public  lands  to  terminate  the  lease  and  return  the  lands  to  the  commission 
whenever  the  commission,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
gives  notice  to  him  that  the  commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  lands  are 
required  by  it  for  leasing  as  authorized  by  the  provisions  of  section  207  of  this 
title  or  for  a  community  pasture. 

Sec.  213.  ["  Hawaiian  Home  Loan  Fund  "—  establishment  —  receipts  avail- 
able.] There  is  hereby  established  in  the  treasury  of  the  Territory  a  revolv- 
ing fund,  to  be  known  as  the  *'  Hawaiian  home  loan  fund.''  The  entire  receipts 
derived  from  any  leasing  of  public  lands  under  the  provisions  of  section  212 
of  this  title  and  30  per  centum  of  the  Territorial  receipts  derived  from  the 
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leasing  of  cultivated  sugar-cane  lands  under  any  other  provision  of  law  or  from 
water  licenses  shall  be  covered  into  the  fund  until  the  total  amount  of  the  monej^ 
paid  therein  equals  $1,000,000. 

Sec.  214.  [Loans  from  ''fund'' — purposes.]  The  commission  is  hereby 
authorized  to  make  loans  from  the  fund  to  the  lessee  of  any  tract  or  the  suc- 
cessor to  his  interest  therein.  Such  loans  mav  Ha  vha^a  fnr  the  following 
purposes : 

(1)  The  erection  of  dwellings  on  any  tract  and  the  undertaking  of  other 
permanent  improvements  thereon ; 

(2)  The  purchase  of  live  stock  and  farm  equipment;  and 
.  (3)  Otherwise  assisting  in  the  development  of  tracts. 

Sec.  215.  [Conditions  imposed  on  loans.]  Each  contract  of  loan  with  the 
lessee  or  the  successor  to  his  interest  in  the  tract  shall  be  held  subject  to  the 
following  conditions,  whether  or  not  stipulated  in  the  contract  of  loan : 

(1)  The  amount  of  loans  to  any  one  borrower  outstanding  at  any  one  time 
shall  not  exceed  $3,000. 

(2)  The  loans  shall  be  repaid  upon  an  amortization  plan  by  means  of  a  fixed 
number  of  annual  installments  sufficient  to  cover  (a)  interest  on  the  unpaid 
principal  at  the  rate  of  5  per  centum  per  annum,  and  (b)  such  amount  of  the 
principal  as  will  extinguish  the  debt  within  an  agreed  period  not  exceeding 
thirty  years.  The  moneys  received  by  the  commission  from  any  installment 
paid  upon  such  loan  shall  be  covered  into  the  fund.  The  payment  of  any  install- 
ment due  shall,  with  the  concurrence  therein  of  at  least  three  of  the  five  mem- 
bers of  the  commission,  be  postponed  in  whole  or  in  part  by  the  commission  for 
such  reasons  as  it  deems  good  and  sufficient  and  until  such  later  date  as  it  deems 
advisable.  Such  postponed  payments  shall  continue  to  bear  interest  at  the  rate 
of  5  per  centum  per  annum  on  the  unpaid  principal  and  interest. 

(3)  In  case  the  borrower's  interest  in  his  tract  or  his  successor's  interest 
therein  is  transferred  to  or  mortgaged,  pledged,  or  otherwise  held  for  the  bene- 
fit of  any  native  Hawaiian,  or  agreed  so  to  be  transferred,  mortgaged,  pledged, 
or  otherwise  held,  as  permitted  by  paragraph  (5)  of  section  208  of  this  title, 
the  commission  may  at  its  option  declare  all  annual  installments  upon  the  loan 
immediately  due  and  payable  or  permit  the  successor  to  the  borrower's  interest 
in  the  tract  to  assume  the  contract  of  loan.  In  case  of  the  borrower's  death,  the 
commission  shall  permit  the  successor  to  the  borrower's  interest  in  the  tract  to 
assume  the  contract  of  loali. 

(4)  No  part  of  the  moneys  loaned  shall  be  devoted  to  any  purpose  other  than 
those  for  which  the  loan  is  made. 

(5)  The  borrower  or  the  successor  to  his  interest  in  the  tract  shall  comply 
with  such  other  conditions,  not  in  conflict  with  any  provision  of  this  title,  as 
the  commission  may  stipulate  in  the  contract  of  loan. 

(6)  The  borrower  or  the  successor  to  his  interest  in  the  tract  shall  comply 
with  the  conditions  enumerated  in  section  208,  and  with  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 209  of  this  title  in  respect  to  the  lease  of  the  tract. 

Sec.  216.  [Duty  of  borrowers  to  insure  property  —  liens.]  The  commis- 
sion may  require  the  borrower  to  insure,  in  such  amount  as  the  commission  may 
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by  regulation  prescribe,  all  live  stock  and  dwellings  and  other  permanent 
improvements  upon  his  tract,  purchased  or  constructed  out  of  any  moneys 
loaned  from  the  fund ;  or  in  lieu  thereof  the  commission  may  directly  take  out 
such  insurance  and  add  the  cost  thereof  to  the  amount  of  the  annual  install- 
ments payable  under  the  amortization  plan.  Whenever  the  commission  has 
reason  to  believe  that  the  borrower  has  violated  any  condition  enumerated  in 
parafj^aphs  (2),  (4),  (5),  or  (6)  of  section  215  of  this  title,  the  commission 
shall  give  due  notice  and  afford  opportunity  for  a  hearing  to  the  borrower  or 
the  successor  to  his  interest  in  the  tract,  as  the  case  demands.  If  upon  such 
hearing  the  commission  finds  that  the  borrower  has  violated  the  condition,  the 
commission  may  declare  all  annual  installments  immediately  due  and  payable, 
notwithstanding  any  provision  in  the  contract  of  loan  to  the  contrary.  The 
commission  shall  have  a  lien  upon  the  borrower's  or  lessee's  interest  in  his  tract, 
dwellings,  and  other  permanent  improvements  thereon,  and  his  live  stock  to  the 
amount  of  all  annual  installments  due  and  unpaid  and  of  all  taxes  upon  such 
tract  and  improvements  paid  by  the  commission.  Such  liens  shall  have  priority 
over  any  other  obligation  for  which  the  tract,  dwellings,  other  improvements,  or 
live  stock  may  be  security. 

The  commission  may,  at  such  time  as  it  deems  advisable,  enforce  any  such  lien 
by  declaring  the  borrower's  interest  in  his  tract  or  his  successor's  interest 
therein,  as  the  case  may  be,  together  with  the  dwellings  and  other  permanent 
improvements  thereon  and  the  live  stock,  to  be  forfeited,  and  the  lease  in  respect 
to  such  tract  canceled,  and  shall  thereupon  order  the  tract  to  be  vacated  and 
the  live  stock  surrendered  within  a  reasonable  time.  The  right  to  the  use  and 
occupancy  of  the  Hawaiian  home  lands  contained  in  such  tract  shall  thereupon 
revest  in  the  commission,  and  the  commission  may  take  possession  of  the  tract 
and  the  improvements  thereon :  Provided,  That  the  commission  shall  pay  to  the 
borrower  any  difference  in  his  favor  between  (1)  the  fair  value  of  the  live  stock 
and  any  improvements  in  respect  to  the  tract  made  by  the  borrower  or  any 
predecessor  to  his  interest  in  the  tract,  and  (2)  the  amount  of  the  lien. 

Sec.  217.  [Failure  of  lessee  or  borrower  to  comply  with  orders  of  Conunr's- 
sion  —  penalties  —  new  leasing  of  forfeited  tracts.]  In  case  the  lessee  or 
borrower  or  the  successor  to  his  interest  in  the  tract,  as  the  case  may  be,  fails  to 
comply  with  any  order  issued  by  the  commission  under  the  provisions  of  section 
210  or  216  of  this  title,  the  commission  may  (1)  bring  action  of  ejectment  or 
other  appropriate  proceeding,  or  (2)  invoke  the  aid  of  the  circuit  court  of  the 
Territory  for  the  judicial  circuit  in  which  the  tract  designated  in  the  commis- 
sion's  order  is  situated.  Such  court  may  thereupon  order  the  lessee  or  his  suc- 
cessor to  comply  with  the  order  of  the  commission.  Any  failure  to  obey  fhe 
order  of  the  court  may  be  punished  by  it  as  contempt  thereof.  Any  tract  for- 
feited under  the  provisions  of  section  210  or  216  of  this  title  may  be  again  leased 
by  the  commission  as  authorized  by  'the  provisions  of  section  207  of  this  title, 
except  that  the  value,  in  the  opinion  of  the  commission,  of  all  improvements 
made  in  respect  to  such  tract  by  the  original  lessee  or  any  successor  to  his 
interest  therein  shall  constitute  a  loan  by  the  commission  to  the  new  lessee. 
Such  loan  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  section  and  sections  215, 
except  paragraph  (1),  and  216  to  the  same  extent  as  loans  made  by  the  commis- 
sion from  the  Hawaiian  loan  fund. 


Sec.  218.  [' '  Farm  Loan  Act  of  Hawaii ' ' —  applicability  to  lessee  of  homo 
lands.]    No  lessee  of  any  tract  or  any  successor  to  his  interest  therein  shall 
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be  eligible  to  receive  in  respect  to  such  tract  any  loan  made  under  the  provirions 
of  the  act  of  the  legislature  of  the  Territory  entitled  ''  the  Farm  Loan  Act  of* 
Hawaii/'  approved  April  30,  1919. 


Sec.  219.  [Agricultural  experts  —  employment  —  duties.]  The  commission 
is  authorized  to  employ  agricultural  experts  at  such  compensation  and  in  such 
number  as  it  deems  necessary.  The  annual  expenditures  for  such  compensation 
diall  not  exceed  $6,000,  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  agricultural  experts  to 
instruct  and  advise  the  lessee  of  any  tract  or  the  successor  to  the  lessee 's  interest 
therein  as  to  the  best  methods  of  diversified  farming  and  stock  raising  and  such 
other  matters  as  will  tend  successfully  to  accomplish  the  purposes  of  this  title. 

Sec.  220.  [Water  and  other  development  projects  —  authority  of  Oommission 
—  funds  for  purpose  —  bonds.]  The  commission  is  hereby  authorized  directly 
to  undertake  and  carry  on  general  water  and  other  development  projects  in 
respect  to  Hawaiian  home  lands.  The  legislature  of  the  Territory  is  authorized 
to  appropriate  out  of  the  treasury  of  the  Territory  such  sums  as  it  deems  neces- 
sary to  provide  the  commission  with  funds  sufficient  to  execute  such  projects. 
The  legislature  is  further  authorized  to  issue  bonds  to  the  extent  required  to  yield 
the  amount  of  any  sum  so  appropriated.  The  commission  shall  pay  from  the 
Hawaiian  home  loan  fund  into  the  treasury  of  the  Territory : 

(1)  Upon  the  date  when  any  interest  payment  becomes  due  upon  any  bond 
so  issued,  the  amount  of  the  interest  then  due ;  and 

(2)  Commencing  with  the  first  such  date  more  than  one  year  subsequent  to 
the  issuance  of  any  bond  and  at  each  interest  date  thereafter,  an  amount  such 
that  the  aggregate  of  all  such  amounts  which  become  payable  during  the  term 
of  the  bond,  compounded  annually  at  the  rate  of  interest  specified  therein,  shall 
equal  the  par  value  of  the  bond  at  the  expiration  of  its  term. 

Sec.  221.  [''  Water  license  " — '*  surplus  water  '' — water  for  domestic  use 
and  irrigation.]    (a)  When  used  in  this  section  — 

(1)  The  term  **  water  license  '*  means  any  license  issued  by  the  commissioner 
of  public  lands  granting  to  any  person  the  right  to  the  use  of  Government-owned 
water;  and 

(2)  The  term  **  surplus  water  "  means  so  much  of  any  Government-owned 
water  covered  by  a  water  license  or  so  much  of  any  privately  owned  water  as  is 
in  excess  of  the  quantity  required  for  the  use  of  the  licensee  or  owner, 
respectively. 

(b)  All  water  licenses  issued  after  the  passage  of  this  Act  shall  be  deemed 
subject  to  the  condition,  whether  or  not  stipulated  in  the  license,  that  the  licensee 
shall,  upon  the  demand  of  the  commission,  grant  to  it  the  right  to  use,  free  of 
all  charge,  any  water  which  the  commission  deems  necessary  adequately  to  sup- 
ply the  live  stock  or  the  domestic  needs  of  individuals  upon  any  tract. 

(c)  In  order  adequately  to  supply  live  stock  or  the  domestic  needs  of  indi- 
viduals upon  any  tract,  the  commission  is  authorized  (1)  to  use,  free  of  all 
charge,  Government-owned  water  not  covered  by  any  water  license  or  covered 
by  a  water  license  issued  after  the  passage  of  this  Act,  or  covered  by  a  water 
license  issued  previous  to  the  passage  of  this  Act  but  containing  a  reservation  of 
such  water  for  the  benefit  of  the  public,  and  (2)  to  contract  with  any  person  for 
the  right  to  use  or  to  acquire,  under  eminent  domain  proceedings  similar,  as 
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near  as  may  be,  to  the  proeeedings  provided  in  respect  to  land  by  sections  667 
to  678,  inclusive,  of  the  Revised  Laws  of  Hawaii  of  1915,  the  right  to  use  any 
privately  owned  surplus  water  or  any  Government-owned  surplus  water  cov- 
ered by  a  water  license  issued  previous  to  the  passage  of  this  Act,  but  not  con- 
taining a  reservation  of  such  water  for  the  benefit  of  the  public.  Any  such 
acquirement  shall  be  held  to  be  for  a  public  use  and  purpose.  The  commission 
may  institute  the  eminent  domain  proceedings  in  its  own  name. 

(d)  The  commission  is  authorized,  for  the  additional  purpose  of  adequately 
irrigating  any  tract,  to  use,  free  of  all  charge,  Government-owned  water  upon 
the  island  of  Molokai  and  Government-owned  surplus  water  tributary  to  the 
Waimea  River  upon  the  island  of  Kauai,  not  covered  by  a  water  license  or  cov- 
ered by  a  water  license  issued  after  the  passage  of  this  Act.  Any  water  license 
issued  after  the  passage  of  this  Act  and  covering  any  such  Government-owned 
water  shall  be  deemed  subject  to  the  condition,  whether  or  not  stipulated 
therein,  that  the  licensee  shall,  upon  the  demand  of  the  commission,  grant  to  it 
the  right  to  use,  free  of  all  charge,  any  of  the  water  upon  the  island  of  Molokai, 
and  any  of  the  surplus  water  tributary  to  the  Waimea  River  upon  the  island 
of  Kauai,  which  is  covered  by  the  license  and  which  the  commission  deems  neces- 
sary for  the  additional  purpose  of  adequately  irrigating  any  tract. 

(e)  All  rights  conferred  on  the  commission  by  this  section  to  use,  contract 
for,  acquire  the  use  of  water  shall  be  deemed  to  include  the  right  to  use,  con- 
tract for,  or  acquire  the  use  of  any  ditch  or  pipe  line  constructed  for  the  dis- 
tribution and  control  of  such  water  and  necessary  to  such  use  by  the  commission. 

Sec.  222.  [Authority  of  Commission  with  reference  to  regulations  and  ex- 
penditures  —  reports  —  surety  bonds  by  employees.]  The  commission  may 
make  such  regulations  and,  with  the  approval  in  writing  of  the  governor  of  the 
Territory,  may  make  such  expenditures  including  salaries,  and  appoint  and 
remove  such  employees  and  agents,  as  are  necessary  to  the  efficient  execution 
of  the  functions  vested  in  the  commission  by  this  title.  All  expenditures  of  the 
commission  shall  be  allowed  and  paid,  and  all  moneys  necessary  for  loans  made 
by  the  commission  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  titl^  advanced, 
from  the  Hawaiian  home  loan  fund  upon  the  presentation  of  itemized  vouchers 
therefor,  approved  by  the  chairman  of  the  commission.  The  commission  shall 
make  a  biennial  report  to  the  legislature  of  the  Territory  upon  the  first  day  of 
each  regular  session  thereof  and  such  special  reports  as  the  legislature  may 
from  time  to  time  require.  The  executive  officer  and  secretary  shall  give  bond 
in  the  sum  of  $25,000  for  the  faithful  performance  of  his  duties.  The  sureties 
upon  the  bond  and  the  conditions  thereof  shall  be  approved  annually  by  the 
commission. 

Sec.  223.  [Amendment  on  repeal  of  title  —  reservation  of  right  by  Oongress.l 
The  Congress  of  the  United  States  reserves  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal 
the  provisions  of  this  title. 

Title  3. — Amendments  to  Hawaiun  Organic  Act. 

Sec.  301.  [Sec.   26   amended  —  legislature  —  compensation    of   members.] 

Section  26  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

**  Sec.  26.  That  the  members  of  the  legislature  shall  receive  for  their  services, 

in  addition  to  mileage  at  the  rate  of  20  cents  a  mile  each  way,  the  sum  of  $1,000 
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for  each  regular  session,  payable  in  three  equal  installments  on  and  after  the  first, 
thirtieth,  and  fiftieth  days  of  the  session,  and  the  sum  of  $500  for  each  special 
session :  Provided,  That  they  shall  receive  no  compensation  for  any  extra  se*- 
sion  held  under  the  provisions  of  section  54  of  this  Act." 

For  sec.  26  as  it  read  before  this  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   408. 

Sec.  302.  [Sec.  55  amended  —  power  of  corporations  to  hold  real  estate  — 
indebtedness  of  Territory.]  Section  55  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  is  hereby 
amended  by  deleting  therefrom  that  portion  thereof  which  reads :  "  Provided, 
That  no  corporation,  domestic  or  foreign,  shall  acquire  and  hold  real  estate  in 
Hawaii  in  excess  of  one  thousand  acres,  and  all  real  estate  acquired  or  held  by 
such  corporation  or  association  contrary  hereto  shall  be  forfeited  and  escheat 
to  the  United  States,  but  existing  vested  rights  in  real  estate  shall  not  be 
impaired,*'  and  by  amending  so  much  of  section  55  as  reads,  **  and  the  total 
indebtedness  of  the  Territory  shall  not  at  any  time  be  extended  beyond  7  per 
centum  of  such  assessed  value  of  property  in  the  Territory,"  to  read  as  follows: 
* '  and  the  total  indebtedness  of  the  Territory  shall  not  at  any  time  be  extended 
beyond  10  per  centum  of  such  assessed  value  of  property  in  the  Territory.'' 

For  sec.  55  as  it  read  before  this  amendment  Bee  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  503. 

Sec.  303.  [Sec.  66  amended  —  executive  power,]  Section  66  of  the  Hawaiian 
Organic  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

*'  Sec.  66.  That  the  executive  power  of  the  government  of  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii  shall  be  vested  in  a  governor,  who  shall  be  appointed  bj'  the  President, 
by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  and 
shall  hold  office  for  four  years  and  until  his  successor  shall  be  appointed  and 
qualified,  unless  sooner  removed  by  the  President.  He  shall  be  not  less  than 
thirty-five  years  of  age ;  shall  be  a  citizen  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii ;  shall  have 
resided  therein  for  at  least  three  years  next  preceding  his  appointment ;  shall  be 
commander  in  chief  of  the  militia  thereof ;  and  may  grant  pardons  or  reprieves 
foi  oflfenses  against  the  laws  of  the  said  Territory  and  reprieves  for  offenses 
against  the  laws  of  the  United  States  until  the  decision  of  the  President  is  made 
known  thereon.*' 

For  sec.  66  as  it  read  before  this  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  509. 

Sec.  304.  [Sec.  78  amended  —  first,  second  and  third  paragraphs  —  public 
lands.]  The  first,  second,  and  third  paragraphs  of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian 
Organic  Act  are  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

**  Sec.  73.  (a)  That  when  used  in  this  section  — 

'*(!)  The  term  '  commissioner  '  means  the  commissioner  of  public  lands  of 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii; 

*'  (2)  The  term  *  land  board  '  means  the  board  of  public  lands,  as  provided  in 
subdivision  (1)  of  this  section; 

**  (3)  The  term  '  public  lands  '  includes  all  lands  in  the  Territory  of  Hav^nii 
classed  as  government  or  crown  lands  previous  to  August  15,  1895,  or  acquired 
by  the  government  upon  or  subsequent  to  such  date  by  purchase,  exchange, 
escheat,  or  the  exercise  of  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  or  in  any  other  manner ; 
except  (1)  lands  designated  in  section  203  of  the  Hawaiian  Homes  Commission 
Act,  1920,  (2)  lands  set  apart  or  reserved  by  Executive  order  by  the  President, 
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(3)  lands  set  aside  or  withdrawn  by  the  governor  under  the  provisions  of  sub- 
division (g)  of  this  section,  (4)  sites  of  public  buildings,  lands  used  for  roads, 
streets,  landings,  nurseries,  parks,  tracts  reserved  for  forest  growth  or  con- 
servation of  water  supply,  or  other  public  purposes,  and  (5)  lands  to  which  the 
United  States  has  relinquished  the  absolute  fee  and  ownership,  unless  subse- 
quently placed  under  the  control  of  the  commissioner  and  given  the  status  of 
public  lands  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  the  Hawaiian  Homes 
Commission  Act,  1920,  or  the  Revised  Laws  of  Hawaii  of  1915 ;  and 

**(4)  The  term  '  person  '  includes  individual,  partnership,  corporation,  and 
association. 

**(b)  Any  term  defined  or  described  in  section  347  or  351  of  the  Revised 
Laws  of  Hawaii  of  1915,  except  a  term  defined  in  subdivision  (a)  of  this  section, 
shall,  whenever  used  in  this  section,  if  not  inconsistent  with  the  context  or  any 
provision  of  this  section,  have  the  same  meaning  as  given  it  by  such  definition 
or  description. 

**  (c)  The  laws  of  Hawaii  relating  to  public  lands,  the  settlement  of  boundaries, 
and  the  issuance  of  patents  on  land  commission  awards,  except  as  changed  by 
this  Act,  shall  continue  in  force  until  Congr*^ss  shall  otherwise  provide.  Subject 
to  the  approval  of  the  President,  all  sales,  grants,  leases,  and  other  dispositions 
of  the  public  domain,  and  agreements  concerning  the  same,  and  all  franchises 
granted  by  the  Hawaiian  government  in  conformity  with  the  laws  of  Hawaii, 
between  the  7th  day-  of  July,  1898,  and  the  28th  day  of  September,  1899,  are 
hereby  ratified  and  confirmed.  In  said  laws  *  land  patent  '  shall  be  substituted 
for  'royal  patent*;  'commissioner  of  public  lands,*  for  'minister  of  the 
interior.'  '  agent  of  public  lands,'  and  '  commissioners  of  public  lands,'  or  their 
equivalents;  and  the  words '  that  I  am  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,'  or  *  that  I 
have  declared  my  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  as  required 
by  law,'  for  the  words  '  that  I  am  a  citizen  by  birth  (or  naturalization)  of  the 
Republic  of  Hawaii,'  or  '  that  I  have  received  letters  of  denization  under  the 
Republic  of  Hawaii,'  or  '  that  I  have  received  a  certificate  of  special  right  of 
citizenship  from  the  Republic  of  Hawaii.' 

"(d)  No  lease  of  agricultural  lands  or  of  undeveloped  arid  public  land 
which  is  capable  of  being  converted  into  agricultural  land  by  the  development, 
for  irrigation  purposes,  of  either  the  underlying  or  adjacent  waters,  or  both, 
shall  be  granted,  sold,  or  renewed  by  the  government  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
for  a  longer  period  than  fifteen  years.  Each  such  lease  shall  be  sold  at  public 
auction  to  the  highest  bidder  after  due  notice  as  provided  in  subdivision  (h) 
of  this  section  and  the  laws  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii.  Each  such  notice  shall 
state  all  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  sale.  The  land,  or  any  part  thereof 
so  leased,  maj"  at  any  time  during  the  term  of  the  lease  be  withdrawn  from  the 
operation  thereof  for  homestead  or  public  purposes,  in  which  case  the  rent 
reserved  shall  be  reduced  in  proportion  to  the  value  of  the  part  so  withdrawn. 
Every  such  lease  shall  contain  a  provision  to  that  effect:  Provided,  That  the 
commissioner  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  governor  and  at  least  two-thirds  of 
the  members  of  the  land  board,  omit  such  withdrawal  provision  from  the  lease 
of  any  lands  suitable  for  the  cultivation  of  sugar  cane  whenever  he  deems  it 
advantageous  to  the  Territory  of  Hawaii.  Land  so  leased  shall  not  be  subject 
to  such  right  of  withdrawal. 

"  (e)  All  funds  arising  from  the  sale  or  lease  or  other  disposal  of  public  land 
shall  be  appropriated  by  the  laws  of  the  government  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 


84  FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  8UPP. 

and  applied  to  such  uses  and  purposes  for  the  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii  as  are  consistent  with  the  joint  resolution  of  annexation, 
approved  July  7,  1898, 

**  (f)  No  person  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  any  certificate  of  occupation,  right 
of  purchase  lease,  cash  freehold  agreement,  or  special  homestead  agreement  who, 
or  whose  husband  or  wife,  has  previously  taken  or  held  more  than  ten  acres  of 
land  under  any  such  certificate,  lease,  or  agreement  made  or  issued  after  May 
27,  1910,  or  under  any  homestead  lease  or  patent  based  thereon;  or  who,  or 
whose  husband  or  wife,  or  both  of  them,  owns  other  land  in  the  Territory,  the 
combined  area  of  which  and  the  land  in  question  exceeds  eighty  acres;  or  who 
is  an  alien,  unless  he  has  declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  as  provided  by  law.  No  person  who  has  so  declared  his  intention  and 
taken  or  held  under  any  such  certificate,  lease,  or  agreement  shall  continue  so 
to  hold  or  become  entitled  to  a  homestead  lease  or  patent  of  the  land,  unless  he 
becomes  a  citizen  within  five  years  after  so  taking. 

*'(g)  No  public  land  for  which  any  such  certificate,  lease,  or  agreement  is 
issued  after  May  27,  1910,  or  any  part  thereof,  or  interest  therein  or  control 
thereof,  shall,  without  th«  written  consent  of  the  commissioner  and  governor, 
thereafter,  whether  before  or  after  a  homestead  lease  of  patent  has  been  issued 
thereon,  be  or  be  contracted  to  be  in  any  way,  directly  or  indirectly,  by  process 
of  law  or  otherwise,  conveyed,  mortgaged,  leased,  or  otherwise  transferred  to, 
or  acquired  or  hield  by  or  for  the  benefit  of,  any  alien  or  corporation ;  or  before 
or  after  the  issuance  of  a  homestead  lease  or  before  the  issuance  of  a  patent  to 
or  by  or  for  the  benefit  of  any  other  person ;  or,  after  the  issuance  of  a  patent,  to 
or  by  or  for  the  benefit  of  any  person  who  owns,  or  holds,  or  controls,  directly 
or  indirectly,  other  land  or  the  use  thereof,  the  combined  area  of  which  and  the 
land  in  question  exceeds  eighty  acres.  The  prohibitions  of  this  paragraph  shall 
not  apply  to  transfers  or  acquisitions  by  inheritance  or  between  tenants  in 


common.'' 


For  sec.  73  as  it  read  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   511. 

Sec.  305.  [Sec.  73  farther  amended  —  fourth  and  fifth  paragraphs.]     The 

fourth  and  fifth  paragraphs  of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  are 
hereby  amended  by  inserting  **  (h) ''  at  the  beginning  pf  the  fourth  paragraph 
and  *'  (i) "  at  the  beginning  of  the  fifth  paragraph. 

For  sec.  73  as  it  read  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)  511. 

Sec.  306.  [Sec.  73  further  amended  —  sixth  paragraph.]  The  sixth  para- 
graph of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

*'  (j)  The  commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  governor,  may  give  to  any 
person  (1)  who  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  or  who  has  legally  declared  his 
intention  to  become  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  and  hereafter  becomes  such, 
and  (2)  who  has,  or  whose  predecessors  in  interest  have,  improved  any  parcel 
of  public  lands  and  resided  thereon  continuously  for  the  ten  years  next  pre- 
ceding the  application  to  purchase,  a  preference  right  to  purchase  so  much  of 
such  parcel  and  such  adjoining  land  as  may  reasonably  be  required  for  a  home, 
at  a  fair  price  to  be  determined  by  three  disinterested  citizens  to  be  appointed 
by  the  governor.  In  the  determination  of  such  purchase  price  the  commissioner 
may,  if  he  deems  it  just  and  reasonable,  disregard  the  value  of  the  improvements 
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on  such  parcel  and  adjoining  land.  If  such  parcel  of  public  lands  is  reserved 
for  public  purjKises,  either  for  the  use  of  the  United  States  or  the  Territory  of 
Hawaii,  the  commissioner  may  with  the  approval  of  the  governor  grant  to  such 
person  a  preference  right  to  purchase  public  lands  which  are  of  similar  char- 
acter, value,  and  area,  and  which  are  situated  in  the  same  land  district.  The 
privilege  granted  by  this  paragraph  shall  not  extend  to  any  original  lessee  or  to 
an  assignee  of  an  entire  lease  of  public  lands." 

For  sec.  73  as  it  read  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   511. 

Sec.  307.  [Sec.  7S  fnrther  amended  —  seventh  paragraph.]  -The  seventh 
paragraph  of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  is  hereby  amended  by 
inserting  **  (k)  "  at  the  beginning  thereof. 

For  sec.  73  as  it  read  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   511. 

Sec.  308.  [Sec.  73  further  amended  —  eighth  paragraph.]  The  eighth  para- 
graph of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

**(1)  No  sale  of  lands  for  other  than  homestead  purposes,  except  as  herein 
provided,  'and  no  exchange  by  which  the  Territory  shall  convey  lands  exceed- 
ing either  forty  acres  in  area  or  $5,000  in  value  shall  be  made.  No  lease  of 
agricultural  lands  exceeding  forty  acres  in  area,  or  of  pastoral  or  waste  lands 
exceeding  two  hundred  acres  in  area,  shall  be  made  without  the  approval  of 
two-thirds  of  the  board  of  public  lands,  which  is  hereby  constituted,  the  mem- 
bers of  which  are  to  be  appointed  by  the  governor  as  provided  in  section  80  of 
this  Act,  and  until  the  legislature  shall  otherwise  provide  said  board  shall  con- 
sist of  six  members,  and  its  members  be  appointed  for  a  term  of  four  years: 
Provided,  however,  That  the  commissioner  shall,  with  the  approval  of  said 
board,  sell  to  any  citizen  of  the  United  States,  or  to  any  person  who  has  legally 
declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen,  for  residence  purposes  lots  and  tracts, 
not  exceeding  three  acres  in  area,  and  that  sales  of  Government  lands  may  be 
made  upon  the  approval  of  said  board  whenever  necessary  to  locate  thereon 
railroad  rights  of  way,  railroad  tracks,  side  tracks,  depot  grounds,  pipe  lines, 
irrigation  ditches,  pumping  stations,  reservoirs,  factories,  and  mills  and  appurte- 
nances thereto,  including  houses  for  employees,  mercantile  establishments,  hotels, 
churches,  and  private  schools;  and  all  such  sales  shall  be  limited  to  the  amount 
actually  necessarj'  for  the  economical  conduct  of  such  business  or  undertaking: 
Provided  further,  That  no  exchange  of  Government  lands  shall  hereafter  be 
made  without  the  approval  of  two-thirds  of  the  members  of  said  board,  and  no 
such  exchange  shall  be  made  except  to  acquire  lands  directly  for  public  u^s. ' ' 

For  sec.  73  as  it  read  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  611. 

Sec.  309.  [Sec.  73  further  amended  —  ninth  paragraph.]  The  ninth  para- 
graph of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  is  hereby  amended  by  insert- 
ing **  (m) ''  at  the  beginning  thereof. 

For  sec.  73  as  it  read  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   511. 

Sec.  310.  [Sec.  73  further  amended  —  tenth  paragraph.]  The  tenth  para- 
graph of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

**  (n)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  commissioner  to  cause  to  be  surveyed  and 
opened  for  homestead  entry  a  reasonable  amount  of  desirable  agricultural  lands 
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and  also  of  pastoral  lands  in  the  various  parts  of  the  Territory  for  homestead 
purposes  on  or  before  January  1,  1911,  and  he  shall  annually  thereafter  cause 
to  be  surveyed  for  homestead  purposes  such  amount  of  agricultural  lands  and 
pastoral  lands  in  various  parts  of  the  Territory  as  there  may  be  demand  for  by 
persons  having  the  qualifications  of  homesteaders.  In  laying  out  any  homestead 
the  commissioner  shall  include  in  the  homestead  lands  sufficient  to  support 
thereon  an  ordinary  family,  but  not  exceeding  eighty  acres  of  agricultural  lands 
and  two  hundred  and  fifty  acres  of  first-class  pastoral  lands  or  five  hundred 
acres  of  second-class  pastoral  lands ;  or  in  case  of  a  homestead,  including  pastoral 
lands  only,  n/)t  exceeding  five  hundred  acres  of  first-class  pastoral  lands  or  one 
thousand  acres  of  second-class  pastoral  lands.  All  necessary  expenses  for  sur- 
veying and  opening  any  such  lands  for  homesteads  shall  be  paid  for  out  of  any 
funds  of  the  Territorial  treasury  derived  from  the  sale  or  lease  of  the  public 
lands,  which  funds  are  hereby  made  available  for  such  purposes. 

**  (o)  The  commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  governor,  may  by  contract 
or  agreement  authorize  any  person  who  has  the  right  of  possession,  under  a 
general  lease  from  the  Territory,  of  agricultural  or  pastoral  lands  included  in 
any  homestead,  to  continue  in  possession  of  such  lands  after  the  expiration  of 
the  lease  until  such  time  as  the  homesteader  takes  actual  possession  thereof 
under  any  form  of  homestead  agreement.  The  commissioner  may  fix  in  the 
cpntract  or  agreement  such  other  terms  and  conditions  as  he  deems  advisable.*' 

For  sec.  73  as  it  read  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)  511. 

Sec.  311.  [Sec.  73  further  amended  —  eleventh  and  twelfth  para^aphs.] 
The  eleventh  and  twelfth  paragraphs  of  section  73  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic 
Act  are  hereby  amended  by  inserting  **  (p)  '*  at  the  beginning  of  the  eleventh 
paragraph  and  ''  (q)  '*  at  the  beginning  of  the  twelfth  paragraph. 

For  sec.  73  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   511. 

Sec.  312.  [Sec.  80  amended  —  fourth  paragraph  —  citizenship  of  officers.] 

The  fourth  paragraph  of  section  80  of  the  Hawaiian  Organic  Act  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

**  All  officers  appointed  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  citizens  of 
the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and  shall  have  resided  therein  for  at  least  three  years 
next  preceding  their  appointment.*' 

For  sec.  80  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  517. 

Sec.  313.  [Sec.  86  amended  —  federal  court.]  Section  86  of  the  Hawaiian 
Organic  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

'*  Sec.  86.  (a)  That  there  shall  be  established  in  the  said  Territory  a  district 
court,  to  consist  of  two  judges,  who  shall  reside  therein  and  be  called  district 
judges,  and  who  shall  each  receive  an  annual  salary  of  $7,500.  The  said  court 
while  in  session  shall  be  presided  over  by  only  one  of  said  judges.  The  two 
judges  shall  from  time  to  time,  either  by  order  or  rules  of  the  court,  prescribe 
at  what  times  and  in  what  class  of  cases  each  of  them  shall  preside.  The  said 
two  judges  shall  have  the  same  powers  in  all  matters  coming  before  said  court.'* 
[sic] 

**(b)  The  President  of  the  United  States,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 
sent of  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  shall  appoint  two  district  judges,  a  dis- 
trict attorney,  and  a  marshal  of  the  United  States  for  the  said  district,  all  of 
whom  shall  be  citizens  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and  shall  have  resided  therein 
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for  at  least  three  years  next  preceding  their  appointment.  Said  judges,  attor- 
ney,  and  marshal  shall  hold  office  for  six  years  unless  sooner  removed  by  the 
President. 

**(c)  The  said  court  shall  have,  in  addition  to  the  ordinary  jurisdiction  of 
district  courts  of  the  United  States,  jurisdiction  of  all  cases  cognizable  in  a  cir- 
cuit court  of  the  United  States,  and  shall  proceed  therein  in  the  same  manner 
as  a  circuit  court;  and  the  said  judges,  district  attorney,  and  marshal  shall 
have  and  exercise  in  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  all  the  powers  conferred  by  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  upon  the  judges,  district  attorneys,  and  marshals  of 
district  and  circuit  courts  of  the  United  States. 

**(d)  Writs  of  error  and  appeals  from  the  said  district  court  shall  be  had 
and  allowed  to  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  for  the  ninth  judicial  circuit  in  the 
same  manner  as  writs  of  error  and  appeals  are  allowed  from  circuit  courts  to 
circuit  courts  of  appeal  as  provided  by  law,  and  appeals  and  writs  of  error  may 
be  taken  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  from  said  district  court  in 
cases  where  appeals  and  writs  of  error  are  allowed  from  the  district  and  circuit 
courts  of  the  United  States  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  relating  to  juries  and  jury  trials  gjiall  be  applicable  .to  said  district  court. 
The  laws  of  the  United  States  relating  to  appeals,  writs  of  error,  removal  of 
causes,  and  other  matters  and  proceedings  as  between  the  courts  of  the  United 
States  and  the  courts  of  the  several  States  shall  govern  in  such  matters  and 
proceedings  as  between  the  courts  of  the  United  States  and  the  courts  of  the 
Territory  of  Hawaii.  Regular  terms  of  said  court  shall  be  held  at  Honolulu 
on  the  second  Monday  in  April  and  October,  and  special  terms  may  be  held  at 
such  times  and  places  in  said  district  as  the  said  judges  may  deem  expedient. 
The  said  district  judges  shall  appoint  a  clerk  of  said  court  at  a  salary  of  $4,200 
per  annum  and  shall  appoint  a  reporter  of  said  court  at  a  salary  of  $3,000 
per  annum.  The  clerk  of  the  district  court  with  the  approval  of  the  judges 
thereof  may  appoint  two  deputy  clerks  at  salaries  of  $2,500  each  per  annum.'* 

For  sec.  86  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  521. 

Sec.  314.  [Sec.  92  amended  —  salaries  of  officers.]  Section  92  of  the 
Hawaiian  Organic  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

**  Sec.  92.  That  the  following  officers  shall  receive  the  following  annual  sal- 
aries, to  be  paid  by  the  United  States:  The  governor,  $10,000;  the  secretary 
of  the  Territory,  $5,400 ;  the  chief  justice  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Territory, 
$7,500;  the  associate  judges  of  the  Supreme  Court,  $7,000  each;  the  judges  of 
the  circuit  courts,  $6,000  each;  the  United  States  district  attorney,  $5,000;  the 
United  States  marshal,  $5,000.  The  governor  shall  receive  annually  from  the 
United  States,  in  addition  to  his  salary,  (1)  the  sum  of  $1,000  for  stationery, 
postage,  and  incidentals,  and  (2)  his  traveling  expenses  while  absent  from  the 
capital  on  official  business.  The  governor  is  authorized  to  employ  a  private 
secretary  who  shall  receive  an  annual  salary  of  $3,000,  to  be  paid  by  the  United 
States."     . 

For  sec.  92  before  amendment  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  525. 

Sec.  315.  [Addition  of  sees.  105,  106,  107  at  end  of  Act.]  The  Hawaiian 
Organic  Act  is  hereby  further  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  three 
additional  sections  to  read  as  follows: 

''  Sec.  105.  [Citizenship  of  employees  on  public  works.]  That  no  person 
shall  be  employed  as  a  mechanic  or  laborer  upon  any  public  work  carried  on  in 
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the  Territory  of  Hawaii  by  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  whether  the 
work  is  done  by  contract  or  otherwise,  unless  such  person  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  or  eligible  to  become  such  a  citizen. 

''  Sec.  106.  [Powers  and  duties  of  board  of  harbor  cominissioners.]    The 

board  of  harbor  commissioners  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  shall  have  and  exer- 
cise all  the  powers  and  shall  perform  all  the  duties  which  may  lawfully  be 
exercised  by  or  under  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  relative  to  the  control  and  man- 
agement of  the  shores,  shore  waters,  navigable  streams,  harbors,  harbor  and 
water-front  improvements,  ports,  docks,  wharves,  quays,  bulkheads,  and  land- 
ings belonging  to  or  controlled  by  the  Territory,  and  the  shipping  using  the 
same,  and  shall  have  the  authority  to  use  and  permit  and  regulate  the  use  of 
the  wharves,  piers,  bulkheads,  quays,  and  landings  belonging  to  or  controlled 
by  the  Territory  for  receiving  or  discharging  passengers  and  for  loading  and 
landing  merchandise,  with  a  right  to  collect  wharfage  and  demurrage  thereon  or 
therefor,  and,  subject  to  all  applicable  provisions  of  law,  to  fix  and  regulate 
from  time  to  time  rates  for  services  rendered  in  mooring  vessels,  charges  for 
the  use  of  moorings  belonging  to  or  controlled  by  the  Territory,  rates  or  cliarges 
for  the  services  of  pilots,  wharfage,  *r  demurrage,  rents  or  charges  for  ware- 
houses or  warehouse  space,  for  office  or  office  space,  for  storage  of  freight,  ^oods, 
wares,  and  merchandise,  for  storage  space  for  the  use  of  donkey  engines,  der- 
ricks, or  other  equipment  belonging  to  the  Territory,  under  the  control  of  tjiie 
board,  and  to  make  other  charges,  including  toll  or  tonnage  charges  on  freight 
passing  over  or  across  wharves,  docks,  quays,  bulkheads,  or  landings.  The  board 
shall  likewise  have  power  to  appoint  and  remove  clerks,  wharfingers  and  their 
assistants,  pilots  and  pilot-boat  crews,  and  all  such  other  employees  as  may  be 
necessary,  and  to  fix  their  compensation ;  to  make  rules  and  regulations  pursuant 
to  this  section  and  not  inconsistent  with  law ;  and  generally  shall  have  all  powers 
necessary  fully  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  this  section. 

"All  moneys  appropriated  for  harbor  improvements,  including  new  construc- 
tion, reconstruction,  repairs,  salaries,  and  operating  expenses,  shall  be  expended 
under  the  supervision  and  control  of  the  board,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  law. 
All  contracts  and  agreements  authorized  by  law  to  be  entered  into  by  the  board 
shall  be  executed  on  its  behalf  by  its  chairman. 

*  *  The  board  shall  prepare  and  submit  annually  to  the  governor  a  report  of  its 
official  acts  during  the  preceding  year,  together  with  its  recommendations  as  to 
harbor  improvements  throughout  the  Territory. 


''  Sec.  107.  [Name  of  Act.]  That  this  Act  may  be  cited  as  the  *  Hawaiian 
Organic  Act.'  '* 

Title  4. —  Miscellaneous  Provisions. 

Sec.  401.  [Repeal  of  inconsistent  Acts.]  All  Acts  or  parts  of  Acts,  either  of 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii,  to  the  extent 
that  they  are  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  are  hereby  repealed. 

Sec.  402.  [Unconstitutionality  of  any  provision — validity  of  remainxler  of 
Act.]  If  any  provision  of  this  Act,  or  the  application  of  such  provision  to  cer- 
tain circumstances,  is  held  unconstitutional,  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  the 
application  of  such  provision  to  circumstances  other  than  those  as  to  which  it  is 
held  unconstitutional  shall  not  be  held  invalidated  thereby. 
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HEALTH  AND  QUARANTINE 

Act  of  Feb.  27,  1921,  89, 

Vessels  from  Foreign  Ports  —  BUI  of  Health  from  Consular  Officer, 
etc.—  Sec.  2  of  Act  of  Feb,  15,  1893,  Amended,  89. 

Act  of  March  4, 1921  (Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act),  90, 

Sec,    1,  Public     Health     Service  —  Limitation     on     Expenditures     for 
Advirtising,  90. 

Act  of  June  16.  1921  C  Second  Deficiency  Act,  Fiscal  Year,  1921  ''),  90. 

Vessels  at  Quarantine  Stations  —  Fees  Imposed  by  Secretary  of 
Treasury,  90. 

Act  of  Nov.  23,  1921,  90, 

Sec.    1,  Maternity  and  Infancy  —  Promotion  of  Welfare  and  Hygiene-^ 
Federal  Aid,  90, 

2,  Apportionment  of  Moneys  Among  Different  States,  91, 

3,  Board  of  Maternity  and  Infant  Hygiene  —  Creation  —  Adminis- 

tration of  Act  by  Children's  Bureau  of  Department  of  Labor,  91. 

4,  How  States  May  Secure  Benefits  of  Act,  91. 

5,  Fund  for  Administration  of  Provisions  of  Act,  92. 

6,  Employees  —  Supplies  t- Travel  and  Other  Expenses,  92. 

7,  Appropriation  When  Apportioned  —  Duties  of  Children's  Bureau, 

92. 

8,  Submission  of  Plans  by  State  for  Carrying  Out  Provisions  of  Act, 

92, 

9,  Authority  of  Children's  Bureau  Over  Children,  92, 

10.  Certificate  to  Secretary  of  Treasury  of  Amount  to  Which  States 

Entitled,  92, 

11.  Reports  by  States  Receiving  Federal  Aid — Withholding  of  Cer- 

tificate by  Children's  Bureau,  93, 

12.  Application  of  Moneys  Apportioned  to  States  —  Prohibited  Pur- 

poses,  93. 

13.  Authority   of   Secretary   of  Labor  —  Supervision   of   Children's 

Bureau,  93, 

14.  Control  by  States  of  Administration  of  Act  within  Their  Territory, 

94. 

CROSS-R£FER£NCE 

See  also  HOSPITALS  AND  ASYLUMS 

An  Act  To  amend  ''An  Act  granting  additional  quarantine  powers  and  impos-' 
ing  additional  duties  upon  the  Marine  Hospital  Service/'  approved 
February  15,  1893. 

[Act  of  Feb.  27,  1921.] 

[Vessels  from  foreign  port«  —  bill  of  health  from  consular  officer,  etc. — 
sec.  2  of  Act  of  Feb.  15,  1893,  amended.]  That  first  paragraph  of  section  2  of 
the  Act  granting  additional  quarantine  powers  and  imposing  additional  duties 
upon  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service,  approved  February  15,  1893, 
to  be  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
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*'  Siic.  2.  That  any  vessel  at  any  foreign  port  clearing  or  departing  for  any 
port  or  place  in  the  United  States  or  its  possessions  or  other  dependencies  or 
any  vessel  at  any  port  in  the  possessions  or  other  dependencies  of  the  United 
States  clearing  or  departing  for  any  port  or  place  in  the  United  States  or  its 
possessions  or  other  dependencies,  shall  be  required  to  obtain  from  the  consul, 
vice  consul,  or  other  consular  officer  of  the  United  States  at  the  port  of  depart- 
ure, or  from  the  medical  officer  where  such  officer  has  been  detailed  by  the 
President  for  that  purpose,  a  bill  of  health  in  duplicate,  in  the  form  pre- 
scribed by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  setting  forth  the  sanitary  history 
and  condition  of  said  vessel,  and  that  it  has  in  all  respects  complied  with  the 
rules  and  regulations  in  such  cases  prescribed  for  securing  the  best  sanitary 
condition  of  the  said  vessel,  its  cargo,  passengers,  and  crew;  and  said  consular 
or  medical  officer  is  required,  before  granting  such  duplicate  bill  of  health,  to 
be  satisfied  that  the  matters  and  things  therein  stated  are  true;  and  for  his 
services  in  that  behalf  he  shall  be  entitled  to  demand  and  receive  such  fees 
as  shall  by  lawful  regulation  be  allowed,  to  be  accounted  for  as  is  required 
in  other  cases." 

For  section  2  as  originally  enacted,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   549. 


[Skc.  1.]  •  •  •  [Public  Health  Service  —  limitation  on  expenditures  for 
advertising.]  Appropriations  herein  or  hereafter  made  for  the  Public  Health 
Senuce  shall  not  be  expended  for  advertising  in  newspapers,  magazines,  or 
periodicals  for  any  purpose  other  than  the  procurement  of  necessary  employees 
and  bids  for  necessary  services,  supplies,  materials,  and  equipment. 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,  1021. 


•  •  •  [Vessels  at  quarantine  stations  —  fees  imposed  by  Secretary  of 
Treasury.]  On  and  after  July  1,  1921,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  author- 
ized and  directed  to  promulgate  such  a  schedule  of  fees  to  be  charged  vessels  at 
each  of  the  national  quarantine  stations  as  will  be  fair  and  reasonable  for  the 
services  rendered  by  each  station:  Provided,  That  this  authority  shall  not  be 
applicable  to  any  quarantine  station  where  the  fees  are  now  fixed  by  law. 

This  is  from  the  "  Second  Deficiency  Act,   Fiscal  Year,  1921,"  approved  June  16,  19S1. 


An  Act  For  the  promotion  of  the  welfare  and  hygiene  of  maternity  and  inf ancy, 

and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  Nov,  23,  1921,] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Blatemity  and  infancy  —  promotion  of  welfare  and  hygiene  — 
Federal  aid.]  That  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  annually, 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sums  speci- 
fied in  section  2  of  this  Act,  to  be  paid  to  the  several  States  for  the  purpose  of 
cooperating  with  them  in  promoting  the  welfare  and  hygiene  of  maternity  and 
infancy  as  hereinafter  provided. 
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Sec.  2.  [Apportionment  of  moneys  among  different  states.]  For  the  par- 
pose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  there  is  authorized  to  be  appro- 
priated, out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  for  the 
current  fiscal  year  $480,000,  to  be  equally  apportioned  among  the  several  States, 
and  for  each  subsequent  year,  for  the  period  of  five  years,  $240,000,  to  be 
equally  apportioned  among  the  several  States  in  the  manner  hereinafter  pro- 
vided: Provided,  That  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  for  the 
use  of  the  States,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1922,  an  additional  sum  of  $1,000,000,  and  annually  thereafter,  for 
the  period  of  five  years,  an  additional  sum  not  to  exceed  $1,000,000 :  Provided 
further.  That  the  additional  appropriations  herein  authorized  shall  be  appor- 
tioned $5,000  to  each  State  and  the  balance  among  the  States  in  the  propor- 
tion which  their  population  bears  to  the  total  population  of  the  States  of  the 
United  States,  according  to  the  last  preceding  United  States  census:  And  pro- 
vided further,  That  no  payment  out  of  the  additional  appropriation  herein 
authorized  shall  be  made  in  any  year  to  any  State  until  an  equal  sum  has  been 
appropriated  for  that  year  by  the  legislature  of  such  State  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  services  and  facilities  provided  for  in  this  Act. 

So  much  of  the  amount  apportioned  to  any  State  for  any  fiscal  year  as  re- 
mains unpaid  to  such  State  at  the  close  thereof  shall  be  available  for  expenditures 
in  that  State  until  the  close  of  the  succeeding  fiscal  year. 


Sec.  3.  [Board  of  Maternity  and  Infant  Hygiene — creation  —  adminis- 
tration of  Act  by  Children's  Bureau  of  Department  of  Labor.]  There  is  hereby 
created  a  Board  of  Maternity  and  Infant  Hygiene,  which  shall  consist  of  the 
Chief  of  the  Children's  Bureau,  the  Surgeon  General  of  the  United  States  Public 
Health  Service,  and  the  United  States  Commissioner  of  Education,  and  which 
is  hereafter  designated  in  this  Act  as  the  Board.  The  Board  shall  elect  its  own 
chairman  and  perform  the  duties  provided  for  in  this  Act. 

The  Children's  Bureau  of  the  Department  of  Labor  shall  be  charged  with 
the  administration  of  this  Act,  except  as  herein  otherwise  provided,  and  the 
Chief  of  the  Children's  Bureau  shall  be  the  executive  officer.  It  shall  be  the 
duty  of  the  Children's  Bureau  to  make  or  cause  to  be  made  such  studies,  investi- 
gations, and  reports  as  will  promote  the  efficient  administration  of  this  Act. 

For  Act  creating  Children's  Bureau  see  6  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)  295. 

Sec.  4.  [How  states  may  secure  beueiftts  of  Act.]  In  order  to  secure  the 
benefits  of  the  appropriations  authorized  in  section  2  of  this  Act,  any  State 
shall,  through  the  legislative  authority  thereof,  accept  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  and  designate  or  authorize  the  creation  of  a  State  agency  with  which  the 
Children's  Bureau  shall  have  aU  necessary  powers  to  cooperate  as  herein  pro- 
vided in  the  administration  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act :  Provided,  That  in  any 
State  having  a  chUd-welfare  or  child-hygiene  division  in  its  State  agency  of 
health,  the  said  State  agency  of  health  shall  administer  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  through  such  divisions.  If  the  legislature  of  any  State  has  not  made  pro- 
vision for  accepting  the  provisions  of  this  Act  the  governor  of  such  State  may 
in  so  far  as  he  is  authorized  to  do  so  by  the  laws  of  such  State  accept  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  and  designate  or  create  a  State  agency  to  cooperate  with 
the  Children's  Bureau  until  six  months  after  the  adjournment  of  the  first 
regular  session  of  the  legislature  in  such  State  following  the  passage  of  this  Act. 
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ScE.  5.  [Fund  for  administration  of  provisions  of  Act.]  So  much,  not  to 
exceed  5  per  centum,  of  the  additional  appropriations  authorized  for  any  fiscal 
year  under  section  2  of  this  Act,  as  the  Children's  Bureau  may  estimate  to  be 
necessary  for  administering  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  as  herein  provided,  shall 
be  deducted  for  that  purpose,  to  be  available  until  expended. 

Sec.  6.  [Employees  —  supplies  —  travel  and  other  expenses.]    Out  of  the 

amounts  authorized  under  section  5  of  this  Act  the  Children's  Bureau  is 
authorized  to  employ  such  assistants,  clerks,  and  other  persons  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  to  be  taken  from  the  eligible  lists  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission,  and  to  purchase  such  supplies,  material,  equipment,  office 
fixtures,  and  apparatus,  and  to  incur  such  travel  and  other  expense  as  it  may 
deem  necessary  for  carrying  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  7.  [Appropriation  when  apportioned  —  duties  of  Children's  Bureau.] 

Within  sixty  days  after  any  appropriation  authorized  by  this  Act  has  been 
made,  the  Children's  Bureau  shall  make  the  apportionment  herein  provided 
for  and  shall  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  the  amount  estimated 
by  the  bureau  to  be  necessary  for  administering  the  provisions  of  this  Act, 
and  shall  certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  to  the  treasurers  of  the 
various  States  the  amount  which  has  been  apportioned  to  each  State  for  the 
fiscal  year  for  which  such  appropriation  has  been  made. 

ScE.  8.  [Submission  of  plans  by  State  for  carrying  out  provisions  of  Act.] 
Any  State  desiring  to  receive  the  benefits  of  this  Act  shall,  by  its  agency 
described  in  section  4,  submit  to  the  Children's  Bureau  detailed  plans  for 
carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Act  within  such  State,  which  plans  shall 
be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  board ;  Provided,  That  the  plans  of  the  States 
under  this  Act  shall  provide  that  no  oflSeial,  or  agent,  or  representative  in  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  enter  any  home  or  take  charge  of  any 
child  over  the  objection  of  the  parents,  or  either  of  them,  or  the  person  standing 
in  loco  parentis  or  having  custody  of  such  child.  If  these  plans  shall  be  in 
conformity  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  reasonably  appropriate  and 
adequate  to  carry  out  its  purposes  they  shall  be  approved  by  the  board  and  due 
notice  of  such  approval  shall  be  sent  to  the  State  agency  by  the  chief  of  the 
Children's  Bureau. 

Sec  9.  [Authority  of  Children's  Bureau  over  children.]  No  official,  agent, 
or  representative  of  the  Children's  Bureau  shall  by  virtue  of  this  Act  have 
any  right  to  enter  any  home  over  the  objection  of  the  owner  thereof,  or  to  take 
charge  of  any  child  over  the  objection  of  the  parents,  or  either  of  them,  or 
of  the  person  standing  in  loco  parentis  or  having  custody  of  such  child.  Nothing 
in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  as  limiting  the  power  of  a  parent  or  guardian 
or  person  standing  in  loco  parentis  to  determine  what  treatment  or  correction 
shall  be  provided  for  a  child  or  the  agency  or  agencies  to  be  employed  for 
such  purpose. 

Sec  10.  [Certificate  to  Secretary  of  Treasury  of  amount  to  which  states 
entitled.]  Within  sixty  days  after  any  appropriation  authorized  by  this  Act 
has  been  made,  and  as  often  thereafter  while  such  appropriation  remains  un- 
expended as  changed  conditions  may  warrant,  the  Children's  Bureau  shall  asc^r- 
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tain  the  amounts  that  have  been  appropriated  by  the  legislatures  of  the  several 
States  accepting  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  shall  certify  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  the  amount  to  which  each  State  is  entitled  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Act.  Such  certificate  shall  state  (1)  that  the  State  has,  through  its 
legislative  authority,  accepted  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  designated  or 
authorized  the  creation  of  an  agency  to  cooperate  with  the  Children's  Bureau, 
or  that  the  State  has  otherwise  accepted  this  Act,  as  provided  in  section  4 
hereof;  (2)  the  fact  that  the  proper  agency  of  the  State  has  submitted  to  the 
Children's  Bureau  detailed  plans  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Act, 
and  that  such  plans  have  been  approved  by  the  board;  (3)  the  amount,  if  any, 
that  has  been  appropriated  by  the  legislature  of  the  State  for  the  maintenance 
of  the  services  and  facilities  of  this  Act,  as  provided  in  section  2  hereof;  and 
(4)  the  amount  to  which  the  State  is  entitled  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 
Such  certificate,  when  in  conformity  with  the  provisions  hereof,  shall,  until 
revoked  as  provided  in  section  12  hereof,  be  sufficient  authority  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  make  pajTnent  to  the  State  in  accordance  therewith. 

Sec.  11.  [Reports  by  states  receiving  Federal  aid  —  withholding  of  certifi- 
cate by  Children's  Bureau.]  Each  State  agency  cooperating  with  the  Children's 
Bureau  under  this  Act  shall  make  such  reports  concerning  its  operations  and 
expenditures  as  shall  be  prescribed  or  requested  by  the  bureau.  The  Children's 
Bureau  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  board,  and  shall,  upon  request  of  a 
majority  of  the  board,  withhold  any  further  certificate  provided  for  in  section 
10  hereof  whenever  it  shall  be  determined  as  to  any  State  that  the  agency 
thereof  has  not  properly  expended  the  money  paid  to  it  or  the  moneys  herein 
required  to  be  appropriated  by  such  State  for  the  purposes  and  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  Such  certificate  may  be  withheld  until  such 
time  or  upon  such  conditions  as  the  Children's  Bureau,  with  the  approval  of 
the  board,  may  detennine;  when  so  withheld  the  State  agency  may  appeal  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  who  may  either  affirm  or  reverse  the  action 
of  the  Bureau  with  such  directions  as  he  shall  consider  proper :  Provided,  That 
before  any  such  certificate  shall  be  withheld  from  any  State,  the  chairman  of 
the  board  shall  give  notice  in  writing  to  the  authority  designated  to  represent 
the  State,  stating  specifically  wherein  said  State  has  failed  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  12.  [Application  of  moneys  apportioned  to  states  —  prohibited  pur- 
poses.] No  portion  of  any  moneys  apportioned  under  this  Act  for  the  benefit 
of  the  States  shall  be  applied,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  the. purchase,  erection, 
preservation,  or  repair  of  any  building  or  buildings  or  equipment,  or  for  the 
purchase  or  rental  of  any  buildings  or  lands,  nor  shall  any  such  moneys  or 
moneys  required  to  be  appropriated  by  any  State  for  the  purposes  and  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  this  Act  be  used  for  the  payment  of  any  maternity 
or  infancy  pension,  stipend,  or  gratuity. 

Sec.  13.  [Authority  of  Secretary  of  Labor — supervision  of  Children's 
Bureau.]  The  Children's  Bureau  shall  perform  the  duties  assigned  to  it  by  this 
Aet  under  the  supervision  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  and  he  shall  include  in  his 


94  FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 

annual  report  to  Congress  a  full  account  of  the  administration  of  this  Act  and 
expenditures  of  the  moneys  herein  authorized. 

Sec.  14.  [Control  by  states  of  administration  of  act  within  their  territory.] 

This  Act  shall  be  construed  as  intending  to  secure  to  the  various  States  control 
of  the  administration  of  this  Act  within  their  respective  States,  subject  only  to 
the  provisions  and  purposes  of  this  Act. 


HIGHWAYS 

Act  of  Nov,  9,  1921  ("  Federal  Highway  Act  ")  95, 

Sec,    1.  Citation  of  Act  as  ''  Fe^ral  Highway  Act/'  95. 

2,  Terms  Used  in  Act  Defined,  95, 

3,  Council  of  National  Defense  —  Powers  Respecting  Highways,  etc.. 

Transferred  to  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  95, 

4.  Accounting  Division  —  Establishment,  96. 

5.  Surplus  Supplies  Suitable  for  Highways  —  Transfer  from  War 

Department  —  Distribution,  96. 

6,  Projects    Receiving    Federal    Aid  —  Approval    by    Secretary    of 

Agriculture,  96. 

7,  Necessity  that  State  Set  Aside  Fund  for  Federal  Aid  Roads,  97, 

8.  Types  of  Surface  and  Kinds  of  Materials  for  Construction,  etc,  of 

Federal  Aid  Roads,  97, 

9.  Freedom  from  Tolls  of  Federal  Aid  Roads  —  Width  of  Roads,  97. 

10.  Payment  to  State  of  Sum  Apportioned  to  It,  98. 

11.  Surveys,  Plans,  Specifications,  and  Estimates  —  Approval  —  Set- 

ting Aside  State's  Share  of  Federal  Fund  —  Ptiblic  Land  States, 
98. 

12.  State  Highway  Department  —  Supervision  of  Work  on  Federal  Aid 

Roads  —  Approved  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  98. 

13.  Payments  to  State  on  Account  of  Construction,  etc.,  of  Federal  Aid 

Roads  —  How  and  When  Made,  99, 

14.  Failure  of  State  to  Maintain  Federal  Aid  Road  —  Duty  of  Secre- 

tary of  Agriculture,  99. 

15.  Maps  of  Federal  Aid  Roads  —  Preparation  and  Distribution,  99, 

16.  Property  of  Railroad  or  Canal  Company  Acquired  from  United 

States  —  Conveyance  to  State,  100, 

17.  Appropriation  of  Public  Lands  for   Highway   or  Forest   Road 

Purposes,  100, 

18.  Rules  and  Regulations  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture  —  Recommen- 

dations, 100. 

19.  Reports  to  Congress,  100, 

20.  Moneys  Available  for  Carrying  Out  Provisions  of  Act,  101. 

21.  Expenditures  for  Administering  Provisions  of  Act  and  for  Research 

Work  —  Deduction    from    Appropriation  —  Apportionment    of 
Remainder  to  States  —  Ratio  of  Apportionment,  101, 

22.  Certificate  of  Disposition  Made  of  Appropriations,  102, 

23.  Forest  Roads  and  Trails  —  Appropriation  —  Construction,  etc, — 

Contracts,  102, 
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Sec.  24.  Approval  of  Projects  in  States  Not  Permitted  by  Constitution,  etc., 
to  Provide  Revenue  for  Hightvays,  103. 

25.  Invalidity  of  Any  Provision  of  Act  —  Effect  on  Remainder,  103. 

26.  Repeal  of  Inconsistent  Acts,  103. 

An  Act  To  amend  the  Act  entitled  ''An  Act  to  provide  that  the  United  States 
shall  aid  the  States  in  the  construction  of  rural  post  roads,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  approved  July  11,  1916,  as  amended  and  supplemented,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  Nov.  9, 1921.] 


[Sec.  1.]  [Citation  of  act  as  "  Federal  Highway  Act.*']  That  this  Act  may 
be  cited  as  the  Federal  Highway  Act. 

Sec.  2.  [Terms  used  in  act  defined.]  That,  when  used  in  this  Act,  unless  the 
context  indicates  otherwise  — 

The  term  **  Federal  Aid  Act  "  means  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  provide 
that  the  United  States  shall  aid  the  States  in  the  construction  of  rural  post 
roads,  and  for  other  purposes/'  approved  July  11,  1916.  as  amended  by  sec- 
tions 5  and  6  of  an  Act  entitled  **An  Act  making  appropriations  for  the  service 
of  the  Post  Office  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1920,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  February  28,  1919,  and  all  other  Acts  amendatory 
thereof  or  supplementary  thereto. 

The  term  **  highway  "  includes  rights  of  way,  bridges,  drainage  structures, 
signs,  guard  rails,  and  protective  structures  in  connection  with  highways,  but 
shall  not  include  any  highway  or  street  in  a  municipality  having  a  population 
of  two  thousand  five  hundred  or  more  as  shown  by  the  last  available  census, 
except  that  portion  of  any  such  highway  or  street  along  which  within  a  distance 
of  one  mile  the  houses  average  more  than  two  hundred  feet  apart. 

The  term  **  State  highway  department  *'  includes  any  State  department,  com- 
mission, board,  or  official  having  adequate  powers  and  suitably  equipped  and 
organized  to  discharge  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretaiy  of  Agriculture  the 
duties  herein  required. 

The  term  **  maintenance  "  means  the  constant  making  of  needed  repairs  to 
preserve  a  smooth  surfaced  highway. 

The  term  **  construction  *'  means  the  supervising,  inspecting,  actual  building, 
and  all  expenses  incidental  to  the  construction  of  a  highway,  except  locating, 
surveying,  mapping,  and  costs  of  rights  of  way. 

The  term  **  reconstruction  '*  means  a  widening  or  a  rebuilding  of  the  highway 
or  any  portion  thereof  to  make  it  a  continuous  road,  and  of  sufficient  width  and 
strength  to  care  adequately  for  traffic  needs. 

The  term  *'  forest  roads  ''  means  roads  wholly  or  partly  within  or  adjacent  to 
and  serving  the  national  forests. 

The  term  **  State  funds  "  includes  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  funds  raised 
under  the  authority  of  the  State,  or  any  political  or  other  subdivision  thereof, 
and  made  available  for  expenditure  under  the  direct  control  of  the  State  highway 
department. 

For  Act  of  July  11,  1016,  mentioned  in  the  X^xt,  and  amendments,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  639;  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  299. 

Sec.  3.  [Council  of  National  Defense  —  powers  respecting  highways,  etc., 
trasififerred  to  Secretary  of  Agriculture.]    All  powers  and  duties  of  the  Council 
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of  National  Defense  under  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  making  appropriations 
for  the  support  of  the  Army  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1917,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  August  29,  1916,  in  relation  to  highway  or  highway 
transport,  are  hereby  transferred  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  the  Coun- 
cil of  National  Defense  is  directed  to  turn  over  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
the  equipment,  material,  supplies,  papers,  maps,  and  documents  utilized  in  the 
exercise  of  such  powers.  The  powers  and  duties  of  agencies  dealing  with  high- 
ways in  the  national  parks  or  in  military  or  naval  reservations  under  the  control 
of  the  United  States  Army  or  Navy,  or  with  highways  used  principally  for  mili- 
tary or  naval  purposes,  shall  not  be  taken  over  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
but  such  highways  shall  remain  under  the  control  and  jurisdiction  of  such 
agencies. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  authorized  to  cooperate  with  the  State  high- 
way departments,  and  with  the  Department  of  the  Interior  in  the  construction 
of  public  highways  within  Indian  reservations,  and  to  pay  the  amount  assumed 
therefor  from  the  funds  allotted  or  apportioned  under  this  Act  to  the  State 
wherein  the  reservation  is  located. 

For  that  part  of  the  Act  of  Aug.  29,  1916,  mentioned  in  the  text,  which  has  to  do  with  the 
Council  of  National  Defense,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d   ed.)   1342. 

Sec.  4.  [Accounting  division  —  establishment.]  That  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture shall  establish  an  accounting  division  which  shall  devise  and  install  a 
proper  method  of  keeping  the  accounts. 

Sec.  5.  [Surplus  supplies  suitable  for  highways  —  transfer  from  War 
Department  —  distribution.]  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  directed  to  transfer  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  upon  his 
request,  all  war  material,  equipment,  and  supplies  now  or  hereafter  declared 
surplus  from  stock  now  on  hand  and  not  needed  for  the  purposes  of  the  War 
Department  but  suitable  for  use  in  the  improvement  of  highways,  and  that  the 
same  shall  be  distributed  among  the  highway  departments  of  the  several  States 
to  be  used  in  the  construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of  highways, 
such  distribution  to  be  upon  the  same  basis  as  that  hereinafter  provided  for  in 
this  Act  in  the  distribution  of  Pederal-aid  fund :  Provided,  That  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  in  his  discretion,  may  reserve  from  such  distribution  not  to 
exceed  10  per  centum  of  such  material,  equipment,  and  supplies  for  use  in  the 
construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of  national  forest  roads  or  other 
roads  constructed,  reconstructed,  or  maintained  under  his  direct  supervision. 

Sec.  6.  [Projects  receiving  Federal  aid  —  approval  by  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture.] That  in  approving  projects  to  receive  Federal  aid  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  give  preference  to  such 
projects  as  will  expedite  the  completion  of  an  adequate  and  connected  system 
of  highways,  interstate  in  character. 

Before  any  projects  are  approved  in  any  State,  such  State,  through  its  State 
highway  department,  shall  select  or  designate  a  system  of  highways  not  to 
exceed  7  per  centum  of  the  total  highway  mileage  of  such  State  as  shown  by  the 
records  of  the  State  highway  department  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  this  Act. 

Upon  this  system  all  Federal-aid  apportionments  shall  be  expended. 

Highways  which  may  receive  Federal  aid  shall  be  divided  into  two  classes, 
one  of  which  shall  be  known  as  primary  or  interstate  highways,  and  shall  not 
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exceed  three-sevenths  of  the  total  milcajrc  which  may  receive  Federal  aid,  and 
the  other  which  shall  connect  or  correlate  therewith  and  be  known  as  secondary 
or  intercounty  highways,  and  shall  consist  of  the  remainder  of  the  mileage 
which  may  receive  Federal  aid. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  have  authority  to  approve  in  whole  or  in 
part  the  systems  as  designated  or  to  require  modifications  or  revisions  thereof: 
Provided,  That  the  States  shall  submit  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  his 
approval  any  proposed  revisions  of  the  designated  systems  of  highways  above 
provided  for. 

Not  more  than  60  per  centum  of  all  Federal  aid  allotted  to  any  State  shall  be 
expended  upon  the  primary  or  interstate  highways  until  provision  has  been 
made  for  the  improvement  of  the  entire  system  of  such  highways:  Provided, 
That  with  the  approval  of  any  State  highway  department  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  approve  the  expenditure  of  more  than  60  per  centum  of  the 
Federal  aid  apportioned  to  such  State  upon  the  primary  or  interstate  highways 
in  snch  State. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  approve  projects  submitted  by  the  State 
highway  departments  prior  to  the  selection,  designation,  and  approval  of  the 
system  of  Federal-aid  highways  herein  provided  for  if  he  may  reasonably  antici- 
pate  that  such  projects  will  become  a  part  of  such  system. 

Whenever  provision  has  been  made  by  any  State  for  the  completion  and  main- 
tenance of  a  system  of  primary  or  interstate  and  secondary  or  intercounty  high- 
ways equal  to  7  per  centum  of  the  total  mileage  of  such  State,  as  required  by 
this  Act,  said  State,  through  its  State  highway  department,  by  and  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  is  hereby  authorized  to  add  to  the 
mileage  of  primary  or  interstate  and  secondary  or  intercounty  systems  as  funds 
become  available  for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  such  additional 
mileage. 

Sec.  7.  [Necessity  that  state  set  aside  fund  for  Federal  aid  roads.]  That 
before  any  project  shall  be  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  any 
State  such  State  shall  make  provisions  for  State  funds  required  each  year  of 
such  States  by  this  Act  for  construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of 
all  Federal-aid  highways  within  the  State,  which  funds  shall  be  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  State  highway  department. 

Sec.  8.  [Types  of  surface  and  kinds  of  materials  for  construction,  etc.,  of 
Federal  aid  reads.]  That  only  such  durable  t3npes  of  surface  and  kinds  of 
materials  shall  be  adopted  for  the  construction  and  reconstruction  of  any  high- 
way which  is  a  part  of  the  primary  or  interstate  and  secondary  or  intercounty 
systems  as  will  adequately  meet  the  existing  and  probable  future  traffic  needs 
and  conditions  thereon.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  approve  the  types 
and  width  of  construction  and  reconstruction  and  the  character  of  improve- 
ment, repair,  and  maintenance  in  each  case,  consideration  being  given  to  the 
type  and  character  which  shall  be  best  suited  for  each  locality  and  to  the  probable 
character  and  extent  of  the  future  traflfic. 

%  '  .■  i-      ' 

Sec.  9.  [Freedom  from  tolls  of  Federal  aid  roads -—*  width  of  roads.]    That 
all  highways  constructed  or  reconstructed  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall 
be  free  from  tolls  of  all  kinds. 
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That  all  highways  in  the  primary  or  interstate  system  constructed  after  the 
passage  of  this  Act  shall  have  a  right  of  way  of  ample  width  and  a  wearing 
surface  of  an  adequate  width  which  shall  not  be  less  than  eighteen  feet,  unless, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  it  is  rendered  impracticable  by 
physical  conditions,  excessive  costs,  probable  traffic  requirements,  or  legal 
obstacles. 

Sec.  10.  [Payment  to  state  of  sum  apportioned  to  it.]  That  when  any  State 
shall  have  met  the  requirements  of  this  Act,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
upon  receipt  of  certification  from  the  governor  of  such  State  to  such  effect, 
approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  shall  immediately  make  available  to 
such  State,  for  the  purpose  set  forth  in  this  Act,  the  sum  apportioned  to  such 
State  as  herein  provided. 

Sec.  n.  [Surveys,  plans,  specifications,  and  estimates  —  approval  —  settiiig 
aside  state's  share  of  Federal  fund  —  public  land  states.]  That  any  State  hav- 
ing complied  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  desiring  to  avail  itself  of  the 
benefits  thereof,  shall  by  its  State  highway  department  submit  to  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  project  statements  setting  forth  proposed  construction  or  recon- 
struction of  any  primary  or  interstate,  or  secondary  or  intercounty  highway 
therein.  If  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  approve  the  project,  the  State  high- 
way department  shall  furnish  to  him  such  surveys,  plans,  specifications,  and 
estimates  therefor  as  he  may  require ;  items  included  for  engineering,  inspection, 
and  unforeseen  contingencies  shall  not  exceed  10  per  centum  of  the  total  esti- 
mated cost  of  its  construction. 

That  when  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  approves  such  surveys,  plans,  specifi- 
cations, and  estimates,  he  shall  notify  the  State  highway  department  and  imme- 
diately certify  the  fact  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  shall  thereupon  set  aside  the  share  of  the  United  States  payable  under 
this  Act  on  account  of  such  projects,  which  shall  not  exceed  50  per  centum  of 
the  total  estimated  cost  thereof,  except  that  in  the  case  of  any  State  containing 
unappropriated  public  lands  exceeding  5  per  centum  of  the  total  area  of  all 
lands  in  the  State,  the  share  of  the  United  States  payable  under  this  Act  on 
account  of  such  projects  shall  not  exceed  50  per  centum  of  the  total  estimated 
cost  thereof  plus  a  percentage  of  such  setimated  cost  equal  to  one-half  of  the 
percentage  which  the  area  of  the  unappropriated  public  lands  in  such  State 
bears  to  the  total  area  of  such  State :  Provided,  That  the  limitation  of  payments 
not  to  exceed  $20,000  per  mile,  under  existing  law,  which  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  may  make  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  increased  in  proportion  to 
the  increased  percentage  of  Federal  aid  authorized  by  this  section:  Provided 
further,  That  these  provisions  relative  to  the  public-land  States  shall  apply  to 
all  unobligated  or  unmatched  funds  appropriated  by  the  Federal  Aid  Act  and 
payment  for  approved  projects  upon  which  actual  building  construction  work 
had  not  begun  on  the  30th  day  of  June,  1921. 

Sec.  12.  [State  highway  department  —  supervision  of  work  on  Federal  aid 
roads  —  approval  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture.]  That  the  construction  and 
reconstruction  of  the  highways  or  parts  of  highways  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Act,  and  all  contracts,  plans,  specifications,  and  estimates  relating  thereto, 
shall  be  undertaken  by  the  State  highway  departments  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture.     The  construction  and  reconstruction  work 
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and  labor  in  each  State  shall  be  done  in  accordance  with  its  laws  and  under  the 
direct  supervision  of  the  State  highway  department,  subject  to  the  inspection 
and  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
and  regulations  pursuant  to  this  Act. 

Sec.  13.  [Payments  to  state  on  acoount  of  constmction,  etc.,  of  Federal  aid 
roads  —  how  and  when  made.]  That  when  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall 
find  that  any  project  approved  by  him  has  been  constructed  or  reconstructed  in 
compliance  with  said  plans  and  specifications,  he  shall  cause  to  be  paid  to  the 
proper  authorities  of  said  State  the  amount  set  aside  for  said  project. 

That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may,  in  his  discretion,  from  time  to  time, 
make  payments  on  such  construction  or  reconstruction  as  the  work  progresses, 
but  these  payments,  including  previous  payments,  if  any,  shall  not  be  more 
than  the  United  States  pro  rata  part  of  the  value  of  the  labor  and  materials 
which  have  been  actually  put  into  such  construction  or  reconstruction  in  con- 
formity to  said  plans  and  specifications.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the 
State  highway  department  of  each  State  may  jointly  determine  at  what  time 
and  in  what  amounts  payments  as  work  progresses  shall  be  made  under  this  Act. 

Such  payments  shall  be  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  on  warrants 
drawn  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  to  such  official  or  officials  or  depository 
as  may  be  designated  by  the  State  highway  department  and  authorized  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  to  receive  public  funds  of  the  State. 

Sec.  14.  [Failure  of  state  to  maintain  Federal  aid  road  —  duty  of  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture.]  That  should  any  State  fail  to  maintain  any  highway 
within  its  boundaries  after  construction  or  reconstruction  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Act,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  then  serve  notice  upon  the  State 
highway  department  of  that  fact,  and  if  within  ninety  days  after  receipt  of 
such  notice  said  highway  has  not  been  placed  in  proper  condition  of  maintenance, 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  proceed  immediately  to  have  such  highway 
placed  in  a  proper  condition  of  maintenance  and  charge  the  cost  thereof  against 
the  Federal  funds  allotted  to  such  State,  and  shall  refuse  to  approve  any  other 
project  in  such  State,  except  as  hereinafter  provided. 

Upon  the  reimbursement  by  the  State  of  the  amount  expended  by  the  Federal 
Government  for  such  maintenance,  said  amount  shall  be  paid  into  the  Federal 
highway  fund  for  reapportionment  among  all  the  States  for  the  construction 
of  roads  under  this  Act,  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  then  approve 
further  projects  submitted  by  the  State  as  in  this  Act  provided. 

Whenever  it  shall  become  necessary  for  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  to  place  any  highway  in  a  proper  condition  of  main- 
tenance the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  contract  with  some  responsible  party 
or  parties  for  doing  such  work :  Provided,  however,  That  in  case  he  is  not  able 
to  secure  a  satisfactory  contract  he  may  purchase,  lease,  hire,  or  otherwise  obtain 
all  necessary  supplies,  equipment,  and  labor,  and  may  operate  and  maintain 
such  motor  and  other  equipment  and  facilities  as  in  his  judgment  are  necessary 
for  the  proper  and  efficient  performance  of  his  functions. 

Sec.  15.  [Maps  of  Federal  aid  roads  —  preparation  and  distribution.]  That 
within  two  years  after  this  Act  takes  effect  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall 
prepare,  publish,  and  distribute  a  map  showing  the  highways  and  forest  roads 
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that  have  been  selected  and  approved  as  a  part  of  the  primary  or  interstate, 
and  the  secondary  or  intercounty  systems,  and  at  least  annually  thereafter  shall 
publish  supplementary  maps  showing  his  program  and  the  progress  made  in 
selection,  construction,  and  reconstruction. 

Sec.  16.  [Property  of  railroad  or  canal  company  acquired  from  United 
States  —  conveyance  to  state.]  That  for  the  purpose  of  this  Act  the  consent 
of  the  United  States  is  hereby  given  to  any  railroad  or  canal  company  to  convey 
to  the  highway  department  of  any  State  any  part  of  its  right  of  way  or  other 
property  in  that  State  acquired  by  grant  from  the  United  States. 

Sec.  17.  [Appropriation  of  public  lands  for  highway  or  forest  road  pur* 
poses.]  That  if  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  determines  that  any  part  of  the 
public  lands  or  reservations  of  the  United  States  is  reasonably  necessary  for  the 
right  of  way  of  any  highway  or  forest  road  or  as  a  source  of  materials  for  the 
construction  or  maintenance  of  any  such  highway  or  forest  road  adjacent  to 
such  lands  or  reservations,  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  file  with  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  department  supervising  the  administration  of  such  land  or  reserva- 
tion a  map  showing  the  portion  of  such  lands  or  reservations  which  it  is  desired 
to  appropriate. 

If  within  a  period  of  four  months  after  such  filing  the  said  Secretary  shall 
not  have  certified  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  that  the  proposed  appropria- 
tion of  such  land  or  material  is  contrary  to  the  public  interest  or  inconsistent 
with  the  purposes  for  which  such  land  or  materials  have  been  reserved,  or  shall 
have  agreed  to  the  appropriation  and  transfer  under  conditions  which  he  deems 
necessary  for  the  adequate  protection  and  utilization  of  the  reserve,  then  such 
land  and  materials  may  be  appropriated  and  transferred  to  the  State  highway 
department  for  such  purposes  and  subject  to  the  conditions  so  specified. 

If  at  any  time  the  need  for  any  such  lands  or  materials  for  such  purposes 
shall  no  longer  exist,  notice  of  the  fact  shall  be  given  by  the  State  highway 
department  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  and  such  lands  or  materials  shall 
immediately  revert  to  the  control  of  the  Secretary  of  the  department  from  which 
they  had  been  appropriated. 

Sec.  18.  [Rules  and  regulations  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture  —  recommen- 
dations.] That  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  prescribe  and  promulgate 
all  needful  rules  and  regulations  for  the  carrying  out  of  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,  including  such  recommendations  to  the  Congress  and  the  State  highway 
departments  as  he  may  deem  necessary  for  preserving  and  protecting  the  high- 
ways and  insuring  the  safety  of  traffic  thereon. 

Sec.  19.  [Reports  to  Congress.]  That  on  or  before  the  first  Monday  in 
December  of  each  year  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  make  a  report  to  Con- 
gress, which  shall  include  a  detailed  statement  of  the  work  done,  the  status  of 
each  project  undertaken,  the  allocation  of  appropriations,  an  itemized  state- 
ment of  the  expenditures  and  receipts  during  the  preceding  fiscal  year  under 
this  Act,  an  itemized  statement  of  the  traveling  and  other  expenses,  including  a 
list  of  employees,  their  duties,  salaries,  and  traveling  e:^penses,  if  any,  and  his 
recommendations,  if  any,  for  new  legislation  amending  or  supplementing  this 
Act.  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall  also  make  such  special  reports  as 
Congress  may  request. 
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Sec.  20.  [Monqrs  ayaUable  for  carrying  out  provisions  of  loicVT*  ^^^^^  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Act  there  is  her(?try  appropri- 
ated, out  of  the  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  $75J)00/XK) 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  $25,000,000  of  which  shall  beoc»mb 
immediately  available,  and  $50,000,000  of  which  shall  become  available  Jauu^ 
ary  1,  1922. 

Sec.  21.  [Expenditures  for  administering  provisions  of  act  and  for  research 
work  —  deduction  from  appropriation  —  apportionment  of  remainder  to 
states  —  ratio  of  apportionment.]  That  so  much,  not  to  exceed  2^/^  per  centum, 
of  all  moneys  hereby  or  hereafter  appropriated  for  expenditure  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act,  as  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  deem  necessary  for 
administering  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  for  carrying  on  necessary  highway 
research  and  investigational  studies  independently  or  in  cooperation  with  the 
State  highway  departments  and  other  research  agencies,  and  for  publishing  the 
results  thereof,  shall  be  deducted  for  such  purposes,  available  until  expended. 

Within  sixty  days  after  the  close  of  each  fiscal  year  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture shall  determine  what  part,  if  any,  of  the  sums  theretofore  deducted  for  such 
purposes  will  not  be  needed  and  apportion  such  part,  if  any,  for  the  fiscal  year 
then  current  in  the  same  manner  and  on  the  same  basis  as  are  other  amounts 
authorized  by  this  Act  apportioned  among  all  the  States,  and  shall  certify  such 
apportionment  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  to  the  State  highway 
departments. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  after  making  the  deduction  authorized  by  this 
section,  shall  apportion  the  remainder  of  the  appropriation  made  for  expendi- 
ture under  the  provision  of  the  Act  for  the  fiscal  year  among  the  several  States 
in  the  following  manner:  One-third  in  the  ratio  which  the  area  of  each  State 
bears  to  the  total  area  of  all  the  States ;  one-third  in  the  ratio  which  the  popu- 
lation of  each  State  bears  to  the  total  population  of  all  the  States,  as  shown  by 
the  latest  available  Federal  census;  one-third  in  the  ratio  which  the  mileage  of 
rural  delivery  routes  and  star  routes  in  each  State  bears  to  the  total  mileage 
of  rural  delivery  and  star  routes  in  all  the  States  at  the  close  of  the  next  pre- 
ceding fiscal  year,  as  shown  by  certificate  of  the  Postmaster  General,  which  he 
i?  directed  to  make  and  furnish  annually  to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture: 
Provided,  That  no  State  shall  receive  less  than  one-half  of  1  per  centum  of 
each  year's  allotment.  All  moneys  herein  or  hereafter  appropriated  for  expendi- 
ture under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  be  available  until  the  close  of  the 
second  succeeding  fiscal  year  for  which  apportionment  was  made:  Provided 
further.  That  any  sums  apportioned  to  any  State  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  that  the  United  States  shall  aid  the  States 
in  the  construction  of  rural  post  roads,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved 
July  11,  1916,  and  all  Acts  amendatory  thereof  and  supplemental  thereto,  shall 
be  available  for  expenditure  in  that  State  for  the  purpose  set  forth  in  such  Acts 
until  two  years  after  the  close  of  the  respective  fiscal  years  for  which  any  such 
sums  become  available,  and  any  amount  so  apportioned  remaining  unexpended 
at  the  end  of  the  period  during  which  it  is  available  for  expenditure  under 
the  terms  of  such  Acts  shall  be  reapportioned  according  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  that  the  United  States  shall  aid  the  States  in 
the  construction  of  rural  post  roads,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  July  11, 
1916:    And  provided  further,  That  any  amount  apportioned  under  the  pro- 
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visions  of  thip  'Act  unexpended  at  the  end  of  the  period  clarin^  which  it  is  avail- 
able^f  OP  exp'eliditure  under  the  terms  of  this  section  shall  be  reapportioned  within 
si^t^^days  thereafter  to  all  the  States  in  the  same  manner  and  on  the  same  basis, 
an'i'eertified  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  State  highway  depart- 
ments in  the  same  way  as  if  it  were  being  apportioned  under  this  Act  for  the 
first  time. 

For  Act  of  July  11,  1916,  mentioned  in  the  text,  and  amendments  thereto,  see  1918  Supp. 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  639;  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  299. 

Sec.  22.  [Certificate  of  disposition  made  of  appropriations.]  That  within 
sixty  days  after  the  approval  of  this  Act  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  shall 
certify  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  to  each  of  the  State  highway  depart- 
ments the  sum  he  has  estimated  to  be  deducted  for  administering  the  provisions 
of  this  Act  and  the  sums  which  he  has  apportioned  to  each  State  for  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1922,  and  on  or  before  January  20  next  preceding  the 
commencement  of  each  succeeding  fiscal  year,  and  shall  make  like  certificates  for 
each  fiscal  year. 

Sec.  23.  [Forest  roads  and  trails  —  appropriation  —  construction,  etc« — 
contracts.]  That  out  of  the  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
there  is  hereby  appropriated  for  the  survey,  construction,  reconstruction,  and 
maintenance  of  forest  roads  and  trails,  the  sum  of  $5,000,000  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1922,  available  immediately  and  until  expended,  and  $10,000,* 
000  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1923,  available  until  expended. 

(a)  Fifty  per  centum,  but  not  to  exceed  $3,000,000  for  any  one  fiscal  year, 
of  the  appropriation  made  or  that  may  hereafter  be  made  for  expenditure 
under  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  expended  under  the  direct  super- 
vision of  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  the  survey,  construction,  reconstruc- 
tion, and  maintenance  of  roads  and  trails  of  primary  importance  for  the  pro- 
tection, administration,  and  utilization  of  the  national  forests,  or  when  necessary, 
for  the  use  and  development  of  the  resources  upon  which  communities  within  or 
adjacent  to  the  national  forests  are  dependent,  and  shall  be  apportioned  among 
the  several  States,  Alaska,  and  Porto  Rico  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
according  to  the  relative  needs  of  the  various  national  forests,  taking  into 
consideration  the  existing  transportation  facilities,  value  of  timber,  or  other 
resources  served,  relative  fire  danger,  and  comparative  diflBculties  of  road  and 
trail  construction. 

The  balance  of  such  appropriations  shall  be  expended  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  the  survey,  construction,  reconstruction,  and  maintenance  of 
forest  roads  of  primary  importance  to  the  State,  counties,  or  communities  within, 
adjoining,  or  adjacent  to  the  national  forests,  and  shall  be  prorated  and  appor- 
tioned by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  for  expenditures  in  the  several  States, 
Alaska,  and  Porto  Rico,  according  to  the  area  and  value  of  the  land  owned  by 
the  Government  within  the  national  forests  therein  as  determined  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  from  such  information,  investigation,  sources,  and  depart- 
ments as  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  deem  most  accurate. 

(b)  Cooperation  of  Territories,  States,  and  civil  subdivisions  thereof  may 
be  accepted  but  shall  not  be  required  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

(c)  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  enter  into  contracts  with  any  Territory, 
State,  or  civil  subdivision  thereof  for  the  construction,  reconstruction,  or  main- 
tenance of  any  forest  road  or  trail  or  part  thereof. 
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(d)  Construction  work,  on  forest  roads  or  trails  estimated  to  cost  $5,000  or 
more  per  mile,  exclusive  of  bridges,  shall  be  advertised  and  let  to  contract. 

If  such  estimated  cost  is  less  than  $5,000  per  mile,  or  if,  after  proper  advertis- 
ing, no  acceptable  bid  is  received,  or  the  bids  are  deemed  excessive,  the  work 
may  be  done  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  on  his  own  account ;  and  for  such 
purpose  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  may  purchase,  lease,  hire,  rent,  or  other- 
wise obtain  all  necessary  supplies,  materials,  tools,  equipment,  and  facilities 
required  to  perform  the  work. 

The  appropriation  made  in  this  section  or  that  may  hereafter  be  made  for 
expenditure  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  may  be  expended  for  the 
purpose  herein  authorized  and  for  the  payment  of  wages,  salaries,  and  other 
exx>enses  for  help  employed  in  connection  with  such  work. 

Sec.  24.  [Approval  of  projects  in  states  not  permitted  by  Constitution, 
etc.,  to  provide  revenue  for  highways.]  That  in  any  State  where  the  exist- 
ing constitution  or  laws  will  not  permit  the  State  to  provide  revenues  for  the 
construction,  reconstruction,  or  maintenance  of  highways,  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  shall  continue  to  approve  projects  for  said  State  until  three  years 
after  the  passage  of  this  Act,  if  he  shall  find  that  said  State  has  complied  with 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  in  so  far  as  its  existing  constitution  and  laws  will 
permit. 

Sec.  25.  [Invalidity  of  any  provision  of  Act  —  effect  on  remainder.]  That 
if  any  provision  of  this  Act,  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circum- 
stances, shall  be  held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and 
of  the  application  of  such  provision  to  other  persons  or  circumstances  shall 
not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  26.  [Repeal  of  inconsistent  Acts.]  That  all  Acts  or  parts  of  Acts  in 
any  way  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act  are  hereby  repealed,  and 
this  Act  shall  take  effect  on  its  passage. 


HOMESTEADS 

See  Public  Lands 


HOSPITALS  AND  ASYLUMS 

Act  of  March  4,  1921,  104. 

Additional  Hospital  Facilities  for  Persons  Serving  in  World  War 
—  Patients  of  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance,  Board  for  Voca^ 
tional  Education,  etc.,  104. 

CROSS-REFERENCES 

See  ALASKA;  SEAMEN;  WAR  DEPARTMENT  AND  MILITARY 

ESTABLISHMENT 
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An  Act  Providing  additional  hospital  facilities  for  patients  of  the  Bnreau  of 
War  Bisk  Insurance  and  of  the  Federal  Board  for  Vocational  Education, 
Division  of  Behabilitation,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  March  4,  1921,] 

[Additional  hospital  facilities  for  persons  serving  in  World  War  —  patients 
of  Bureau  of  War  Bisk  Insurance,  Board  for  Vocational  Education,  etc.] 

That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized,  within  the  limits  of  appro- 
priations made  herein,  to  provide  additional  hospital  and  out-patient  dis- 
pensary facilities  for  persons  who  served  in  the  World  War  and  are  now  or 
hereafter  may  be  patients  of  the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance  or  of  the 
Federal  Board  for  Vocational  Education,  Division  of  Rehabilitation,  (1)  by 
purchase,  gift,  or  lease  of  existing  plants,  (2)  by  construction  on  sites  now 
owned  by  the  Government  or  on  sites  to  be  acquired,  when  approved  by  the 
President,  by  purchase,  condemnation,  gift,  or  otherwise,  or  (3)  by  such  remodel- 
ing or  extension  of  existing  plants  and  their  equipment,  owned  or  acquired  by 
the  United  States  at  places  now  being  used  or  that  have  been  used  by  the 
Public  Health  Service  for  hospital  purposes,  as  may  be  necessary  economically 
to  adapt  such  plants  to  the  uses  and  purposes  herein  provided.  Such  hospitals 
and  out-patient  dispensary  facilities  shall  include  the  necessary  buildings,  and 
auxiliary  structures,  mechanical  equipment,  approach  work,  roads  and  track- 
age facilities  leading  thereto,  vehicles,  live  stock,  furniture,  equipment  and 
accessories,  and  also  shall  provide  accommodations  for  officers,  nurses,  and 
attending  personnel,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  accept 
gifts  or  donations  for  any  of  the  purposes  named  herein ; 

The  Secretary  of  War  is  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer  without  charge 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  the  use  of  the  Public  Health  Service  such 
mechanical,  construction,  and  miscellaneous  material,  hospital  furniture  and 
equipment,  hospital  and  medical  supplies,  motor  trucks  and  other  motor-driven 
vehicles,  not  required  by  the  War  Department,  as  may  be  required  by  the 
Public  Health  Service  for  its  hospitals; 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  in  his  discretion  to  .employ 
technical  and  clerical  assistants  within  or  without  the  District  of  Columbia, 
without  regard  to  civil-service  laws,  rules,  and  regulations,  and  to  pay  from 
the  sum  herein  appropriated  for  construction  purposes,  at  customary  rates  of 
compensation,  exclusively  to  aid  in  the  preparation  of  the  plans  and  specifica- 
tions for  the  above-named  objects  and  for  the  supervision  of  the  execution 
thereof,  and  for  traveling  expenses,  field-office  equipment,  and  supplies,  com- 
mercial printing  in  or  out  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  incident  thereto,  at  a 
total  limit  of  cost  for  such  additional  technical  and  clerical  assistants  and 
traveling  expenses,  and  so  forth,  of  not  exceeding  3  per  centum  of  the  limit 
of  cost  for  construction:  Provided,  That  all  of  the  above-mentioned  work 
shall  be  under  the  direction  and  supervision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ; 

In  carrying  out  the  purposes  herein  authorized  the  President  is  authorized 
and  empowered,  in  his  discretion,  to  assign  for  use  of  the  Public  Health  Serv- 
ice, under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  such  lands  or 
buildings  now  owned  or  leavsed  by  the  United  States,  not  including  property 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  National  Home  for  Disabled  Volunteer  Soldiers, 
which,  in  his  judgment,  can  be  used  more  efficiently  for  the  care  of  patients  of 
the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
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authorized  and  directed  to  take  over  immediately  Port  Mackenzie,  Wyoming, 
Fort  Walla  Walla,  Washington,  and  Fort  Logan  H.  Roots,  Arkansas,  with  all 
lands,  buildings,  and  equipment  belonging  thereto  for  the  uses  contemplated 
herein  and  to  expend  from  the  appropriation  in  the  following  paragraph  not 
to  exceed  $600,000  at  Forts  Mackenzie  and  Walla  Walla,  and  not  to  exceed 
$250,000  at  Fort  Logan  H.  Roots,  for  providing  and  increasing  hospital  facili- 
ties thereat; 

For  carrying  into  effect  the  preceding  paragraphs  relating  to  additional 
hospital  facilities  there  is  hereby  appropriated  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum  of  $18,600,000,  to  be  immediately  available 
and  to  remain  available  until  expended,  of  which  sum  not  to  exceed  $6,100,000 
shall  be  used  for  remodeling  or  extending  existing  plants. 


HOT  SPRINGS  RESERVATION 

See  Public  Parks 


HYGIENE 

See  Health  and  Quarantink 


IMMIGRATION 

Ad  of  March  4, 1921  (Sundry  CivU  Appropriation  Act),  106, 

Sec.    1.  Immigration   Officials  —  Inspection  of  Aliens  in   Foreign   Con* 
iiguous  Territory  —  Reimbursement,  106. 

Act  of  May  19,  1921,  106, 

Sec.  1,  Act   to   Limit   Immigration  —  Definitions  —  *' United   States"  — 
**  Alien" — "Immigration  Act" — '^  Immigration  Laws,"  106. 

2.  (o)  Admission  of  Aliens  of  Any  Nationality  on  Percentage  Basi3 

—  Excepted  Classes,  106, 

(b)  Determination  of  Nationality,  107. 

(c)  Statement  Showing  Number  of  Persons  of  Various  Nationali- 

ties —  Preparation  by  Certain  Cabinet  Officers  —  Changes 
in  Political  Boundaries  —  Effect  on  Question  of  Nationality 
of  Aliens,  107. 

(d)  Admission  of  Maximum  Number  of  Any  Nationality  in  Par- 

ticular Year  —  Effect  —  Monthly  Maximum  —  Preferential 
Classes,  107, 

3.  Commissioner  General  of  Immigration  —  Duties  —  Rules  and  Regu- 

lations—  Statements  Relating  to  Admissions,  108. 

4.  Immigration  Laws  How  Affected  by  This  Act,  108. 

5.  Time  of  Taking  Effect  —  Duration,  109. 
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Res.  of  Aug,  22,  1921,  109. 

Aliens  Sailing  from  Foreign  Ports  on  or  before  June  8,  1921-^ 
Admission,  109. 

CROSS-REFERENCE 

See  also  CHINESE  EXCLUSION 

[Sec.  1.]     •  •  •    [Immigration  officials  —  inspection  of  aliens  in  foreign 

contiguous  territory  —  reimbursement.]  Nothing  in  the  proviso  contained  in 
the  Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act  of  March  3,  1917, 
relative  to  augmenting  salaries  of  Government  officials  from  outside  sources 
shall  prevent  receiving  reimbursements  for  services  of  immigration  officials 
incident  to  the  inspection  of  aliens  in  foreign  contiguous  territory,  and  such 
reimbursement  shall  be  credited  to  the  appropriation,  ' '  Expenses  of  regulating 
immigration.*' 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,  1921. 
For  proviso  of  Act  of  March  3,  1917,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  721. 


An  Act  To  limit  the  immigration  of  aliens  into  the  United  States.* 

[Act  of  May  19,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Act  to  limit  immigration  —  definition  —  "United  States"  — 
' '  alien  "  —  •  *  Immigration  Act  '*  —  *  *  immigration  laws. ' ']  The  term 
*'  United  States  "  means  the  United  States,  and  any  waters,  territory,  or 
other  place  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  thereof  except  the  Canal  Zone  and 
the  Philippine  Islands;  but  if  any  alien  leaves  the  Canal  Zone  or  any  insular 
possession  of  the  United  States  and  attempts  to  enter  any  other  place  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  nothing  contained  in  this  Act  shall  be 
construed  as  permitting  him  to  enter  under  any  other  conditions  than  those 
applicable  to  all  aliens. 

The  word  *'  alien  "  includes  any  person  not  a  native-born  or  naturalized 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  but  this  definition  shall  not  be  held  to  include 
Indians  of  the  United  States  not  taxed  nor  citizens  of  the  islands  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States. 

The  term  *'  Immigration  Act  ''  means  the  Act  of  February  5,  1917,  entitled 
''An  Act  to  regulate  the  immigration  of  aliens  to,  and  the  residence  of  aliens 
in,  the  United  States";  and  the  term  **  immigration  laws"  includes  such 
Act  and  all  laws,  conventions,  and  treaties  of  the  United  States  relating  to 
the  immigration,  exclusion,  or  expulsion  of  aliens. 

For  Act  of  Feb.  5,  1917,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  212. 

Sec.  2.  (a)  [Admission  of  aliens  of  any  nationality  on  percentage  basis  — 
excepted  classes.]  That  the  number  of  aliens  of  any  nationality  who  may 
be  admitted  under  the  immigration  laws  to  the  United  States  in  any  fiscal 
year  shall  be  limited  to  3  per  centum  of  the  number  of  foreign-bom  persons 

•  See  Act  of  Aug.  22,  1921.  which  follows  this  Act. 
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of  such  nationality  resident  in  the  United  States  as  determined  by  the  United 

States  census  of  1910.     This  provision  shall  not  apply  to  the  following,  and 

they  shall  not  be  counted  in  reckoning  any  of  the  percentage  limits  provided 

in  this  Act:  (1)  Government  officials,  their  families,  attendants,  servants,  and 

employees;   (2)  aliens  in  continuous  transit  through  the  United  States;   (3) 

aliens  lawfully  admitted  to  the  United  States  who  later  go  in  transit  from  one 

part  of  the  United  States  to  another  through  foreign  contiguous  territory; 

(4)  aliens  visiting  the  United  States  as  tourists  or  temporarily  for  business  or 

pleasure;   (5)  aliens  from  countries  immigration  from  which  is  regulated  in 

accordance  with  treaties  or  agreements  relating  solely  to  immigration;    (6) 

aliens  from  the  so-called  Asiatic  barred  zone,  as  described  in  section  3  of  the 

Immigration  Act;  (7)  aliens  who  have  resided  continuously  for  at  least  one 

year  immediately  preceding  the  time  of  their  admission  to  the  United  States 

in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  Newfoundland,  the  Republic  of  Cuba,  the  Republic 

(*f  Mexico,  countries  of  Central  or  South  America,  or  adjacent  islands;  or  (8) 

aliens  under  the  age  of  eighteen  who  are  children  of  citizens  of  the  United 

States. 

(b)  [Determination  of  nationality.]  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act  nationality 
shall  be  determined  by  country  of  birth,  treating  as  separate  countries  the 
colonies  or  dependencies  for  which  separate  enumeration  was  made  in  the 
United  States  census  of  1910. 

(c)  [Statement  showing  number  of  persons  of  variouB  nationaUtieB  — 
preparation  by  certain  cabinet  officers  —  change  in  political  boundaries  — 
effect  on  question  of  nationality  of  aliens.]  The  Secretary  of  State,  the  Secre- 
tary of  Commerce,  and  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  jointly,  shall,  as  soon  as  feasible 
after  the  enactment  of  this  Act,  prepare  a  statement  showing  the  number  of 
persons  of  the  various  nationalities  resident  in  the  United  States  as  determined 
by  the  United  States  census  of  1910,  which  statement  shall  be  the  population 
basis  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act.  In  case  of  changes  in  political  boundaries 
in  foreign  countries  occurring  subsequent  to  1910  and  resulting  (1)  in  the 
creation  of  new  countries,  the  Governments  of  which  are  recognized  by  the 
United  States,  or  (2)  in  the  transfer  of  territory  from  one  country  to  another, 
such  transfer  being  recognized  by  the  United  States,  such  officials,  jointly,  shall 
estimate  the  number  of  persons  resident  in  the  United  States  in  1910  who  were 
born  within  the  area  included  in  such  new  countries  or  in  such  territory  so 
transferred,  and  revise  the  population  basis  as  to  each  country  involved  in  such 
change  of  political  boundary.  For  the  purpose  of  such  revision  and  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act  generally  aliens  bom  in  the  area  included  in  any  such  new 
country  shall  be  considered  as  having  been  born  in  such  country,  and  aliens 
bom  in  any  territory  so  transferred  shall  be  considered  as  having  been  bom  in 
the  country  to  which  such  territory  was  transferred. 

(d)  [Admission  of  maximum  number  of  any  nationality  in  particular  year- 
effect  —  monthly  maximum  —  preferential  classes.]  When  the  maximum 
number  of  aliens  of  any  nationality  who  may  be  admitted  in  any  fiscal  year 
under  this  Act  shall  have  been  admitted  all  other  aliens  of  such  nationality, 
except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act,  who  may  apply  for  admission  during 
the  same  fiscal  year  shall  be  excluded:  Provided,  That  the  number  of  aliens 
of  any  nationality  who  may  be  admitted  in  any  month  shall  not  exceed  20 
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per  centum  of  the  total  number  of  aliens  of  such  nationality  who  are  admissible 
in  that  fiscal  year :  Provided  further,  That  aliens  returning  from  a  temporary 
visit  abroad,  aliens  who  are  professional  actors,  artists,  lecturers,  singers, 
nurses,  ministers  of  any  religious  denomination,  professors  for  colleges  or 
seminaries,  aliens  belonging  to  any  recognized  learned  profession,  or  aliens 
employed  as  domestic  servants,  may,  if  otherwise  admissible,  be  admitted  not- 
withstanding the  maximum  number  of  aliens  of  the  same  nationality  admissible 
in  the  same  month  or  fi^^cal  year,  as  the  case  may  be,  shall  have  entered  the 
United  States;  but  aliens  of  the  classes  included  in  this  proviso  who  enter  the 
United  States  before  such  maximum  number  shall  have  entered  shall  (unless 
excluded  by  subdivision  (a)  from  being  counted)  be  counted  in  reckoning  the 
percentage  limits  provided  in  this  Act :  Provided  further,  That  in  the  enforce- 
ment of  this  Act  preference  shall  be  given  so  far  as  possible  to  the  wives, 
parents,  brothers,  sisters,  children  under  eighteen  years  of  age,  and  fiancees, 
(1)  of  citizens  of  the  United  States,  (2)  of  aliens  now  in  the  United  States 
who  have  applied  for  citizenship  in  the  manner  provided  by  law,  or  (3)  of 
persons  eligible  to  United  States  citizenship  who  served  in  the  military  or 
naval  forces  of  the  United  States  at  any  time  between  April  6,  1917,  and 
November  11,  1918,  both  dates  inclusive,  and  have  been  separated  from  such 
forces  under  honorable  conditions. 

Sec.  3.  [CommiBsioner  General  of  Immigration  —  duties  —  rules  and 
regulations  —  statements  relating  to  admissions.]  That  the  Commissioner 
General  of  Immigration,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  shall, 
as  soon  as  feasible  after  the  enactment  of  this  Act,  and  from  time  to  time 
thereafter,  prescribe  rules  and  regulations  necessary  to  carry  the  provisions 
of  this  Act  into  effect.  He  shall,  as  soon  as  feasible  after  the  enactment  of 
this  Act,  publish  a  statement  showing  the  number  of  aliens  of  the  various 
nationalities  who  may  be  admitted  to  the  United  States  between  the  date  this 
Act  becomes  effective  and  the  end  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  and  on  June  30 
thereafter  he  shall  publish  a  statement  showing  the  number  of  aliens  of  the  vari- 
ous nationalities  who  may  be  admitted  during  the  ensuing  fiscal  year.  He  shall 
also  publish  monthly  statements  during  the  time  this  Act  remains  in  force  show- 
ing the  number  of  aliens  of  each  nationality  already  admitted  during  the  then 
current  fiscal  year  and  the  number  who  may  be  admitted  under  the  provisions 
of  this  Act  during  the  remainder  of  such  year,  but  when  75  per  centum  of  the 
maximum  number  of  any  nationality  admissible  during  the  fiscal  year  shall  have 
been  admitted  such  statements  shall  be  issued  weekly  thereafter.  All  state- 
ments shall  be  made  available  for  general  publication  and  shall  be  mailed  to  all 
transportation  companies  bringing  aliens  to  the  United  States  who  shall  request 
the  same  and  shall  file  with  the  Department  of  Labor  the  address  to  which  such 
statements  shall  be  sent.  The  Secretary  of  Labor  shall  also  submit  such  state- 
ments to  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  shall  transmit  the  information  contained 
therein  to  the  proper  diplomatic  and  consular  officials  of  the  United  States, 
which  ofiScials  shall  make  the  same  available  to  persons  intending  to  emigrate 
to  the  United  States  and  to  others  who  may  apply. 

Sec.  4.  [Immigration  laws  how  affected  by  this  act.]  That  the  provisions 
of  this  Act  arc  in  addition  to  and  not  in  substitution  for  the  provisions  of 
the  immigration  laws. 
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Sec.  5.  [Time  of  taking  eifect  —  duration.]  That  this  Act  shall  take  effect 
and  be  enforced  15  days  after  its  enactment  (except  sections  1  and  3  and  sub- 
divisions (b)  and  (c)  of  section  2,  which  shall  take  effect  immediately  upon 
the  enactment  of  this  Act),  and  shall  continue  in  force  until  June  30,  1922,  and 
the  number  of  aliens  of  any  nationality  who  may  be  admitted  during  the 
remaining  period  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  from  the  date  when  this  Act 
becomes  effective  to  June  30,  shall  be  limited  in  proportion  to  the  number 
admissible  during  the  fiscal  year  1922. 


Joint  Besolntion  Permitting  the  admission  of  certain  aliens  who  sailed  from 
foreign  ports  on  or  before  June  8,  1921,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Res.  of  Aug.  22,  1921.] 

[Aliens  sailing  from  foreign  ports  on  or  before  June  8,  1921  —  admission.] 
That  aliens  of  any  nationality  who  are  brought  to  the  United  States  on  vessels 
which  departed  from  foreign  ports  on  or  before  June  8,  1921,  destined  for  the 
United  States,  and  who  apply  in  the  month  of  June,  1921,  for  admission  to  the 
United  States,  may,  if  otherwise  admissible,  be  admitted  to  the  United  States 
although  the  limit  prescribed  by  section  5  of  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  limit 
the  immigration  of  aliens  into  the  United  States,"  approved  May  19,  1921, 
may  have  been  reached  before  such  application  for  admission.  The  number  of 
aliens  of  any  nationality  so  admitted  shall  be  deducted,  under  such  regulations 
as  the  Secretary  of  Labor  may  prescribe,  from  the  number  of  aliens  of  that 
nationality  admissible,  during  the  fiscal  year  beginning  July  1,  1921,  under  the 
provisions  of  such  Act  of  May  19,  1921,  but  nothing  in  this  resolution  shall  pro- 
hibit the  admission  of  otherwise  admissible  aliens  of  any  nationality  during  the 
month  of  July,  1921,  up  to  20  per  centum  of  the  number  of  aliens  of  that  nation- 
ality admissible  during  such  fiscal  year  under  the  provisions  of  such  Act  of 
May  19,  1921.  as  heretofore  promulgated. 

For  Act  of  May  19,  1921,  affected  by  this  Resolution,  see  supra,  this  title,  p.  106. 
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See  Customs  Duties 


INCOME  TAX 

See  Internal  Revenue;  Virgin  Isiandb 
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Act  of  Feb,  24, 1921, 110, 

Five   Civilized   Tribes  —  Drainage   of  Allotments  —  Assessments 
—  Act  of  March  27,  1914,  Amended,  110. 

Act  of  March  3, 1921  (Indian  Appropriation  Act),  111, 

Sec.    1.  Boarding    and    Day    Schools  —  Discontinuance  —  Disposition    of 
Moneys  Appropriated,  111, 

Employees  in  Indian  Service  —  Quarters  —  Heat  and  Light,  112. 

Indian  Reservations  —  Unallotted  Lands  —  Leases  —  Mining 
Claims  —  Sec.  26  of  Act  of  June  30,  1919,  Amended,  112, 

Restricted  Allotments  —  Leases  for  Farming  and  Grazing  Pur- 
poses—  Five  Civilized  Tribes  Excepted,  112. 

Five  Civilized  Tribes  —  Tribal  Funds  —  Expenditures  —  Appro- 
priation of  Congress  —  Schools,  112. 

Act  of  Nov.  2,  1921, 113. 

Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  —  Expenditures  for  Specified  Purposes, 
113. 


An  Act  Amending  an  Act  to  provide  for  drainage  of  Indian  allotments  of| 
the  Five  Civilized  Tribes,  approved  March  27,  1914  (Thirty-eighth  Stat- 
ntes,  310,  Public,  Numbered  77). 

[Act  of  Feb.  24,  1921,] 

[Five  Civilized  Tribes  —  drainage  of  allotments  —  assessments  —  Act  of 
March  27,  1914,  amended.]  That  Public  Act  Numbered  77  (Thirty-eighth 
Statutes,  310),  approved  March  27,  1914,  an  Act  to  provide  for  drainage 
of  Indian  allotments  of  the  Five  Civilized  Tribes,  be  and  is  hereby  amended 
so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

**  That  whenever  a  drainage  district  is  organized  in  any  county  in  the  Five 
Civilized  Tribes  of  the  State  of  Oklahoma,  under  the  laws  of  that  State,  for 
the  purpose  of  draining  the  lands  within  such  district,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  is  authorized,  in  his  discretion,  to  pay  from  the  funds  or  moneys 
arising  from  any  source  under  his  control  or  under  the  control  of  the  United 
States,  and  which  would  be  prorated  to  such  allottee,  the  assessment  for  drainage 
purposes  against  any  Indian  allottee  or  upon  the  lands  of  any  allottee  who 
is  not  subject  to  taxation,  or  whose  lands  are  exempt  from  taxation  or  from 
assessment  for  taxation  under  the  treaties  or  agreements  with  the  tribes  to 
which  such  allottee  may  belong,  or  under  any  Act  of  Congress;  and  such 
amount  so  paid  out  shall  be  charged  against  such  allottee's  pro  rata  share  of 
any  funds  to  his  credit  under  the  control  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior: 
Provided,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  before  paying  out  such  funds, 
shall  designate  some  person  with  a  knowledge  of  the  subject  of  drainage,  to 
review  the  schedules  of  assessment  against  each  tract  of  land  and  to  review  the 
land  assessed  to  ascertain  whether  such  Indian  allottee,  or  his  lands  not  subject 
to  taxation,  have  been  assessed  more  than  their  pro  rata  share  as  compared 
with  other  lands  located  in  said  district  similarly  situated  and  deriving  like 
benefits.  And  if  such  Indian  lands  have  been  assessed  justly  when  compared 
with  other  assessments,  then,  in  that  event,  said  .funds  shall  be  paid  to  the 
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proper  county  in  which  said  drainage  district  may  be  organized,  or,  in  the 
option  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  the  construction  company  or  bond- 
holder shown  to  be  entitled  to  the  funds  arising  from  such  assessment:  Pro- 
vided further,  That  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  so  construed  as  to  deprive  any 
allottee  of  any  right  which  he  might  otherwise  have  individually  to  apply  to  the 
courts  for  the  purpose  of  having  his  rights  adjudicated." 

In  the  House  of  Representatives, 

February  24, 1921, 

The  President  of  the  United  States  having  returned  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, in  which  it  originated,  the  bill  (H.  R.  517)  entitled  *'An  Act 
amending  an  Act  to  provide  for  drainage  of  Indian  allotments  of  the  Five 
Civilized  Tribes,  approved  March  27,  1914  (Thirty-eighth  Statutes,  310,  Public, 
Numbered  77),"  with  his  objections  thereto,  the  House  proceeded  in  pursuance 
of  the  Constitution  to  reconsider  the  same;  and 

Resolved^  That  the  said  bill  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
agreeing  to  pass  the  same. 

Attest:  Wm.  Tyler  Page 

Clerk. 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 
February  24  {Calendar  Day,  March  2),  1921. 

The  Senate  having  proceeded  to  reconsider  the  bill  (H.  R.  517)  '*An  Act 
amending  an  Act  to  provide  for  drainage  of  Indian  allotments  of  the  Five 
Civilized  Tribes,  approved  March  27,  1914  (Thirty-eighth  Statutes,  310,  Pub- 
lic, numbered  77),"  returned  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  the 
House  of  Representatives,  in  which  it  originated,  with  his  objections,  and 
passed  by  the  House  on  a  reconsideration  of  the  same,  it  was 

Resolved,  That  the  bill  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  Senators  present  having  voted 
in  the  affirmative. 

Attest:  George  A.  Sanderson 

Secretary. 


An  Act  Making  appropriations  for  the  current  and  contingent  expenses  of 
the  Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  for  fulfilling  treaty  stipulations  with  various 
Indian  tribes,  and  for  other  purposes,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jxuie  30, 
1922. 

[Act  of  March  3,  1921,] 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Boarding  and  day  schools  —  discontinuance  —  dispofd- 
tion  of  moneys  appropriated.]  That  all  reservation  and  nonreservation  board- 
ing schools,  with  an  average  attendance  of  less  than  forty-five  and  eighty  pupils, 
respectively,  shall  be  discontinued  on  or  before  the  beginning  of  the  fiscal 
year  1922 :  Provided,  That  this  limitation  as  to  attendance  shall  not  apply  to 
the  Hope  Indian  School  for  Girls  at  Springfield,  South  Dakota,  which  school  is 
hereby  reestablished  and  continued.  The  pupils  in  schools  so  discontinued 
shall  be  transferred  first,  if  possible,  to  Indian  day  schools  or  State  public 
schools;  second,  to  adjacent  reservation  or  nonreservation  boarding  schools,  to 
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the  limit  of  the  capacity  of  said  schools :  Provided  further,  That  all  day  schools 
with  an  average  attendance  of  less  than  eight  shall  be  discontinued  on  or  before 
the  beginning  of  the  fiscal  year  1922 :  And  provided  further,  That  all  moneys 
appropriated  for  any  school  discontinued  pursuant  to  this  Act  or  for  other  cause 
shall  be  returned  immediately  to  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States:  Pro- 
vided further,  That  not  more  than  $200,000  of  the  amount  herein  appropriated 
may  be  expended  for  the  tuition  of  Indian  children  enrolled  in  the  public 
schools:  And  provided  further,  That  no  part  of  this  appropriation  shall  be 
used  for  the  support  of  Indian  day  and  industrial  schools  where  specific  appro- 
priation is  made. 

•  •  ^  [Employees  in  Indian  service  —  quarters  —  heat  and  light.]  That 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  to  allow  employees  in  the  Indian 
Service,  who  are  furnished  quarters,  necessary  heat  and  light  for  such  quarters 
without  charge,  such  heat  and  light  to  be  paid  for  out  of  the  fund  chargeable 
with  the  cost  of  heating  and  lighting  other  buildings  at  the  same  place:  And 
provided  further,  That  the  amount  so  expended  for  agency  purposes  shall  not 
be  included  in  the  maximum  amounts  for  compensation  of  employees  prescribed 
by  section  1,  Act  of  August  24,  1912. 

For  Act  of  Aug.  24,  1012,  sec  1,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  763. 

•  •  •  [Indian  reservations  —  unallotted  lands  —  leases  —  mining  claims  — 
sec.  26  of  Act  of  June  30, 1919,  amended.]  That  section  26  of  the  Act  entitled 
*'An  Act  making  appropriations  for  the  current  and  contingent  expenses  of  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  for  fulfilling  treaty  stipulations  with  various  Indian 
tribes,  and  for  other  purposes,  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1920," 
approved  June  30,  1919  (Public,  Numbered  3,  Sixty-sixth  Congress),  be  amended 
as  follows : 

**  That  wherever  the  term  *  metalliferous  '  is  used  in  said  section  26  f>f  the. 
above-entitled  Act,  it  shall  be  defined  and  construed  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  ijiclude  magnesite,  gypsum,  limestone,  and  asbestos." 

For  sec.  26  amended  by  the  text,  see    1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  78. 

•  *  *  [Restricted  allotments  —  leases  for  fanning  and  grazing  purposes 
—  Five  Civilized  Tribes  excepted.]  That  the  restricted  allotment  of  any  Indian 
may  be  leased  for  farming  and  grazing  purposes  by  the  allottee  or  his  heirs, 
subject  only  to  the  approval-  of  the  superintendent  or  other  officer  in  charge  of 
the  reservation  where  the  land  is  located,  under  such  rules  and  regulations 
as  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  prescribe :  Provided,  That  this  provision 
shall  not  apply  to  the  Five  Civilized  Tribes. 

•  •  •  [Five  Civilized  Tribes  —  tribal  funds  —  expenditures  —  appropria- 
tion by  Congress  —  schools.]  That  hereafter  no  money  shall  be  expended  from 
tribal  funds  belonging  to  the  Five  Civilized  Tribes  without  specific  appropria- 
tion by  Congress,  except  as  follows:  Equalization  of  allotments,  per  capita 
and  other  payments  authorized  by  law  to  individual  members  of  the  respective 
tribes,  tribal  and  other  Indian  schools  for  the  current  fiscal  year  under  existing 
law,  salaries  and  contingent  expenses  of  governors,  chiefs,  assistant  chiefs, 
secretaries,  interpreters,  and  mining  trustees  of  the  tribes  for  the  current 
fiscal  year  at  salaries  at  the  rate  heretofore  paid,  and  one  attorney  each  for 
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the  Choctaw,  Chickasaw,  and  Creek  Tribes  employed  under  contract  approved 
by  the  President,  under  existing  law,  for  the  current  fiscal  year:  Provided 
further,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  authorized  to  continue 
during  the  ensuing  fiscal  year  the  tribal  and  other  schools  among  the  Choctaw, 
Chickasaw,  Creek,  and  Seminole  Tribes  from  the  tribal  funds  of  those  nations, 
within  his  discretion  and  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe : 
And  provided  further,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  hereby  empowered, 
during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  to  expend  funds  of  the  Choctaw, 
Chickasaw,  Creek,  and  Seminole  Nations  available  for  school  purposes  under 
existing  law  for  such  repairs,  improvements,  or  new  buildings  as  he  may 
deem  essential  for  the  proper  conduct  of  the  several  schools  of  said  tribes. 


An  Act  Authoruing  appropriations  and  expenditures  for  the  administration 
of  Indian  Affairs,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  Nov.  2,  1921.] 

[Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  —  expenditures  for  specified  purposes.]  That  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  under  the  supervision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
shall  direct,  supervise,  and  expend  such  moneys  as  Congress  may  from  time  to 
time  appropriate,  for  the  benefit,  care,  and  assistance  of  the  Indians  throughout 
the  United  States  for  the  following  purposes: 

General  support  and  civilization,  including  education. 

For  relief  of  distress  and  conservation  of  health. 

For  industrial  assistance  and  advancement  and  general  administration  of 
Indian  property. 

For  extension,  improvement,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  existing  Indian 
irrigation  systems  and  for  development  of  water  supplies. 

For  the  enlargement,  extension,  improvement,  and  repair  of  the  buildings 
and  grounds  of  existing  plants  and  projects. 

For  the  employment  of  inspectors,  supervisors,  superintendents,  clerks,  field 
matrons,  farmers,  physicians,  Indian  police,  Indian  judges,  and  other  employees. 

For  the  suppression  of  trafiic  in  intoxicating  liquor  and  deleterious  drugs. 

For  the  purchase  of  horse-drawn  and  motor-propelled  passenger-carrying 
vehicles  for  ofiicial  use. 

And  for  general  and  incidental  expenses  in  connection  with  the  administration 
of  Indian  affairs. 


INFANT  HYGIENE 

See  Health  and  Quarantine 


INJUNCTIONS 

See  Stockyards 


A 
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INNKEEPERS 

See  District  of  CoumiBik 


INSULAR  POSSESSIONS 

See  Hawaiian  Islands;  Philippine  Islands;  Pobto  Rioo;  Virgin  Islands 


INSURANCE 

See  Hospitals  and  Asylums;  Internal  Revenue;  War  Department  and 

MiLTTART  Establishment 


INTERIOR  DEPARTMENT 

Act  of  March  3, 1921  (Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act), 
114. 
Sec.    1.  Surveyors  General  —  Detail  of  Clerks,  114. 

[Seo.  1.]  •  •  •  [Surveyors  general  —  detail  of  clerks.]  The  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  is  authorized  to  detail  temporarily  clerks  from  the  office  of  one 
surveyor  general  to  another  as  the  necessities  of  the  service  may  require  and 
to  pay  their  actual  necessary  traveling  expenses  in  going  to  and  returning 
from  such  office  out  of  the  appropriation  for  surveying  the  public  lands.  A 
detailed  statement  of  traveling  expenses  incurred  hereunder  shall  be  made  to 
Congress  at  the  beginning  of  each  regular  session  thereof. 

This  is  from  the  LegiBlative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act  of  March  3,  1921. 
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Act  of  Oct.  14,  1921,  121. 

Tobacco,  Snuff,  Cigars,  and  Cigarettes  Abandoned  or  Forfeited  — 

Distribution   to'  United  States   Hospitals  —  B.    8.    Sec.   3369 

Amended,  121. 
Act  of  Nov.  23,  1921  C  Revenue  Act  of  1921  ''),  122. 

TITLE  L—  GENERAL  DEFINITIONS. 

Sec.        1.  Citation  of  Act  As  "  Revenue  Act  of  1921,*'  122. 
2.  Terms  Used  in  Act  Defined,  122. 

TITLE  II.— INCOME  TAX. 

Part  I. —  General  Provisions. 

200.  Definitions,  122. 

(1)  "  Taxable  year  "— "  fiscal  year,'*  122. 

(2)  ''  Fiduciary,"  123. 

(3)  ''  Withholding  Agent,**  123. 

(4)  ''  Paid,*'  123. 

(5)  *'  Personal  Service  Corporation,**  123. 
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Sec.     201.  Dividends,  123. 

202.  Basis  for  Determining  Gain  or  Loss,  124. 

203.  Inventories,  126. 

204.  Net  Losses,  126. 

205.  Fiscal  Years  1920-1921  and  1921-1922,  127. 

206.  Capital  Gain,  128. 

Part  II. —  Ikdividuai^. 

210.  Normal  Tax,  129. 

211.  Surtax,  129. 

212.  Net  Income  of  Individuals  Defined,  133. 

213.  Gross  Income  Defined,  133. 

214.  Deductions  Allowed  Individv^ds,  135. 

215.  Items  Not  Deductible,  138. 

216.  Credits  Allowed  Individuals,  139. 

217.  Net  Income  of  Nonresident  Alien  Individuals,  139. 

218.  Partnerships  and  Personal  Service  Corporations,  142. 

219.  Estates  and  Trusts,  142. 

220.  Evasion  of  Surtaxes  hy  Incorporation,  144. 

221.  Payment  of  Individual's  Tax  at  Source,  144. 

222.  Credit  for  Taxes  in  Case  of  Individuals,  146. 

223.  Individual  Returns,  147. 

224.  Partnership  Returns,  147, 

225.  Fiduciary  Returns,  147. 

226.  Returns  for  a  Period  of  Less  than  Twelve  Months,  148. 

227.  Time  and  Place  for  Filing  Individv^U,  Partnership,  and  Fidu- 
ciary Returns,  148. 

228.  Understatement  in  Returns,  148. 

229.  Incorporation  of  Individual  or  Partnership  Business,  149. 

Part  III. —  Corporations. 

230.  Tax  on  Corporations,  149. 

231.  Conditional  and  Other  Exemptions  of  Corporations,  149. 

232.  Net  Income  of  Corporations  Defined,  150. 

233.  Gross  Income  of  Corporations  Defined,  151. 

234.  Deductions  Allowed  Corporations,  151. 

235.  Items  Not  Deductible  by  Corporations,  154. 

236.  Credits  Allowed  Corporations,  154. 

237.  Payment  of  Corporation  Income  Tax  at  Source,  155. 

238.  Credit  for  Taxes  in  Case  of  Corporations,  155. 

239.  Corporation  Returns,  156. 

240.  Consolidated  Returns  of  Corporations,  157. 

241.  Time  and  Place  for  Filing  Corporate  Returns,  157. 

TAXES  ON  INSURANCE  COMPANIES. 

242.  *'  Life  Insurance  Company  "  Defined,  158. 

243.  Ra4;e  of  Tax  on  Life  Insurance  Company,  158. 

244.  Definitions  —  *'  Gross  Income  " — "  Reserve  Funds  Required  by 

Law,"  158. 

245.  **  Net  Income'^  of  Life  Insurance   Companies  —  What  Con- 

stitutes Deductions,  158. 
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Sec,    246,  Insurance  Companies  Oilier  than  Life  and  Mtdual  —  Rate  of 

Tax  —  Terms  Defined,  160, 
247.  Deductions  Affecting  Insurance  Companies  Other  than  Life  and 
Mutual,  161. 

Part  IV. —  Administrative  Provisions. 

250.  Payment  of  Tcujces,  161. 

251.  Receipts  for  Taxes,  165. 

252.  Refunds,  166. 

253.  Penalties,  166. 

254.  Returns  of  Payments  of  Dividends,  167. 

255.  Returns  of  Brokers,  167. 

256.  Information  at  Source,  167. 

257.  Returns  to  Be  Public  Records,  167. 

258.  Publication  of  Statistics,  168. 

259.  Collection  of  Foreign  Items,  168. 

260.  Citizens  of  Possessions  of  the  United  States,  168. 

261.  Porto  Rico  and  Philippine  Islands,  169. 

262.  Income  from  Sources  within  the  Possessions  of  the  Z'nited  States, 

169. 

263.  Effective  Date  of  Title,  169. 

TITLE  III.—  WAR-PROFITS  AND  EXCESS-PROFITS  TAX  FOR  1921. 

Part  I. —  General  Definitions. 

300.  Terms  Used  in  Title  Defined,  169. 

Part  II. —  Imposition  of  Tax. 

301.  Rate  of  Tax,  169. 

302.  Tax  Limitations,  170. 

303.  Net   Income   Derived  from   Different   Sources  —  Computation, 

170. 

304.  Corporations  When  Exempt  from  Taxation  under  This  Title, 

171. 

305.  Period  of  Computation  as  Affecting  Amount  of  Exemption, 

171. 

Part  III. —  Excess-Profits  Credit. 
312.  Elements  of  Credit  —  Foreign  Corporation,  171. 

Part  IV. —  Net  Income. 
320.  Basis  of  Ascertainment,  171. 

Part  V. —  Invested  Capital. 

325.  Terms  in  Title  Defined,  172. 

326.  Inserted  Capital  —  Meaning  and  Scope  of  Term,  172. 

327.  Enumeration  of  Cases  Specially  Considered  for  Purposes  of 

Taxation,  173. 

328.  Determination  of  Tax  of  Specially  Considered  Cases,  174. 

Part  VI. —  Reorganizations. 

331.  Reorganizations,  etc.,  after  March  3,  1917  —  Determination  of 
Invested  Capital  —  Transferred  Assets,  174. 
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Part  VII. —  Miscellaneous. 

Sec.    335,  Period  Covered  iy  Return  of  Corporation  as  Affecting  Amount 

of  Tax  —  Refund  of  Tax,  175, 

336,  Corporations  Required  to   Make   Return   under   Title  —  Laws 

Affecting  Returns  and  Payment  of  Taxes,  175, 

337,  Sales  of  Mines,  OU  or  Gas  Wells  —  Amount  of  Tax,  175, 

338,  Effective  Date  of  Title,  175, 

TITLE  IV,— ESTATE  TAX. 

400.  Terms    Defined  —  *'  Executor  ''—'*  Net    Estate  '*— "  MontTi  " 

— *'  Collector,"  175. 

401.  Imposition  of  Tax  —  Amount  —  Persons  Dying  in  Military  or 

Naval  Services,  176. 

402.  Value  of  Oross  Estate  —  Determination,  177, 

403.  Value  of  Net  Estate  —  Determination,  178, 

404.  Duty    of    Executor  —  Notice  —  Return  —  Assessment    of    Tax, 

180. 

405.  Return  When  Required  to  Be  Made  by  Collector,  180. 

406.  Payment  of  Tax  —  Time  —  Interest,  181, 

407.  Payment  of  Tax  —  to  Whom  Made  —  Amount  Undetermined, 

181, 

408.  Unpaid  Taxes  —  Collection  —  Satisfaction  of  Tax  Out  of  Dis- 

tributed Portion  of  Estate  —  Proceeds  of  Insurance  Policies, 
181. 

409.  Unpaid  Tax  as  Lien  —  Transfers  of  Property  in  Anticipation  of 

Death  —  Innocent  Purchasers  for  Value,  182, 

410.  Violations  of  Act  —  Penalties,  182. 

411.  Property  Situated  in  China  —  Collection  of  Tax  —  Repeal  of 

Proviso  in  Act  of  June  4,  1920,  183. 

TITLE  v.—  TAX  ON  TELEGRAPH  AND  TELEPHONE  MESSAGES. 

500,  Amount  of  Tax,  183. 

501,  Tax  by  Whom  Paid,  184. 

502,  Collection    of    Tax  —  Refunds  —  Returns  —  Penalty   for    Non- 

payment, 184. 

TITLE  VI,— TAX  ON  BEVERAGES  AND  CONSTITUENT  PARTS 

THEREOF. 

600,  Distilled  Spirits — Amount  of  Tax — When  Du^  —  Sec,  600  {a) 

of  Revenue  Act  of  1918  Amended,  184, 

601.  Distilled  Spirits  and  Wines  Hereafter  Rectified,  etc,  — Addi- 

tional Tax  —  Floor  Tax  —  Cordials  and  Liquors  —  Blends  — 
Rectifiers  —  Sec,  605  of  Revenue  Act  of  1918  Amended,  185. 

602.  Soft  Drinks,  185, 

{a)  Cereal  Drinks,  185. 
(6)  Fruit  Juices,  185. 

(c)  Still  Drinks,  185. 

(d)  Mineral  and  Other  Table  Waters,  185.^ 

(e)  Fountain  Sirups,  185. 
(/)   Carbonic  Acid  Gas,  186, 

603,  Returns  —  Payment    of    Taxes  —  Penalties  —  Registration    of 

Persons  Subject  to  Tax,  186. 
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TITLE  VIL—  TAX  ON  CIGARS,  TOBACCO,  AND  MANUFACTURES 

THEREOF. 

Sec.    700.  (a)  Cigars  and  Cigarettes — Amount  of  Tax,  186. 
(6)  Price  of  Cigars,  How  Fixed,  187. 

(c)  Labels  on  Boxes,  etc.,  187. 

(d)  Cigarettes  and  Small  Cigars  —  Packing  and  Stamping,  187. 
701.  (a)  Tobacco  and  Snuff — Amount  of  Tax,  187. 

(fe)  Tobacco  and  Snuff  How  Put  Up  and  Prepared  —  R.  S.  Sec. 
3362  re-enacted,  187. 

703.  Cigarette  Paper  — Amount  of  Tax  —  Bond  —  Records  —  Return, 

188. 

704.  Leaf  Tobacco  —  Requirements  Imposed  on  Dealers  —  R.  S.  Sec. 

3360  re-enacted,  189. 

TITLE  VIII.—  TAX  ON  ADMISSIONS  AND  DUES. 

800.  Admissions  —  Amount  of  Tax  —  Places  Affected,  190. 

801.  Club  Dues  and  Fees,  192. 

802.  Collection  of  Tax  on  Admissions,  Dues  and  Fees,  192. 

TITLE  IX..— EXCISE  TAXES. 

900.  Enumeration  of  Articles  Taxed — Amount  of  Tax,  192. 

901.  Articles  Subject  to  Tax  Sold  or  Leased  at  Less  Than  Fair  Mar- 

ket Value  —  Effect,  193. 

902.  Sculpture  and  Other  Art  Articles,  193 

903.  Returns  —  Payment  of  Tax  —  Penalty  for  Nonpayment,  194. 

904.  Ijuxury  Taxes — Articles  Affected,  194. 

905.  Tax  on  Jewelry,  etc. —  Watches  and  Clocks  —  Glasses  —  Returns 

—  Payment  of  Tax,  194. 

906.  Executory  Contracts  of  Sales  Made  Prior  to  Aug.  15,  1921  — 

Payment  of  Taxes  —  Refunds,  195. 

TITLE  X.— SPECIAL  TAXES. 

1000.  Capital  Stock  Tax,  196. 

Miscellaneous  Occupational  Taxes. 

1001.  (a)  Occupations  Enumerated,  196. 

(I)  Brokers,  196. 
{2)  Paumbrokers,  196. 
{3)  Ship  Brokers,  197. 

(4)  Customhouse  Brokers,  197. 

(5)  Proprietors  of  Theaters,  197. 

(6)  Proprietors  of  Circuses,  197. 

(7)  Proprietors  or  Agents  of  all  Other  Public  Exhibi- 

tions, 197. 

(8)  Proprietors  of  Bowling  Alleys  and  Billiard  Rooms, 

197. 

(9)  Proprietors  of  Shooting  Galleries,  197. 

(10)  Proprietors  of  Riding  Academies,  198. 

(11)  Persons  Carrying  on  the  Business  of  Operating  or 

Renting  Passenger  Automobiles,  198. 

(12)  Brewers,  Distillers,  Liquor  Dealers,  etc.,  198. 

(b)  Payment  of  Tax  as  Exempting  from  State  Laws,  198. 

(c)  Tax  Imposed  in  Lieu  of  Tax  in  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  198. 
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Sec.  1002,  Special  Tobacco  Manufacturers'  Tax,  198. 

1003.  Special  Tax  on  Use  of  Boats,  199. 

1004.  Penalty  for  Nonpayment  of  Special  Taxes,  199. 

Tax  on  Narcotics. 

1005.  Opium,  Coca  Leaves  and  Preparations  Therefrom  —  Regulation 

of  Traffic  —  Registration  — Amount  of  Tax  —  Collection  — 
Harrison  Act,  200. 

1006.  Preparations  Containing  Limited  Quantities  of  Opium,  Mor- 

phine, etc.  —  Application  of  Harrison  Act  —  Record  of  Sales, 
etc.  —  Registration  —  Decocainized  Coca  Leaves  and  Prepa- 
rations Therefrom,  202. 

1007.  Confiscation  and  Forfeiture  of  Seized  Opium,  Coca  Leaves,  etc. 

—  Disposition  of  Forfeited  Drugs,  203. 

TITLE  XL—  STAMP  TAXES. 

1100.  Instruments,  Matters  and  Things  Affected  by  Title,  203. 

1101.  Instruments,  etc..  Not  Affected  by  Title,  203, 

1102.  Offenses  —  Failure  to  Pay  Tax  or  Cancel  Stamps,  204, 

1103.  Offenses  —  Fraud  —  Tampering   with   Stamped   Instrvmient^ 

Insufficient  Stamping  —  Used  Stamps  —  Reuse  and  Possession 

—  Counterfeit  Stamps,  204. 

1104.  Cancellation  of  Stamps  —  Method,  204. 

1105.  Preparation  and  Distribution  of  Stamps  —  Collection  of  Stamp 

Taxes  Omitted  from  Instrument,  etc.,  205. 

1106.  Distribution  of  Stamps  to  Postmaster,  205. 

1107.  Distribution  of  Stamps  to  Assistant  Treasurer,  etc.,  205. 

Schedule  A. —  Stamp  Taxes. 

1.  Bonds  of  Indebtedness,  205. 

2.  Capital  Stock,  Issued,  206. 

3.  Capital  Stock,  Sales,  or  Transfers,  206. 

4.  Produce,  Sales  of,  on  Exhange,  207. 

5.  Drafts,  Checks  and  Notes,  207. 

6.  Conveyances,  208. 

7.  Entry  of  Any  Goods,  Wares,  or  Merchandise,  208. 

8.  Entry  for  the  Withdrawal  of  Any  Goods,  208. 

9.  Passage  Ticket,  208. 

10.  Proxy,  208. 

11.  Power  of  Attorney,  208. 

12.  Playing  Cards,  208. 

13.  Insurance  Policies,  208. 

TITLE  XII.—  TAX  ON  EMPLOYMENT  OF  CHILD  LABOR. 

1200.  Kind  of  Employment  Affected  by  Title  —  Hours  of  Employ- 

ment  — Amount  of  Tax  —  Net  Profits,  209. 

1201.  Computation  of  Net  Profits,  209. 

1202.  Sale  of  Products  at  Less  than  Fair  Market  Price  —  Collusion, 

210. 

1203.  Good  Faith  as  Relieving  Employer  from  Tax  —  Employment 

Certificate  —  Mistake  as  to  Age,  210. 
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Sec.  1204.  Returns,  210. 

1205.  Assessment  and  Collection  of  Tax,  211. 

1206.  Inspection  of  Mines,  Factories,  etc. —  Penalty  for  Ohstrvcting 

Inspection,  211. 

1207.  "  Taxable  Tear  "  —  Meaning,  211. 

TITLE  XIII.—  OENEBAL  ADMINISTRATIVE  PROVISIONS. 

1300.  Laws  Made  Applicable,  211. 

1301.  Method  of  Collecting  Tax,  211. 

1302.  Penalties,  211. 

1303.  Rules  and  Regulations,  212. 

1304.  Overpayments  and  Over  collections,  212. 

1305.  Articles  Exported,  212. 

1306.  Fractional  Parts  of  a  Cent,  212. 

1307.  Returns,  213. 

1308.  Examination  of  Books  and  Witnesses,  213. 

1309.  Unnecessary  Examinations,  213. 

1310.  Jurisdiction  of  Courts,  213. 

Amendments  to  Revised  Statutes. 

1311.  R.  S.  sees.  3164,  3165,  3167,  3172,  3173,  and  3176  amended,  214. 

Duty  of  Collectors  to  Report  Violations  of  Law  to  District 
Attorney,  214. 

Revenue  Officers  Who  May  Administer  Oaths  and  Take 
Evidence,  214. 

Disclosure  by  Revenue  Officers  of  Operations,  etc..  Prohibited 
—  Penalty,  214. 

Canvass  of  Districts  for  Persons  Liable  to,  and  Objects  Sub- 
ject to  Taxation,  214. 

Annual  Returns  of  Persons  Liable  to  Tax,  214. 

On  Failure,  Return  to  Be  Made  by  Officer  —  Penalty  for 
Failure  io  Make  Return,  216. 

1312.  Final  Determinations  and  Assessments,  216. 

1313.  Administrative  Review,  216. 

1314.  Retroactive  Regulations,  216. 

Refunds. 

1315.  Refundment  of  Taxes,  Penalties,  etc. —  R.   S.   Sec.   3220  Re- 

enacted,  217. 

1316.  Claims     for     Refundment  —  Limitation  —  R.     S.     Sec.     3228 

Amended,  217. 

1317.  Permanent  Indefinite  Appropriations  —  Refunding  Taxes  Ille- 

golly  Collected  —  R.  S.  Sec.  3689  Repealed  in  Part,  217. 

Limitation  Upon  Suits  and  Prosecutions. 

1318.  Suits  for   Recovery   of  Taxes   Wrongfully   Collected  —  R.   S. 

Sec.  3226  Amended,  218. 

1319.  R.  S.  Sec.  3227  Repealed,  218. 

1320.  Suits  for  Collection  of  Any  Internal  Revenue  Tax,  218. . 

1321.  Prosecution  for  Offenses  Against  Internal  Revenue  Laws  —  Act 

of  July  5,  1884,  Amended,  218. 
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# 

Assessments. 
Sec.  1322,  Time  of  Assessments  —  Effect  of  Fraud,  etc.,  219. 

Fraudulent  Returns. 

1323.  Recovery  of  Taxes  Collected  under  Second  Assessment  Based  on 

Fraudulent  Returns  —  R,  S.  Sec.  3225  Re-enacted,  219. 

1324.  Interest  on  Refunds  and  Judgments,  219. 

1325.  Payments  of  Taxes  by  Check  or  United  States  Securities,  220. 

1326.  Frauds  on  Purchasers,  220. 

1327.  Tax  Simplification  Board,  220. 

1328.  Consolidation  of  Liberty  Bond  Tax  Exemptions,  221. 

1329.  Deposit  of  United  States  Bonds  or  Notes  in  Lieu  of  Surety.  {See 

Surety  and  Suretyship),  221. 

1330.  Lost  Stamps  for  Tobacco,  Cigars,  and  So  Forth  —  R.  S.  Sec. 

3315  Re-enacted,  221. 

1331.  Consolidated  Returns  for  Year  1917,  222 

1332.  Alternative  Tax  on  Personal  Service  Corporations,  222. 

TITLE  XIV.— GENERAL  PROVISIONS. 

1400.  Repeals,  223. 

1401.  Increase  in  Note  Authorization.     {See  Public  Debt),  224. 

1402.  Increase  in  Treasury  Savings  Certificate  Limit.     {See  Public 

Debt),  224. 

1403.  Saving  Clause  in  Event  of  Unconstitutionality^  224. 

1404.  Effective  Date  of  Act,  224. 

CSOSS-SEFERENCS 

See  also  CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

An  Act  Authorizing  the  distribution  of  abandoned  or  forfeited  tobacco,  snuff, 
cigars,  or  cigarettes  to  hospitals  maintained  by  the  United  States  for  the 
use  of  present  or  former  members  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States. 

[Act  of  Oct.  14, 1921.] 

[Tobacco,  snuff,  cigars,  and  cigarettes  abandoned  or  forfeited  —  distribu- 
tion to  United  States  hospitals  —  B.  S.  sec.  3369  amended.]  That  the  last  pro- 
viso of  section  3369  of  the  Revised  Statutes  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

'^And  provided,  further,  That  in  case  it  shall  appear  that  any  abandoned,  con- 
demned, or  forfeited  tobacco,  snuff,  cigars,  or  cigarettes,  when  offered  for  sale, 
will  not  bring  a  price  equal  to  the  tax  due  and  payable  thereon,  such  goods  shall 
not  be  sold  for  consumption  in  the  United  States;  and  upon  application  made 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  he  is  authorized  to  order  the  destruc- 
tion of  such  tobacco,  snuff,  cigars,  or  cigarettes  by  the  oflScer  in  whose  custody 
and  control  the  same  may  be  at  the  time,  and  in  such  manner  and  under  such 
regulations  as  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  may  prescribe,  or  he 
may,  under  such  regulations,  order  delivery,  of  such  tobacco,  snuff,  cigars,  or 
cigarettes,  without  payment  of  any  tax,  to  any  hospital  maintained  by  the 
United  States  for  the  use  of  present  or  former  members  of  the  military  or  naval 
forces  of  the  United  States." 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3309,  here  amended,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d    ed.)   145. 
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An  Act  To  reduce  and  equalize  taxatiDii,  to  provide  revenue,  and  for  other 

purposes. 

[Act  of  Nov.  23, 1921.] 

Title  I. —  General  Definitions. 

Section  1.  [Citation  of  Act  as  "  Revenue  Act  of  1921."]  That  this  Act  may 
be  cited  as  the  ' '  Revenue  Act  of  1921. ' ' 

Sec.  2.  [Terms  used  in  Act  defined.]    That  when  used  in  this  Act  — 

,  (1)  The  term  **  person  "  includes  partnerships  and  corporations,  as  well  as 
individuals ; 

(2)  The  term  *'  corporation  "  includes  associations,  joint-stock  companies, 
and  insurance  companies ; 

(3)  The  term  **  domestic  "  when  applied  to  a  corporation  or  partnership 
means  created  or  organized  in  the  United  States ; 

(4)  The  term  **  foreign  "  when  applied  to  a  corporation  or  partnership 
means  created  or  organized  outside  the  United  States ; 

(5)  The  term  '*  United  States  "  when  used  in  a  geographical  sense  includes 
only  the  States,  the  Territories  of  Alaska  and  Hawaii,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia ; 

(6)  The  term  *'  Secretary  "  means  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury; 

(7)  The  term  **  Commissioner "  means  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue ; 

(8)  The  term  *'  collector  "  means  collector  of  internal  revenue; 

(9)  The  term  *'  taxpayer  "  includes  any  person,  trust  or  estate  subject  to  a 
tax  imposed  by  this  Act ; 

(10)  The  term  *'  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  ''  includes  the 
Marine  Corps,  the  Coast  Guard,  the  Army  Nurse  Corps,  Female,  and  the  Navy 
Nurse  Corps,  Female,  but  this  shall  not  be  deemed  to  exclude  other  units  other- 
wise included  within  such  terms;  and 

(11)  The  term  *'  Government  contract  "  means  (a)  a  contract  made  with 
the  United  States,  or  with  any  department,  bureau,  oflBcer,  commission,  board, 
or  agency,  under  the  United  States  and  acting  in  its  behalf,  or  with  any  agency 
controlled  by  any  of  the  above  if  the  contract  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  United 
States,  or  (b)  a  subcontract  made  with  a  contractor  performing  such  a  contract 
if  the  products  or  services  to  be  furnished  under  the  subcontract  are  for  the 
benefit  of  the  United  States.  The  term  **  Government  contract  or  contracts 
made  between  April  6,  1917,  and  November  11,  1918,  both  dates  inclusive  " 
when  applied  to  a  contract  of  the  kind  referred  to  in  clause  (a)  of  this  sub- 
division, includes  all  such  contracts  which,  although  entered  into  during  such 
period,  were  originally  not  enforceable,  but  which  have  been  or  may  become 
enforceable  by  reason  of  subsequent  validation  in  pursuance  of  law. 

Title  II. —  Income  Tax. 

part  I. —  general  provisions. 

Sec.  200.  Definitions.    That  when  used  in  this  title  — 
(1)  ["  Taxable  year  '*  —  "  fiscal  year.'*]    The  term  '*  taxable  year  "  means 
the  calendar  year,  or  the  fiscal  year  ending  during  such  calendar  year,  upon  the 
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basis  of  which  the  net  income  is  computed  under  section  212  or  section  232.  The 
term  *'  fiscal  year  "  means  an  accounting  period  of  twelve  months  ending  on 
the  last  day  of  any  month  other  than  December.  The  first  taxable  year,  to  be 
called  the  taxable  year  1921,  shall  be  the  calendar  ye^r  1921  or  any  fiscal  year 
ending  during  the  calendar  year  1921 ; 

(2)  ["  Fiduciary."]  The  term  "  fiduciary  "  means  a  guardian,  trustee, 
executor,  administrator,  receiver,  conservator,  or  any  person  acting  in  any 
fiduciary  capacity  for  any  person,  trust  or  estate ; 

(3)  [••  Withholding  agent."]  The  term  ''  withholding  agent  "  means  any 
person  required  to  deduct  and  withhold  any  tax  under  the  provisions  of  section 
221  or  section  237 ; 

(4)  [**  Paid."]  The  term  **  paid,"  for  the  purposes  of  the  deductions  and 
credits  under  this  title,  means  *'  paid  or  accrued  "  or  *'  paid  or  incurred,"  and 
the  terms  '*  paid  or  incurred  "  and  '*  paid  or  accrued  "  shall  be  construed 
according  to  the  method  of  accounting  upon  the  basis  of  which  the  net  income  is 
computed  under  section  212 ;  and 

(5)  ["Personal  service  corporation."]  The  term  "personal  service  cor- 
poration "  means  a  corporation  whose  income  is  to  be  ascribed  primarily  to  the 
activities  of  the  principal  owners  or  stockholders  who  are  themselves  regularly 
engaged  in  the  active  conduct  of  the  affairs  of  the  corporation  and  in  which 
capital  (whether  invested  or  borrowed)  is  not  a  material  income-producing 
factor ;  but  does  not  include  any  foreign  corporation,  nor  any  corporation  50  per 
centum  or  more  of  whose  gross  income  consists  either  (1)  of  gains,  profits,  or 
income  derived  from  trading  as  a  principal,  or  (2)  of  gains,  profits,  commissions, 
or  other  income,  derived  from  a  Government  contract  or  contracts  made  between 
April  6, 1917,  and  November  11, 1918,  both  dates  inclusive. 

Sec.  201.  Dividends,  (a)  That  the  term  '*  dividend  "  when  used  in  this 
title  (except  in  paragraph  (10)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  234  and  para- 
graph (4)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  245)  means  any  distribution  made  by  a 
corporation  to  its  shareholders  or  members,  whether  in  cash  or  in  other  prop- 
erty, out  of  its  earnings  or  profits  accumulated  since  February  28,  1913,  except 
a  distribution  made  by  a  personal  service  corporation  out  of  earnings  or  profits 
accumulated  since  December  31,  1917,  and  prior  to  January  1,  1922. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act  every  distribution  is  made  out  of  earnings 
or  profits,  and  from  the  most  recently  accumulated  earnings  or  profits,  to  the 
extent  of  such  earnings  or  profits  accumulated  since  February  28,  1913 ;  but  any 
earnings  or  profits  accumulated  or  increase  in  value  of  property  accrued  prior 
to  March  1,  1913,  may  be  distributed  exempt  from  the  tax,  after  the  earnings 
and  profits  accumulated  since  February  28,  1913,  have  been  distributed.  If  any 
such  tax-free  distribution  has  been  made  the  distributee  shall  not  be  allowed 
as  a  deduction  from  gross  income  any  loss  sustained  from  the  sale  or  other 
disposition  of  his  stock  or  shares  unless,  and  then  only  to  the  extent  that,  the 
basis  provided  in  section  202  exceeds  the  sum  of  (1)  the  amount  realized  from 
the  sale  or  other  disposition  of  such  stock  or  shares,  and  (2)  the  aggregate 
amount  of  such  distributions  received  by  him  thereon. 

(c)  Any  distribution  (whether  in  cash  or  other  property)  made  by  a  corpora- 
tion to  its  shareholders  or  members  otherwise  than  out  of  (1)  earnings  or  profits 
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accumulated  since  February  28,  1913,  or  (2)  earnings  or  profits  accumulated  or 
increase  in  value  of  property  accrued  prior  to  March  1,  1913,  shall  be  applied 
against  and  reduce  the  basis  provided  in  section  202  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain- 
ing the  gain  derived  or  the  loss  sustained  from  the  sale  or  other  disposition  of 
the  stock  or  shares  by  the  distributee. 

(d)  A  stock  dividend  shall  not  be  subject  to  tax  but  if  after  the  distribution 
of  any  such  dividend  the  corporation  proceeds  to  cancel  or  redeem  its  stock  at 
such  time  and  in  such  manner  as  to  make  the  distribution  and  cancellation  or 
redemption  essentially  equivalent  to  the  distribution  of  a  taxable  dividend,  the 
amount  received  in  redemption  or  cancellation  of  the  stock  shall  be  treated  as  a 
taxable  dividend  to  the  extent  of  the  earnings  or  profits  accumulated  by  such 
corporation  after  February  28,  1913. 

(e)  For  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  a  taxable  distribution  made  by  a  corpora^ 
tion  to  its  shareholders  or  members  shall  be  included  in  the  gross  income  of  the 
distributees  as  of  the  date  when  the  cash  or  other  property  is  unqualifiedly  made 
subject  to  their  demands. 

(f )  Any  distribution  made  during  the  first  sixty  days  of  any  taxable  year 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  made  from  earnings  or  profits  accumulated  during 
preceding  taxable  years;  but  any  distribution  made  during  the  remainder  of 
the  taxable  year  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  made  from  earnings  or  profits 
accumulated  between  the  close  of  the  preceding  taxable  year  and  the  date  of 
distribution,  to  the  extent  of  such  earnings  or  profits,  and  if  the  books  of  the 
corporation  do  not  show  the  amount  of  such  earnings  or  profits,  the  earnings 
or  profits  for  the  accounting  period  within  which  the  distribution  was  made 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  been  accumulated  ratably  during  such  period.  This 
subdivision  shall  not  be  in  effect  after  December  31,  1921. 

Sec.  202.  Basis  for  determining  gain  or  loss,  (a)  That  the  basis  for  ascer- 
taining the  gain  derived  or  loss  sustained  from  a  sale  or  other  disposition 
of  property,  real,  personal,  or  mixed,  acquired  after  February  28,  1913,  shall  be 
the  cost  of  such  property ;  except  that  — 

(1)  In  the  case  of  such  property,  which  should  be  included  in  the  inventory, 
the  basis  shall  be  the  last  inventory  value  thereof ; 

(2)  In  the  case  of  such  property,  acquired  by  gift  after  December  31,  1920, 
the  basis  shall  be  the  same  as  'that  which  it  would  have  in  the  hands  of  the 
donor  or  the  last  preceding  owner  by  whom  it  was  not  acquired  by  gift.  If  the 
facts  necessary  to  determine  such  basis  are  unknown  to  the  donee,  the  Commis- 
sioner shall,  if  possible,  obtain  such  facts  from  such  donor  or  last  preceding 
owner,  or  any  other  person  cognizant  thereof.  If  the  Commissioner  finds  it 
impossible  to  obtain  such  facts,  the  basis  shall  be  the  value  of  such  property  as 
found  by  the  Commission  as  of  the  date  or  approximate  date  at  which,  according 
to  the  best  information  the  Commissioner  is  able  to  obtain,  such  property  was 
acquired  by  such  donor  or  last  preceding  owner.  In  the  case  of  such  property 
acquired  by  gift  on  or  before  December  31,  1920,.  the  basis  for  ascertaining  gain 
or  loss  from  a  sale  or  other  disposition  thereof  shall  be  the  fair  market  price  or 
value  of  such  property  at  the  time  of  such  acquisition ; 

(3)  In  the  case  of  such  property,  acquired  by  bequest,  devise,  or  inheritance, 
the  basis  shall  be  the  fair  market  price  or  value  of  such  property  at  the  time 
of  such  acquisition.    The  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  apply  fo  *Jli«  aoquJs> 
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tion  of  such  property  interests  as  are  specified  in  subdivision  (c)  or  (c)  of 
section  402. 

(b)  The  basis  for  ascertaining  the  gain  derived  or  loss  sustained  from  the 
sale  or  other  disposition  of  property,  real,  personal,  or  mixed,  acquired  before 
March  1,  1913,  sHall  be  the  same  as  that  provided  by  subdivision  (a) ;  but  — 

(1)  If  its  fair  market  price  or  value  as  of  March  1,  1913,  is  in  excess  of  such 
basis,  the  gain  to  be  included  in  the  gross  income  shall  be  the  excess  of  the 
amount  realized  therefor  over  such  fair  market  price  or  value ; 

(2)  If  its  fair  market  price  or  value  as  of  March  1,  1913,  is  lower  than  such 
basis,  the  deductible  loss  is  the  excess  of  the  fair  market  price  or  value  as  of 
March  1, 1913,  over  the  amount  realized  therefor ;  and 

(3)  If  the  amount  realized  therefor  is  more  than  such  basis  but  not  more 
than  its  fair  market  price  or  value  as  of  March  1,  1913,  or  less  than  such  basis 
but  not  less  than  such  fair  market  price  or  value,  no  gain  shall  be  included  in 
and  no  loss  deducted  from  the  gross  income. 

(c)  For  the  purposes  of  this  title,  on  an  exchange  of  property,  real,  personal 
or  mixed,  for  any  other  such  property,  no  gain  or  loss  shall  be  recognized  unless 
the  property  received  in  exchange  has  a  readily  realizable  market  value;  but 
even  if  the  property  received  in  exchange  has  a  readily  realizable  market  value, 
no  gain  or  loss  shall  be  recognized  — 

(1)  When  any  such  property  held  for  investment,  or  for  productive  use  in 
trade  or  business  (not  including  stock-in-trade  or  other  property  held  primarily 
for  sale),  is  exchanged  for  property  of  a  like  kind  or  use; 

(2)  When  in  the  reorganization  of  one  or  more  corporations  a  person  receives 
in  place  of  any  stock  or  securities  owned  by  him,  stock  or  securities  in  a  corpo- 
ration a  party  to  or  resulting  from  such  reorganization.  The  word  "  reorganiza- 
tion," as  used  in  this  paragraph,  includes  a  merger  or  consolidation  (including 
the  acquisition  by  one  corporation  of  at  least  a  majority  of  the  voting  stock  and 
at  least  a  majority  of  the  total  number  of  shares  of  all  other  classes  of  stock  of 
another  corporation,  or  of  substantially  all  the  properties  of  another  corpora- 
tion), recapitalization,  or  mere  change  in  identity,  form,  or  place  of  organiza- 
tion of  a  corporation,  (however  effected) ;  or 

(3)  When  (A)  a  person  transfers  any  property,  real,  personal  or  mixed,  to  a 
corporation,  and  immediately  after  the  transfer  is  in  control  of  such  corpora- 
tion, or  (B)  two  or  more  persons  transfer  any  such  property  to  a  corporation, 
and  immediately  after  the* transfer  are  in  control  of  such  corporation,  and  the 
amounts  of  stock,  securities,  or  both,  received  by  such  persons  are  in  substan- 
tially the  same  proportion  as  their  interests  in  the  property  before  such  trans- 
fer. For  the  purposes  of  this  paragraph,  a  person  is,  or  two  or  more  persons 
are,  **  in  control  "  of  a  corporation  when  owning  at  least  80  per  centum  of  the 
voting  stock  and  at  least  80  per  centum  of  the  total  number  of  shares  of  all  other 
classes  of  stock  of  the  corporation. 

(d)  (1)  Where  property  is  exchanged  for  other  property  and  no  gain  or  loss 
is  recognized  under  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (c) ,  the  property  received  shall, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  section,  be  treated  as  taking  thp  place  of  the  property 
exchanged  therefor,  except  as  provided  in  subdivision  (e) ;. 

(2)  Where  property  is  compulsorily  or  involuntarily*  converted  into  cash 
or  it<?  equivalent  in  the  manner  described  in  paragraph  (12)  of  subdivision  (a) 
of  section  214  and  paragraph  (14)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  234,  and  the 
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taxpayer  proceeds  in  good  faith  to  expend  or  set  aside  the  proceeds  of  such 
conversion  in  the  form  and  in  the  manner  therein  provided,  the  property 
acquired  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  this  section,  be  treated  as  taking  the  place  of  a 
like  proportion  of  the  property  converted. 

(3)  Where  no  deduction  is  allowed  for  a  loss  or  a  part  thereof  under  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (5)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  214  and  paragraph  (4) 
of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  234,  that  part  of  the  property  acquired  with  rela- 
tion to  which  such  loss  is  disallowed  shall  for  the  purposes  of  this  section  be 
treated  as  taking  the  place  of  the  property  sold  or  disposed  of. 

(e)  Where  property  is  exchanged  for  other  property  which  has  no  readily 
realizable  market  value,  together  with  money  or  other  property  which  has  a 
readily  realizable  market  value,  then  the  money  or  the  fair  market  value  of  the 
property  having  such  readily  realizable  market  value  received  in  exchange  shall 
be  applied  against  and  reduce  the  basis,  provided  in  this  section^  of  the  property 
exchanged,  and  if  in  excess  of  such  basis,  shall  be  taxable  to  the  extent  of  the 
excess;  but  when  property  is  exchanged  for  property  specified  in  paragraphs  (1), 
(2),  and  (3)  of  subdivision  (c)  as  received  in  exchange,  together  with  money  or 
other  property  of  a  readily  realizable  market  value  other  than  that  specified  in 
such  paragraphs,  the  money  or  the  fair  market  value  of  such  other  property 
received  in  exchange  shall  be  applied  against  and  reduce  the  basis,  provided  in 
this  section,  of  the  property  exchanged,  and  if  in  excess  of  such  basis,  shall  be 
taxable  to  the  extent  of  the  excess. 

(f )  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  prevent  (in  the  case  of 
property  sold  under  contract  providing  for  payment  in  installments)  the  taxa- 
tion of  that  portion  of  any  installment  i>ayment  representing  gain  or  profit  in 
the  year  in  which  such  payment  is  received. 

Sec.  203.  Ihyentories.  That  whenever  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner 
the  use  of  inventories  is  necessary  in  order  clearly  to  determine  the  income  of 
any  taxpayer,  inventories  shall  be  taken  by  such  taxpayer  upon  such  basis  as 
the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  prescribe  as  con- 
forming as  nearly  as  may  be  to  the  best  accounting  practice  in  the  trade  or 
business  and  as  most  clearly  reflecting  the  income. 

Sec.  204.  Net  losses,  (a)  That  as  used  in  this  section  the  term  '^  net  loss  " 
means  only  net  losses  resulting  from  the  operation  of  any  trade  or  business  regu- 
larly carried  on  by  the  taxpayer  (including  losses  sustained  from  the  sale  or 
other  disposition  of  real  estate,  machinery,  and  other  capital  assets,  used  in 
the  conduct  of  such  trade  or  business) ;  and  when  so  resulting  means  the  excess 
of  the  deductions  allowed  by  section  214  or  234,  as  the  case  may  be,  over  the 
sum  of  the  following:  (1)  the  gross  income  of  the  taxpayer  for  the  taxable 
year,  (2)  the  amount  by  which  the  interest  received  free  from  taxation  under 
this  title  exceeds  so  much  of  the  interest  paid  or  accrued  within  the  taxable 
year  on  indebtedness  as  is  not  permitted  to  be  deducted  by  paragraph  (2)  of 
subdivision  (a)  of  section  214  or  by  paragraph  (2)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  sec- 
tion 234,  (3)  the  amount  by  which  the  deductible  losses  not  sustained  in  such 
trade  or  business  exceed  the  taxable  gains  or  profits  not  derived  from  such  trade 
or  business,  (4)  amounts  received  as  dividends  and  allowed  as  a  deduction  under 
paragraph  (6)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  234,  and  (5)  so  much  of  the  deple- 
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tion  deduction  allowed  with  respect  to  any  mine,  oil  or  pas  well  as  is  based  upon 
discovery  value  in  lieu  of  cost. 

(b)  If  for  any  taxable  year  beginning  after  December  31,  1920,  it  appears 
upon  the  production  of  evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Commissioner  that  any  tax- 
payer has  sustained  a  net  loss,  the  amount  thereof  shall  be  deducted  from  the 
net  income  of  the  taxpayer  for  the  succeeding  taxable  year;  and  if  such  net 
loss  is  in  excess  of  the  net  income  for  such  succeeding  taxable  year,  the  amount 
of  such  excess  shall  be  allowed  as  a  deduction  in  computing  the  net  income  for 
the  next  succeeding  taxable  year;  the  deduction  in  all  cases  to  be  made  under 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary. 

(c)  The  benefit  of  this  section  shall  be  allowed  to  the  members  of  a  partner- 
ship and  the  beneficiaries  of  an  estate  or  trust,  and  to  insurance  companies  sub- 
ject to  the  tax  imposed  by  section  243  or  246,  under  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretarj\ 

(d)  If  it  appears,  upon  the  production  of  evidence  satisfactory  to  the  Com- 
missioner, that  a  taxpayer  having  a  fiscal  year  beginning  in  1920  and  ending 
in  1921  has  sustained  a  net  loss  during  such  fiscal  year,  such  taxpayer  shall  be 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  tliis  section  in  respect  to  the  same  proportion  of  such 
net  loss  which  the  portion  of  such  fiscal  year  falling  within  the  calendar  year 
1921  is  of  the  entire  fiscal  year. 

Sec.  205.  Fiscal  years  1920-1921  and  1921-1922.  (a)  That  if  a  taxpayer 
makes  return  for  a  fiscal  year  beginning  in  1920  and  ending  in  1921,  his  tax 
under  this  title  for  the  taxable  year  1921  shall  be  the  sum  of  :  (1)  the  same 
proportion  of  a  tax  for  the  entire  period  computed  under  Title  II  of  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1918  at  the  rates  for  the  calendar  year  1920  which  the  portion  of  such 
period  falling  within  the  calendar  year  1920  is  of  the  entire  period,  and  (2)  the 
same  proportion  of  a  tax  for  the  entire  period  computed  under  this  title  at  the 
rates  for  the  calendar  year  1921,  which  the  portion  of  such  period  falling  within 
the  calendar  year  1921  is  of  the  entire  period. 

Any  amount  paid  before  or  after  the  passage  of  this  Act  on  account  of  the 
tax  imposed  for  such  fiscal  year  by  Title  II  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  shall  be 
credited  toward  the  payment  of  the  tax  imposed  for  such  fiscal  year  by  this 
Act,  and  if  the  amount  so  paid  exceeds  the  amount  of  such  tax  imposed  by  this 
Act,  the  excess  shall  be  credited  or  refunded  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  section  252. 

(b)  If  a  taxpayer  makes  return  for  a  fiscal  year  beginning  in  1921  and  end- 
ing in  1922,  his  tax  under  this  title  for  the  taxable  year  1922  shall  be  the  sum 
of:  (1)  the  same  proportion  of  a  tax  for  the  entire  period  computed  under 
this  title  (as  in  force  on  December  31,  192 J)  at  the  rates  for  the  calendar  year 
1921  which  the  portion  of  such  period  falling  within  the  calendar  year  1921  is 
of  the  entire  period,  and  (2)  the  same  proportion  of  a  tax  for  the  entire  period 
computed  under  this  title  (as  in  force  on  January  1,  1922)  at  the  rates  for  the 
calendar  year  1922  which  the  portion  of  such  period  falling  within  the  calendar 
year  1922  is  of  the  entire  period :  Provided,  That  in  the  case  of  a  personal  service 
corporation  the  amount  to  be  paid  shall  be  only  that  specified  in  clause  (2). 

(c)  If  a  fiscal  year  of  a  partnership  begins  in  1920  and  ends  in  1921,  or  begins 
in  1921  and  ends  in  1922,  then  (1)  the  rates  for  the  calendar  year  during  which 
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such  fiscal  year  begins  shall  apply  to  an  amount  of  each  partner's  share  of  such 
partnership  net  income  (determined  under  the  law  applicable  to  such  year) 
equal  to  the  proportion  which  the  part  of  such  fiscal  year  falling  within  such 
calendar  year  bears  to  the  full  fiscal  year,  and  (2)  the  rates  for  the  calendar 
year  during  which  such  fiscal  year  ends  shall  apply  to  an  amount  of  each  part- 
ner's share  of  such  partnership  net  income  (determined  under  the  law  applicable 
to  such  calendar  year)  equal  to  the  proportion  which  the  part  of  such  fiscal  year 
falling  within  such  calendar  year  bears  to  the  full  fiscal  year. 

Sec.  206.  Capital  gain,    (a)  That  for  the  purpose  of  this  title: 

(1)  The  term  **  capital  gain  *'  means  taxable  gain  from  the  sale  or  exchange 
of  capital  assets  consummated  after  December  31,  1921 ; 

(2)  The  term  **  capital  loss  "  means  deductible  loss  resulting  from  the  sale 
or  exchange  of  capital  assets  consummated  after  December  31,  1921 ; 

(3)  The  term  '*  capital  deductions  "  means  such  deductions  as  are  allowed 
under  this  title  for  the  purpose  of  computing  net  income  and  are  properly  allo- 
cable to  or  chargeable  against  items  of  capital  gain  as  defined  in  this  section ; 

(4)  The  term  *'  capital  net  gain  '*  means  the  excess  of  the  total  amount  of 
capital  gain  over  the  sum  of  the  capital  deductions  and  capital  losses; 

(5)  The  term  *'  ordinary  net  income  "  means  the  net  income,  computed  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  title,  after  excluding  all  items  of  capital 
gain,  capital  loss,  and  capital  deductions;  and 

(6)  The  term  *'  capital  assets  '*  as  used  in  this  section  means  property  ac- 
quired and  held  by  the  taxpayer  for  profit  or  investment  for  more  than  two 
years  (whether  or  not  connected  with  his  trade  or  business),  but  does  not 
include  property  held  for  the  personal  use  or  consumption  of  the  taxpayer  or 
his  family,  or  stock  in  trade  of  the  taxpayer  or  other  property  of  a  kind  which 
would  properly  be  included  in  the  inventory  of  the  taxpayer  if  on  hand  at  the 
close  of  the  taxable  year. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  any  taxpayer  (other  than  a  corporation)  who  for  any 
taxable  year  derives  a  capital  net  gain,  there  shall  (at  the  election  of  the  tax- 
payer) be  levied,  collected  and  paid,  in  lieu  of  the  taxes  imposed  by  sections  210 
and  211  of  this  title,  a  tax  determined  as  follows : 

A  partial  tax  shall  first  be  computed  upon  the  basis  of  the  ordinary  net  income 
at  the  rates  and  in  the  manner  provided  in  sections  210  and  211,  and  the  total 
tax  shall  be  this  amount  plus  121/2  per  centum  of  the  capital  net  gain;  but  if 
the  taxpayer  elects  to  be  taxed  under  this  section  the  total  tax  shall  in  no 
such  case  be  less  than  121/^  per  centum  of  the  total  net  income.  The  total  tax 
thus  determined  shall  be  computed,  collected  and  paid  in  the  same  manner, 
at  the  same  time  and  subject  to  the  same  provisions  of  law,  including  penalties, 
as  other  taxes  under  this  title. 

(c)  In  the  case  of  a  partnership  or  of  an  estate  or  trust,  the  proper  part 
of  each  share  of  the  net  income  which  consists,  respectively,  of  ordinary  net 
income  and  capital  net  gain,  shall  be  determined  under  rules  and  regulations 
to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  and 
shall  be  separately  shown,  in  the  return  of  the  partnership  or  estate  or  trust, 
and  shall  be  taxed  to  the  member  or  beneficiary  or  to  the  estate  or  trust  as 
provided  in  sections  218  and  219,  but  at  the  rates  and  in  the  manner  provided 
in  subdivision  (b)  of  this  section. 
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PART   n. —  INDIVIDUALS. 

Sec.  210.  Normal  Tax«  That,  in  lieu  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  210 
of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  for  each 
taxable  year  upon  the  net  income  of  every  individual  a  normal  tax  of  8  per 
centum  of  the  amount  of  the  net  income  in  excess  of  the  credits  provided  in 
section  216:  Provided,  That  in  the  case  of  a  citizen  or  resident  of  the  United 
States  the  rate  upon  the  first  $4,000  of  such  excess  amount  shall  be  4  per  centum. 

For  sec.  210  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  see  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat,  Ann.  94. 

Sec.  211.  Surtax,  (a)  That,  in  lieu  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  211  of 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  but  in  addition  to  the  normal  tax  imposed  by  section 
210  of  this  Act,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  for  each  taxable  year 
upon  the  net  income  of  every  individual  — 

(1)  For  the  calendar  year  1921,  a  surtax  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  following: 

1  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $5,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $6,000 ; 

2  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $6,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $8,000 ; 

3  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $8,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $10,000;    • 

4  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $12,000; 

5  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $14,000 ; 

6  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $14,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $16,000 ; 

7  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $16,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $18,000 ; 

8  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $20,000; 

9  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $20,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $22,000; 

10  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $24,000 ; 

11  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $26,000 ; 

12  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $28,000 ; 

13  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $30,000 ; 

14  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $32,000 ; 

15  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $34,000 ; 

16  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $36,000 ; 

17  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net 
does  not  exceed  $38,000 ; 

18  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $38,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $40,000; 

5 
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19  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $42,000 

20  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $44,000 

21  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $46,000 

22  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $48,000 

23  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $50,000 

24  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $52,000 

25  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $54,000 

26  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $56,000 

27  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $58,000 

28  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $60,000 

29  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $62,000 

30  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $64,000 

31  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $66,000 

32  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $68,000 

33  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $70,000 

34  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $72,000 

35  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $74,000 

36  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $76,000 

37  per  centum  of  the 
not  exceed  $78,000; 

38  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $80,000 

39  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $82,000 

40  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $84,000 

41  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $86,000 

42  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $88,000 

43  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $90,000 
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$78,000  and 
$80,000  and 
$82,000  and 
$84,000  and 
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44  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $90,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $92,000 ; 

45  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $92,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $94,000; 

46  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $94,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $96,000; 

47  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $96,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $98,000; 

48  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $98,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $100,000; 

52  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $100,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $150,000; 

66  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $150,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $200,000; 

60  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $200,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $300,000 ; 

63  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $300,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $500,000; 

64  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $500,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $1,000,000; 

65  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $1,000,000 ; 

(2)  For  the  calendar  year  1922  and  each  calendar  year  thereafter,  a  surtax 
equal  to  the  sum  of  the  following : 

1  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $6,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $10,000 

2  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $10,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $12,000 

3  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $12,000  and 


does  not  exceed  $14,000 

4  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $16,000 

5  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $18,000 

6  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $20,000 

8  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $22,000 

9  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $24,000 

10  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $26,000 

11  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $28,000 

12  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $30,000 

13  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $32,000 

15  per  centum  of  the 
does  not  exceed  $36,000 


amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $14,000  and 

amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $16,000  and 

amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $18,000  and 
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amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $32,000  and 
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16  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $36,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $38,000; 

17  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $38,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $40,000; 

18  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $40,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $42,000; 

19  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $42,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $44,000; 

20  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $44,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $46,000; 

21  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $46,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $48,000; 

22  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $48,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $50,000; 

23  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $50,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $52,000; 

24  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $52,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $54,000; 

25  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $54,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $56,000; 

26  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $56,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $58,000; 

27  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $58,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $60,000; 

28  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $60,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $62,000; 

29  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $62,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $64,000; 

30  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $64,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $66,000; 

31  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $66,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $68,000; 

32  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $68,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $70,000; 

33  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $70,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $72,000; 

34  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $72,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $74,000; 

35  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $74,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $76,000; 

36  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $76,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $78,000; 

37  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $78,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $80,000; 

38  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $80,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $82,000; 

.    3&  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $82,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $84,000; 

40  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $84,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $86,000; 
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41  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $86,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $88,000; 

42  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $88,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $90,000; 

43  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $90,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $92,000; 

44  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $92,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $94,000; 

45  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $94,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $96,000; 

46  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $96,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $98,000; 

47  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $98,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $100,000; 

48  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $100,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $150,000; 

49  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $150,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $200,000; 

50  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  income  exceeds  $200,000. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  bona  fide  sale  of  mines,  oil  or  gas  wells,  or  any  interest 
therein,  where  the  principal  value  of  the  property  has  been  demonstrated  by 
prospecting  or  exploration  and  discovery  work  done  by  the  taxpayer,  the  por- 
tion of  the  tax  imposed  by  this  section  attributable  to  such  sale  shall  not  exceed, 
for  the  calendar  year  1921,  20  per  centum,  and  for  each  calendar  year  there- 
after 16  per  centum,  of  the  selling  price  of  such  property  or  interest. 

For  sec.  211  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  mentioned  in  the  text  see  1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  95. 

Sec.  212.  Net  income  of  individuals  defined,  (a)  That  in  the  case  of  an  indi- 
vidual the  term  ''  net  income  ''  means  the  gross  income  as  defined  in  section  213, 
l^s  the  deductions  allowed  by  section  214. 

(b)  The  net  income  shall  be  computed  upon  the  basis  of  the  taxpayer's 
annual  accounting  period  (fiscal  year  or  calendar  year,  as  the  case  may  be) 
in  accordance  with  the  method  of  accounting  regularly  employed  in  keeping 
the  books  of  such  taxpayer;  but  if  no  such  method  of  accounting  has  been  so 
employed,  or  if  the  method  employed  does  not  clearly  reflect  the  income,  the 
computation  shall  be  made  upon  such  basis  and  in  such  manner  as  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Commissioner  does  clearly  reflect  the  income.  If  the  taxpayer's  annual 
accounting  period  is  other  than  a  fiscal  year  as  defined  in  section  200  or  if  the 
taxpayer  has  no.  annual  accounting  period  or  does  not  keep  books,  the  net  income 
shall  be  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  calendar  year. 

(c)  If  a  taxpayer  changes  his  accounting  period  from  fiscal  year  to  calendar 
year,  from  calendar  year  to  fiscal  year,  or  from  one  fiscal  year  to  another,  the 
net  income  shall,  with  the  approval  of  the  Commissioner,  be  computed  on  the 
basis  of  such  new  accounting  period,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  226. 

S£C.  213.  Gross  income  defined.  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  title  (except 
as  otherwise  provided  in  section  233)  the  term  **  gross  income  "  — 

(a)  Includes  gains,  profits,  and  income  derived  from  salaries,  wages,  or  com- 
pensation for  personal  service  (including  in  the  case  of  the  President  of  the 
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United  States,  the  judges  of  the  Supreme  and  inferior  courts  of  the  United 
States,  and  all  other  officers  and  employees,  whether  elected  or  appointed,  of 
the  United  States,  Alaska,  Hawaii,  or  any  political  subdivision  thereof,  or  the 
District  of  Columbia,  the  compensation  received  as  such),  of  whatever  kind  and 
in  whatever  form  paid,  or  from  professions,  vocations,  trades,  businesses,  com- 
merce, or  sales,  or  dealings  in  property,  whether  real  or  personal,  growing  out 
of  the  ownership  or  use  of  or  interest  in  such  property;  also  from  interest,  rent, 
dividends,  securities,  or  the  transaction  of  any  business  carried  on  for  gain  or 
profit,  or  gains  or  profits  and  income  derived  from  any  source  whatever.  The 
amount  of  all  such  items  (except  as  provided  in  subdivision  (e)  of  section  201) 
shall  be  included  in  the  gross  income  for  the  taxable  year  in  which  received 
by  the  taxpayer,  unless,  under  methods  of  accounting  permitted  under  sub- 
division (b)  of  section  212,  any  such  amounts  are  to  be  properly  accounted  for 
as  of  a  different  period ;  but 

(b)  Does  not  include  the  following  items,  which  shall  be  exempt  from  taxation 
under  this  title : 

(1)  The  proceeds  of  life  insurance  policies  paid  upon  the  death  of  the  insured ; 

(2)  The  amount  received  by  the  insured  as  a  return  of  premium  or  premiums 
paid  by  him  under  life  insurance,  endowment,  or  annuity  contracts,  either  dur- 
ing the  term  or  at  the  maturity  of  the  term  mentioned  in  the  contract  or  upon 
surrender  of  the  contract ; 

(3)  The  value  of  property  acquired  by  gift,  bequest,  devise,  or  descent  (but  the 
income  from  such  property  shall  be  included  in  gross  income) ; 

(4)  Interest  upon  (a)  the  obligations  of  a  State,  Territory,  or  any  political 
subdivision  thereof,  or  the  District  of  Columbia;  or  (b)  securities  issued  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act  of  July  17,  1916 ;  or  (c)  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  United  States  or  its  possessions;  or  (d)  bonds  issued  by  the  War 
Finance  CoiTporation.  In  the  case  of  obligations  of  the  United  States  issued 
after  September  1,  1917  (other  than  postal  savings  certificates  of  deposit),  and 
in  the  case  of  bonds  issued  by  the  War  Finance  Corporation,  the  interest  shall 
be  exempt  only  if  and  to  the  extent  provided  in  the  respective  Acts  authorizing 
the  issue  thereof  as  amended  and  supplemented,  and  shall  be  excluded  from 
gross  income  only  if  and  to  the  extent  it  is  wholly  exempt  to  the  taxpayer  from 
income,  war-profits  and  excess-profits  taxes; 

(5)  The  income  of  foreign  governments  received  from  investments  in  the 
United  States  in  stocks,  bonds,  or  other  domestic  securities,  owned  by  such 
foreign  governments,  or  from  interest  on  deposits  in  banks  in  the  United  States 
of  moneys  belonging  to  such  foreign  governments,  or  from  any  other  source 
within  the  United  States; 

(6)  Amounts  received,  through  accident  or  health  insurance  or  under  work- 
men's compensation  acts,  as  compensation  for  personal  injuries  or  sickness, 
plus  the  amount  of  any  damages  received  whether  by  suit  or  agreement  on 
account  of  such  injuries  or  sickness ; 

(7)  Income  derived  from  any  public  utility  or  the  exercise  of  any  essential 
governmental  function  and  accruing  to  any  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of 
Columbia,  or  any  political  subdivision  of  a  State  or  Territory,  or  income  accru- 
ing to  the  Government  of  any  possession  of  the  United  States,  or  any  political 
subdivision  thereof. 
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Whenever  any  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  any  political 
subdivision  of  a  State  or  Territory,  prior  to  September  8,  1916,  entered  in  good 
faith  into  a  contract  with  any  person,  the  object  and  purpose  of  which  is  to 
acquire,  construct,  operate,  or  maintain  a  public  utility,  no  tax  shall  be  levied 
under  the  provisions  of  this  title  upon  the  income  derived  from  the  operation 
of  such  public  utility,  so  far  as  the  payment  thereof  will  impose  a  loss  or  burden 
upon  such  State,  Territory,  District  of  Columbia,  or  political  subdivision;  but 
this  provision  is  not  intended  and  shall  not  be  construed  to  confer  upon  such 
person  any  financial  gain  or  exemption  or  to  relieve  such  person  from  the  pay- 
ment of  a  tax  as  provided  for  in  this  title  upon  the  part  or  portion  of  such 
income  to  which  such  person  is  entitled  under  such  contract ; 

(8)  The  income  of  a  nonresident  alien  or  foreign  corporation  which  consists 
exclusively  of  earnings  derived  from  the  operation  of  a  ship  or  ships  documented 
under  the  laws  of  a  foreign  country  which  grants  an  equivalent  exemption  to 
citizens  of  the  United  States  and  to  corporations  organized  in  the  United  States ; 

(9)  Amounts  received  as  compensation,  family  allotments  and  allowances 
under  the  provisions  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  and  the  Vocational  Rehabilita- 
tion Acts,  or  as  pensions  from  the  United  States  for  service  of  the  beneficiary 
or  another  in  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  in  time  of  war; 

(10)  So  much  of  the  amount  received  by  an  individual  after  December  31, 
1921,  and  before  January  1,  1927,  as  dividends  or  interest  from  domestic  build- 
ing and  loan  associations,  operated  exclusively  for  the  purpose  of  making  loans 
to  members,  as  does  not  exceed  $300 ; 

(11)  The  rental  value  of  a  dwelling  house  and  appurtenances  thereof  fur- 
nished to  a  minister  of  the  gospel  as  part  of  his  compensation ; 

(12)  The  receipts  of  shipowners'  mutual  protection  and  indemnity  associa- 
tions, not  organized  for  profit,  and  no  part  of  the  net  earnings  of  which  inures 
to  the  benefit  of  any  private  stockholder  or  member  but  such  corporations  shall 
be  subject  as  other  persons  to  the  tax  upon  their  net  income  from  interest,  divi- 
dends, and  rents. 

(c)  In  the  case  of  a  nonresident  alien  individual,  gross  income  means  only 
the  gross  income  from  sources  within  the  United  States,  determined  under  the 
provisions  of  section  217. 

Sec.  214.  Deductions  allowed  individuals,  (a)  That  in  computing  net  income 
there  shall  be  allowed  as  deductions : 

(1)  All  the  ordinary  and  necessary  expenses .  paid  or  incurred  during  the 
taxable  year  in  carrying  on  any  trade  or  business,  including  a  reasonable  allow- 
ance for  salaries  or  other  compensation  for  personal  services  actually  rendered ; 
traveling  expenses  (including  the  entire  amount  expended  for  meals  and  lodg- 
ing) while  away  from  home  in  the  pursuit  of  a  trade  or  business;  and  rentals 
or  other  payments  required  to  be  made  as  a  condition  to  the  continued  use  or 
possession,  for  purposes  of  the  trade  or  business,  of  prdperty  to  which  the  tax- 
payer has  not  taken  or  is  not  taking  title  or  in  which  he  has  no  equity ; 

(2)  All  interest  paid  or  accrued  within  the  taxable  year  on  indebtedness, 
except  on  indebtedness  incurred  or  continued  to  purchase  or  carry  obligations 
or  securities  (other  than  obligations  of  the  United  States  issued  after  Septem- 
ber 24,  1917,  and  originally  subscribed  for  by  the  taxpayer)  the  interest  upon 
which  is  wholly  exempt  from  taxation  under  this  title ; 
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(3)  Taxes  paid  or  accrued  within  the  taxable  year  except  (a)  income,  war- 
profits,  and  excess-profits  taxes  imposed  by  the  authority  of  the  United  States, 
(b)  so  much  of  the  income,  war-profits  and  excess-profits  taxes,  imposed  by  the 
authority  of  any  foreign  country  or  possession  of  the  United  States,  as  is  allowed 
as  a  credit  under  section  222,  (c)  taxes  assessed  agaiiist  local  benefits  of  a  kind 
tending  to  increase  the  value  of  the  property  assessed,  and  (d)  taxes  imposed 
upon  the  taxpayer  upon  his  interest  as  shareholder  or  member  of  a  corporation, 
which  are  paid  by  the  corporation  without  reimbursement  from  the  taxpayer. 
For  the  purpose  of  this  paragraph  estate,  inheritance,  legacy,  and  succession 
taxes  accrue  on  the  due  date  thereof  except  as  otherwise  provided  by  the  law 
of  the  jurisdiction  imposing  such  taxes; 

(4)  Losses  sustained  during  the  taxable  year  and  not  compensated  for  by 
insurance  or  otherwise,  if  incurred  in  trade  or  business ; 

(5)  Looses  sustained  during  the  taxable  year  and  not  compensated  for  by 
insurance  or  otherwise,  if  incurred  in  any  transaction  entered  into  for  profit, 
though  not  connected  with  the  trade  or  business ;  but  in  the  case  of  a  nonresident 
alien  individual  only  if  and  to  the  extent  that  the  profit,  if  such  transaction  had 
resulted  in  a  profit,  wotdd  be  taxable  under  this  title.  No  deduction  shall  be 
allowed  under  this  paragraph  for  any  loss  claimed  to  have  been  sustained  in 
any  sale  or  other  disposition  of  shares  of  stock  or  securities  made  after  the 
passage  of  this  Act  where  it  appears  that  within  thirty  days  before  or  after  the 
date  of  such  sale  or  other  disposition  the  taxpayer  has  acquired  (otherwise  than 
by  bequest  or  inheritance)  substantially  identical  property,  and  the  property 
so  acquired  is  held  by  the  taxpayer  for  any  period  after  such  sale  or  other  dis- 
position. If  such  acquisition  is  to  the  extent  of  part  only  of  substantially  identi- 
cal property,  then  only  a  proportionate  part  of  the  loss  shall  be  disallowed  ; 

(6)  Losses  sustained  during  the  taxable  year  of  property  not  connected  with 
the  trade  or  business  (but  in  the  case  of  a  nonresident  alien  individual  oply 
property  within  the  United  States)  if  arising  from  fires,  storms,  shipwreck,  or 
other  casualty,  or  from  theft,  and  if  not  compensated  for  by  insurance  or  other- 
wise. Losses  allowed  under  paragraphs  (4),  (5),  and  (6)  of  this  subdivision 
shall  be  deducted  as  of  the  taxable  year  in  which  sustained  unless,  in  order  to 
clearly  reflect  the  income,  the  loss  should,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner, 
be  accounted  for  as  of  a  different  period.  In  case  of  losses  arising  from  destruc- 
tion of  or  damage  to  property,  where  the  property  so  destroyed  or  damaged  was 
acquired  before  March  1,  1913,  the  deduction  shall  be  computed  upon  the  basis 
of  its  fair  market  price  or  value  as  of  March  1,  1913 ; 

(7)  Debts  ascertained  to  be  worthless  and  charged  off  within  the  taxable  year 
(or,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Commissioner,  a  reasonable  addition  to  a  reserve  for 
bad  debts) ;  and  when  satisfied  that  a  debt  is  recoverable  only  in  part,  the  Com- 
missioner may  allow  such  debt  to  be  charged  off  in  part.,- 

(8)  A  reasonable  allowance  for  the  exhaustion,  wear  and  tear  of  property 
used  in  the  trade  or  bushiess,  including  a  reasonable  allowance  for  obsolescence. 
In  the  case  of  such  property  acquired  before  March  1,  1913,  this  deduction  shall 
be  computed  upon  the  basis  of  its  fair  market  price  or  value  as  of  March  1,  1913 ; 

(9)  In  the  case  of  buildings,  machinery,  equipment,  or  other  facilities,  con- 
structed, erected,  installed,  or  acquired,  on  or  after  April  6,  1917,  for  the  pro- 
duction  of  articles  contributing  to  the  prosecution  of  the  war  against  the 
Qerman  Government,  and  in  the  case  of  vessels  constructed  or  acquired  on  or 


INTERNAL  REVENUE  137 

after  such  date  for  the  transportation  of  articles  or  men  contributing  to  the 
prosecution  of  such  war,  there  shall  be  allowed,  for  any  taxable  year  ending 
before  March  3, 1924  (if  claim  therefor  was  made  at  the  time  of  filing  return  for 
the  taxable  year  1918, 1919, 1920,  or  1921)  a  reasonable  deduction  for  the  amorti- 
zation of  such  part  of  the  cost  of  such  facilities  or  vessels  as  has  been  borne  by 
the  taxpayer,  but  not  again  including  any  amount  otherwise  allowed  under  this 
title  or  previous  Act  of  Congress  as  a  deduction  in  computing  net  income. 
At  any  time  before  March  3,  1924,  the  Commissioner  may,  and  at  the  request 
of  the  taxpayer  shall,  reexamine  the  return,  and  if  he  then  finds  as  a  result  of 
an  appraisal  or  from  other  evidence  that  the  deduction  originally  allowed  was 
incorrect,  the  income,  war-profits,  and  excesa-profits  taxes  for  the  year  or  years 
affected  shall  be  redetermined ;  and  the  amount  of  tax  due  upon  such  redeter- 
mination, if  any,  shall  be  paid  upon  notice  and  demand  by  the  collector,  or  the 
amount  of  tax  overpaid,  if  any,  shall.be  credited  or  refunded  to  the  taxpayer 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  252 ; 

(10)  In  the  case  of  mines,  oil  and  gas  wells,  other  natural  deposits,  and 
timber,  a  reasonable  allowance  for  depletion  and  for  depreciation  of  improve- 
ments, according  to  the  peculiar  conditions  in  each  case,  based  upon  cost  includ- 
ing cost  of  development  not  otherwise  deducted:  Provided,  That  in  the  case 
of  such  properties  acquired  prior  to  March  1,  1913,  the  fair  market  value  of  the 
property  (or  the  taxpayer's  interest  therein)  on  that  date  shall  be  taken  in  lieu 
of  cost  up  to  that  date:  Provided  further.  That  in  the  case  of  mines,  oil  and 
gas  wells,  discovered  by  the  taxpayer,  on  or  after  March  1, 1913,  and  not  acquired 
as  the  restdt  of  purchase  of  a  proven  tract  or  lease,  where  the  fair  market 
value  of  the  property  is  materially  disproportionate  to  the  cost,  the  depletion 
allowance  shall  be  based  upon  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property  at  the  date 
of  the  discovery,  or  within  thirty  days  thereafter :  And  provided  further,  That 
such  depletion  allowance  based  on  discovery  value  shall  not  exceed  the  net 
income,  computed  without  allowance  for  depletion,  from  the  property  upon 
which  the  discovery  is  made,  except  where  such  net  income  so  computed  is  less 
than  the  depletion  allowance  based  on  cost  or  fair  market  value  as  of  March  1, 
1913 ;  such  reasonable  allowance  in  all  the  above  cases  to  be  made  under  rules 
and  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary.  In  the  case  of  leases  the  deductions  allowed  by  this  paragraph  shall 
be  equitably  apportioned  between  the  lessor  and  lessee ; 

(11)  Contributions  or  gifts  made  within  the  taxable  year  to  or  for  the  use  of: 
(A)  The  United  States,  any  State,  Territory,  or  any  political  subdivision  thereof, 
or  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  exclusively  public  purposes;  (B)  any  corpora- 
tion, or  community  chest,  fund,  or  foundation,  organized  and  operated  exclu- 
sively for  religious,  charitable,  scientific,  literary,  or  educational  purposes, 
including  posts  of  the  American  Legion  or  the  women's  auxiliary  units  thereof, 
or  for  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to  children  or  animals,  no  part  of  the  net 
earnings  of  which  inures  to  the  benefit  of  any  private  stockholder  or  individual ; 
or  (C)  the  special  fund  for  vocational  rehabilitation  authorized  by  section  7  of 
the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act;  to  an  amount  which  in  all  the  above  cases 
combined  does  not  exceed  15  per  centum  of  the  taxpayer's  net  income  as  com- 
puted without  the  benefit  of  this  paragraph.  In  case  of  a  nonresident  alien 
individual  this  deduction  shall  be  allowed  only  as  to  contributions  or  gifts  made 
to  domestic  corporations,  or  to  community  chests,  funds,  or  foundations,  created 
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in  the  United  States,  or  to  such  vocational  rehabilitation  fund.  Such  contribu- 
tions or  gifts  shall  be  allowable  as  deductions  only  if  verified  under  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary ; 

For  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act,  sec.  7,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  878. 

(12)  If  property  is  compulsorily  or  involuntarily  converted  into  cash  or  its 
equivalent  as  a  result  of  (A)  its  destruction  in  whole  or  in  part,  (B)  theft  or 
seizure,  or  (C)  an  exercise  of  the  power  of  requisition  or  condemnation,  or 
the  threat  or  imminence  thereof;  and  if  the  taxpayer  proceeds  forthwith  in 
good  faith,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  to  expend  the  proceeds  of  such  conversion  in  the  acquisition 
of  other  property  of  a  character  similar  or  related  in  service  or  use  to  the  prop- 
erty so  converted,  or  in  the  acquisition  of  80  per  centum  or  more  of  the  stock 
or  shares  of  a  corporation  owning  such  other  property,  or  in  the  establishment 
of  a  replacement  fund,  then  there  shall  be  allowed  as  a  deduction  such  portion 
of  the  gain  derived  as  the  portion  of  the  proceeds  so  expended  bears  to  the  entire 
proceeds.  The  provisions  of  this  paragraph  prescribing  the  conditions  under 
which  a  deduction  may  be  taken  in  respect  of  the  proceeds  or  gains  derived  from 
the  compulsory  or  involuntary  conversion  of  property  into  cash  or  its  equiva- 
lent, shall  apply  so  far  as  may  be  practicable  to  the  exemption  or  exclusion  of 
such  proceeds  or  gains  from  gross  income  under  prior  income,  war-profits  and 
excess-profits  tax  acts. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  nonresident  alien  individual,  the  deductions  allowed  in 
subdivision  (a),  except  those  allowed  in  paragraphs  (5),  (6),  and  (11),  shall 
be  allowed  only  if  and  to  the  extent  that  they  are  connected  with  income  from 
sources  within  the  United  States;  and  the  proper  apportionment  and  allocation 
of  the  deductions  with  respect  to  sources  of  income  within  and  without  the 
United  States  shall  be  determined  as  provided  in  section  217  under  rules  and 
regulations  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary. 
In  the  case  of  a  citizen  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  section  262  the  deductions  shall 
be  the  same  and  shall  be  determined  in  the  same  manner  as  in  the  case  of  a 
nonresident  alien  individual. 

Sec.  215.  Items  not  deductible,  (a)  That  in  computing  net  income  no  deduc- 
tion shall  in  any  case  be  allowed  in  respect  of  — 

(1)  Personal,  living,  or  family  expenses; 

(2)  Any  amount  paid  out  for  new  buildings  or  for  permanent  improvements 
or  betterments  made  to  increase  the  value  of  any  property  or  estate ; 

(3)  Any  amount  expended  in  restoring  property  or  in  making  good  the 
exhaustion  thereof  for  which  an  allowance  is  or  has  been  made;  or 

(4)  Premiums  paid  on  any  life  insurance  policy  covering  the  life  of  any 
officer  or  employee,  or  of  any  person  financially  interested  in  any  trade  or  busi- 
ness carried  on  by  the  taxpayer,  when  the  taxpayer  is  directly  or  indirectly  a 
beneficiary  under  such  policy. 

(b)  Amounts  paid  under  the  laws  of  any  State,  Territory,  District  of 
Columbia,  possession  of  the  United  States,  or  foreign  country  as  income  to  the 
holder  of  a  life  or  terminable  interest  acquired  by  gift,  bequest,  or  inheritance 
shall  not  be  reduced  or  diminished  by  any  deduction  for  shrinkage  (by  whatever 
name  called)  in  the  value  of  such  interest  due  to  the  lapse  of  time,  nor  by  any 
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deduction  allowed  by  this  Act  for  the  purpose  of  computing  the  net  income  of  an 
estate  or  trust  but  not  allowed  under  the  laws  of  such  State,  Territory,  District 
of  Columbia,  possession  of  the  United  States,  or  foreign  country  for  the  purpose 
of  computing  the  income  to  which  such  holder  is  entitled. 

Sec.  216.  Credits  allowed  individuals.  That  for  the  purpose  of  the  normal 
tax  only  there  shall  be  allowed  the  following  credits : 

(a)  The  amount  received  as  dividends  (1)  from  a  domestic  corporation  other 
than  a  corporation  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  section  262,  or  (2)  from  a  foreign 
corporation  when  it  is  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioner  that  more 
than  50  per  centum  of  the  gross  income  of  such  foreign  corporation  for  the 
three-year  period  ending  with  the  close  of  its  taxable  year  preceding  the  declara- 
tion of  such  dividends  (or  for  such  part  of  such  period  as  the  corporation  has 
been  in  existence)  was  derived  from  sources  within  the  United  States  as  deter^ 
mined  under  the  provisions  of  section  217 ; 

(b)  The  amount  received  as  interest  upon  obligations  of  the  United  States 
and  bonds  issued  by  the  War  Finance  Corporation,  which  is  included  in  gross 
income  under  section  213 ; 

(c)  In  the  case  of  a  single  person,  a  personal  exemption  of  $1,000;  or  in  the 
case  of  the  head  of  a  family  or  a  married  person  living  with  husband  or  wife, 
a  personal  exemption  of  $2,500,  unless  the  net  income  is  in  excess  of  $5,000,  in 
which  case  the  personal  exemption  shall  be  $2,000.  A  husband  and  wife  living 
together,  shall  receive  but  one  personal  exemption.  The  amount  of  such  per- 
sonal exemption  shall  be  $2,500,  unless  the  aggregate  net  income  of  such  hus- 
band and  wife  is  in  excess  of  $5,000,  in  which  case  the  amount  of  such  personal 
exemption  shall  be  $2,000.  If  such  husband  and  wife  make  separate  returns, 
the  personal  exemption  may  be  taken  by  either  or  divided  between  them.  In  no 
case  shall  the  reduction  of  the  personal  exemption  from  $2,500  to  $2,000  operate 
to  increase  the  tax,  which  would  be  payable  if  the  exemption  were  $2,500,  by 
more  than  the  amount  of  the  net  income  in  excess  of  $5,000 ; 

(d)  $400  for  each  person  (other  than  husband  or  wife)  dependent  upon  and 
receiving  his  chief  support  from  the  taxpayer  if  such  dependent  person  is  under 
eighteen  years  of  age  or  is  incapable  of  self-support  because  mentally  or  physi- 
cally defective. 

(e)  In  the  case  of  a  nonresident  alien  individual  or  of  a  citizen  entitled  to 
the  benefits  of  section  262,  the  personal  exemption  shall  be  only  $1,000,  and  he 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  credit  provided  in  subdivision  (d). 

(f)  The  credits  allowed  by  subdivisions  (c),  (d),  and  (e)  of  this  section  shall 
be  determined  by  the  status  of  the  taxpayer  on  the  last  day  of  the  period  for 
which  the  return  of  income  is  made ;  but  in  the  case  of  an  individual  who  dies 
during  the  taxable  year,  such  credits  shall  be  determined  by  his  status  at  the 
time  of  his  death,  and  in  such  case  full  credits  shall  be  allowed  to  the  surviving 
spouse,  if  any,  according  to  his  or  her  status  at  the  close  of  the  period  for  which 
such  survivor  makes  return  of  income. 

Sec.  217.  Net  income  of  nonresident  alien  individuals,  (a)  That  in  the 
case  of  a  nonresident  alien  individual  or  of  a  citizen  entitled  to  the  benefits  of 
section  262,  the  following  items  of  gross  income  shall  be  treated  as  income  from 
sources  within  the  United  States : 
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(1)  Interest,  on  bonds,  notes,  or  other  interest-bearing  obligations  of  resi- 
dents, corporate  or  otherwise,  not  including  (A)  interest  on  deposits  with  per- 
sons carr3ring  on  the  banking  business  paid  to  persons  not  engaged  in  business 
within  the  United  States  and  not  having  an  office  or  place  of  business  therein, 
or  (B)  interest  received  from  a  resident  alien  individual  or  a  resident  foreign 
corporation  when  it  is  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioner  that  less 
than  20  per  centum  of  the  gross  income  of  such  resident  payor  has  been  derived 
from  sources  within  the  United  States,  as  determined  under  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  for  the  three-year  period  ending  with  the  close  of  the  taxable  year 
of  such  payor,  or  for  such  part  of  such  period  immediately  preceding  the  close 
of  such  taxable  year  as  may  be  applicable ; 

(2)  The  amount  received  as  dividends  (A)  from  a  domestic  corporation  other 
than  a  corporation  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  section  262,  or  (B)  from  a  foreign 
corporation  unless  less  than  50  per  centum  of  the  gross  income  of  such  foreign  cor- 
poration for  the  three-year  period  ending  with  the  close  of  its  taxable  year 
preceding  the  declaration  of  such  dividends  (or  for  such  part  of  such  period  as 
the  corporation  has  been  in  existence)  was  derived  from  sources  within  the 
United  States  as  determined  under  the  provisions  of  this  section ; 

(3)  Compensation  for  labor  or  personal  services  performed  in  the  United 
States ; 

(4)  Rentals  or  royalties  from  property  located  in  the  United  States  or  from 
any  interest  in  such  property,  including  rentals  or  royalties  for  the  use  of  or 
for  the  privilege  of  using  in  the  United  States,  patents,  copyrights,  secret 
processes  and  formulas,  good  will,  trade-marks,  trade  brands,  franchises,  and 
other  like  property ;  and 

(5)  Gains,  profits,  and  income  from  the  sale  of  real  property  located  in  the 
United  States. 

(b)  From  the  items  of  gross  income  specified  in  subdivision  (a)  there  shall 
be  deducted  the  expenses,  losses,  and  other  deductions  properly  apportioned  or 
allocated  thereto  and  a  ratable  part  of  any  expenses,  losses,  or  other  deductions 
which  can  not  definitely  be  allocated  to  some  item  or  class  of  gross  income.  The 
remainder,  if  any,  shall  be  included  in  full  as  net  income  from  sources  within  the 
United  States. 

(c)  The  following  items  of  gross  income  shall  be  treated  as  income  from 
sources  without  the  United  States: 

(1)  Interest  other  than  that  derived  from  sources  within  the  United  States 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (1)  of  subdivision  (a) ; 

(2)  Dividends  other  than  those  derived  from  sources  within  the  United  States 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (2)  of  subdivision  (a) ; 

(3)  Compensation  for  labor  or  personal  service  performed  without  the  United 
States ; 

(4)  Rentals  or  royalties  from  property  located  without  the  United  States  or 
from  any  interest  in  such  property,  including  rentals  or  royalties  for  the  use 
of  or  for  the  privilege  of  using  without  the  United  States,  patents,  copyrights, 
secret  processes  and  formulas,  good  will,  trade-marks,  trade  brands,  franchises, 
and  other  like  property ;  and 

(5)  Qains,  profits,  and  income  from  the  sale  of  real  proi>erty  located  without 
the  United  States; 
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(d)  From  the  items  of  gross  income  specified  in  subdivision  (c)  there  shall 
be  deducted  the  expenses,  losses,  and  other  deductions  properly  apportioned  or 
allocated  thereto,  and  a  ratable  part  of  any  expenses,  losses,  or  other  deductions 
which  can  not  definitely  be  allocated  to  some  item  or  class  of  gross  income.  The 
remainder,  if  any,  shall  be  treated  in  full  as  net  income  from  sources  without 
the  United  States. 

(e)  Items  of  gross  income,  expenses,  losses  and  deductions,  other  than  those 
specified  in  subdivisions  (a)  and  (c),  shall  be  allocated  or  apportioned  to  sources 
within  or  without  the  United  States  under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary.  Where  items  of  gross 
income  are  separately  allocated  to  sources  within  the  United  States,  there  shaU 
be  deducted  (for  the  purpose  of  computing  the  net  income  therefrom)  the 
expenses,  losses  and  other  deductions  properly  apportioned  or  allocated  thereto 
and  a  ratable  part  of  other  expenses,  losses  or  other  deductions  which  can  not 
definitely  be  allocated  to  some  item  or  class  of  gross  income.  The  remainder, 
if  any,  shall  be  included  in  full  as  net  income  from  sources  within  the  United 
States.  In  the  case  of  gross  income  derived  from  sources  partly  within  and 
partly  without  the  United  States,  the  net  income  may  first  be  computed  by 
deducting  the  expenses,  losses  or  other  deductions  apportioned  or  allocated 
thereto  and  a  ratable  part  of  any  expenses,  losses  or  other  deductions  which  can 
not  definitely  be  allocated  to  some  item  or  class  of  gross  income;  and  the  por- 
tion of  such  net  income  attributable  to  sources  within  the  United  States  may 
be  determined  by  processes  or  formulas  of  general  apportionment  prescribed  by 
the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary.  Gains,  profits  and  income 
from  (1)  transportation  or  other  services  rendered  partly  within  and  partly 
without  the  United  States,  or  (2)  from  the  sale  of  personal  property  produced 
(in  whole  or  in  part)  by  the  taxpayer  within  and  sold  without  the  United  States, 
or  produced  (in  whole  or  in  part)  by  the  taxpayer  without  and  sold  within  the 
United  States,  shall  be  treated  as  derived  partly  from  sources  within  and  partly 
from  sources  without  the  United  States.  Gains,  profits  and  income  derived  from 
the  purchase  of  personal  property  within  and  its  sale  without  the  United  States 
or  from  the  purchase  of  personal  property  without  and  its  sale  within  the  United 
States,  shall  be  treated  as  derived  entirely  from  the  country  in  which  sold. 

(f )  As  used  in  this  section  the  words  **  sale  '*  or  **  sold  ''  include  **  exchange  '' 
or  "  exchanged  '*;  and  the  word  **  produced  "  includes  **  created,"  **  fabri- 
cated," **  manufactured,"  **  extracted,"  **  processed,"  **  cured,"  or  V  aged." 

(g)  A  nonrecadent  alien  individual  or  a  citizen  entitled  to  the  benefits  of 
section  262  shall  receive  the  benefit  of  the  deductions  and  credits  allowed  in  this 
title  only  by  filing  or  causing  to  be  filed  with  the  collector  a  true  and  accurate 
return  of  his  total  income  received  from  all  sources  corporate  or  otherwise  in 
the  United  States,  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  this  title;  including  therein  all 
the  information  which  the  Commissioner  may  deem  necessary  for  the  calcula- 
tion of  such  deductions  and  credits:  Provided,  That  the  benefit  of  the  credit 
allowed  in  subdivision  (e)  of  section  216  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Commis- 
sioner, be  received  by  filing  a  claim  therefor  with  the  withholding  agent.  In 
case  of  failure  to  file  a  return,  the  collector  shall  collect  the  tax  on  such  income, 
and  all  property  belonging  to  such  nonresident  alien  individual  or  foreign  trader 
shall  be  liable  to  distraint  for  the  tax. 
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Sec.  218.  Partnerships  and  pergonal  service  corporations,  (a)  That  indi- 
viduals carrying  on  business  in  partnership  shall  be  liable  for  income  tax  only 
in  their  individual  capacity.  There  shall  be  included  in  computing  the  net 
income  of  each  partner  his  distributive  share,  whether  distributed  or  not  of  the 
net  income  of  the  partnership  for  the  taxable  year,  or,  if  his  net  income  for  such 
taxable  year  is  computed  upon  the  basis  of  a  period  different  from  that  upon 
the  basis  of  which  the  net  income  of  the  partnership  is  computed,  then  his  dis- 
tributive share  of  the  net  income  of  the  partnership  for  any  accounting  period 
of  the  partnership  ending  within  the  fiscal  or  calendar  year  upon  the  basis  of 
which  the  partner's  net  income  is  computed. 

(b)  The  partner  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  the  normal  tax,  be  allowed  as  credits, 
in  addition  to  the  credits  allowed  to  him  under  section  216,  his  proportionate 
share  of  such  amounts  specified  in  subdivisions  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  216  as  are 
received  by  the  partnership. 

(c)  The  net  income  of  the  partnership  shall  be  computed  in  the  same  manner 
and  on  the  same  basis  as  provided  in  section  212  except  that  the  deduction  pro- 
vided in  paragraph  (11)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  214  shall  not  be  allowed. 

(d)  PerFonal  service  corporations  shall  not  be  subject  to  taxation  under  this 
title,  but  the  individual  stockholders  thereof  shall  be  taxed  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  members  of  partnerships.  All  the  provisions  of  this  title  relating  to  part- 
nerships and  the  members  thereof  shall  so  far  as  practicable  apply  to  personal 
service  corporations  and  the  stockholders  thereof :  Provided,  That  for  the  pur- 
pose of  this  subdivision  amounts  distributed  by  a  personal  service  corporation 
during  its  taxable  year  shall  be  accounted  for  by  the  distributees;  and  any 
portion  of  the  net  income  remaining  undistributed  at  the  close  of  its  taxable  year 
shall  be  accounted  for  by  the  stockholders  of  such  corporation  at  the  close  of 
its  taxable  year  in  proportion  to  their  respective  shares. 

This  subdivision  shall  not  be  in  effect  after  December  31,  1921.  In  the  case  of 
a  personal  service  corporation  having  a  fiscal  year  beginning  in  1921  and  end- 
ing in  1922,  amounts  distributed  prior  to  January  1,  1922,  to  its  stockholders 
out  of  earnings  or  profits  accumulated  after  December  31,  1920,  shall  be  taxed 
to  the  distributees;  and  the  stockholders  of  record  on  December  31,  1921,  shall 
be  taxed  upon  their  distributive  shares  of  the  difference  (if  any)  between  such 
distributive  profits  and  the  portion  of  the  corporation's  net  income  assignable 
to  the  calendar  year  1921,  determined  in  the  manner  provided  in  clause  (1)  of 
subdivision  (c)  of  section  205  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  219.  Estates  and  trusts,  (a)  That  the  tax  imposed  by  sections  210 
and  211  shall  apply  to  the  income  of  estates  or  of  any  kind  of  property  held  in 
trust,  including  — 

(1)  Income  received  by  estates  of  deceased  persons  during  the  period  of 
administration  or  settlement  of  the  estate ; 

(2)  Income  accumulated  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  unborn  or  unascertained 
persons  or  persons  with  contingent  interests ; 

(3)  Income  held  for  future  distribution  under  the  terms  of  the  will  or  trust; 
and 

(4)  Income  which  is  to  be  distributed  to  the  beneficiaries  periodically,  whether 
or  not  at  regular  intervals,  and  the  income  collected  by  a  guardian  of  an  infant 
to  be  held  or  distributed  as  the  court  may  direct. 
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(b)  The  fiduciary  shall  be  responsible  for  making  the  return  of  income  for 
the  estate  or  trust  for  which  he  acts.  The  net  income  of  the  estate  or  trust  shall 
be  computed  in  the  same  manner  and  on  the  same  basis  as  provided' in  section 
212,  except  that  (in  lieu  of  the  deduction  authorized  by  paragraph  (11)  of  sub- 
division (a)  of  section  214)  there  shall  also  be  allowed  as  a  deduction,  without 
limitation,  any  part  of  the  gross  income  which,  pursuant  to  the  terms  of  the 
will  or  deed  creating  the  trust,  is  during  the  taxable  year  paid  or  permanently 
set  aside  for  the  purposes  and  in  the  manner  specified  in  paragraph  (11)  of 
subdivision  (a)  of  section  214.  In  cases  in  which  there  is  any  income  of  the 
class  described  in  paragraph  (4)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  this  section  the  fiduciary 
shall  include  in  the  return  a  statement  of  the  income  of  the  estate  or  trust 
which,  pursuant  to  the  instrument  or  order  governing  the  distribution,  is 
distributable  to  each  beneficiary,  whether  or  not  distributed  before  the  close 
of  the  taxable  year  for  which  the  return  is  made. 

(c)  In  cases  under  paragraphs  (1),  (2),  or  (3)  of  subdivision  (a)  or  in  any 
other  case  within  subdivision  (a)  of  this  section  except  paragraph  (4)  thereof 
the  tax  shall  be  imposed  upon  the  net  income  of  the  estate  or  trust  and  shall  be 
paid  by  the  fiduciary,  except  that  in  determining  the  net  income  of  the  estate 
of  any  deceased  person  during  the  period  of  administration  or  settlement  there 
may  be  deducted  the  amount  of  any  income  properly  paid  or  credited  to  any 
legatee,  heir,  or  other  beneficiary.  In  such  cases  the  estate  or  trust  shall,  for 
the  purpose  of  the  normal  tax,  be  allowed  the  same  credits  as  are  allowed  to 
single  persons  under  section  216. 

(d)  In  cases  under  paragraph  (4)  of  subdivision  (a),  and  in  the  case  of  any 
income  of  an  estate  during  the  period  of  administration  or  settlement  per- 
mitted by  subdivision  (c)  to  be  deducted  from  the  net  income  upon  which  tax 
is  to  be  paid  by  the  fiduciary,  the  tax  shall  not  be  paid  by  the  fiduciary,  but 
there  shall  be  included  in  computing  the  net  income  of  each  beneficiary  that 
part  of  the  income  of  the  estate  or  trust  for  its  taxable  year  which,  pursuant 
to  the  instrument  or  order  governing  the  distribution,  is  distributable  to  such 
beneficiary,  whether  distributed  or  not,  or,  if  his  taxable  year  is  different 
from  that  of  the  estate  or  trust,  then  there  shall  be  included  in  computing  his 
net  income  his  distributive  share  of  the  income  of  the  estate  or  trust  for  its 
taxable  year  ending  within  the  taxable  year  of  the  beneficiary.  In  such  cases 
the  beneficiary  shall,  for  the  purpose  of  the  normal  tax,  be  allowed  as  credits, 
in  addition  to  the  credits  allowed  to  him  under  section  216,  his  proportionate 
share  of  such  amounts  specified  in  subdivisions  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  216  as 
are  received  by  the  estate  or  trust. 

(e)  In  the  case  of  an  estate  or  trust  the  income  of  which  consists  both  of 
income  of  the  class  described  in  paragraph  (4)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  this  section 
and  other  income,  the  net  income  of  the  estate  or  trust  shall  be  computed  and 
a  return  thereof  made  by  the  fiduciary  in  accordance  with  subdivision  (b)  and 
the  tax  shall  be  imposed,  and  shall  be  paid  by  the  fiduciary  in  accordance  with 
subdivision  (c),  except  that  there  shall  be  allowed  as  an  additional  deduction  in 
computing  the  net  income  of  the  estate  or  trust  that  part  of  its  income  of  the 
class  described  in  paragraph  (4)  of  subdivision  (a)  which,  pursuant  to  the 
instrument  or  order  governing  the  distribution,  is  distributable  during  its  tax- 
able year  to  the  beneficiaries.  In  cases  under  this  subdivision  there  shall  be 
included,  as  provided  in  subdivision  (d)  of  this  section,  in  computing  the  net 
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income  of  each  beneficiary,  that  part  of  the  income  of  the  estate  or  trust  which, 
pursuant  to  the  instrument  or  order  governing  the  distribution,  is  distributable 
during  the  taxable  year  to  such  beneficiary. 

(f)  A  trust  created  by  an  employer  as  a  part  of  a  stock  bonus  or  profit- 
sharing  plan  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  some  or  all  of  his  employees,  to  which 
contributions  are  made  by  such  employer,  or  employees,  or  both,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  distributing  to  such  employees  the  earnings  and  principal  of  the  fund 
accumulated  by  the  trust  in  accordance  with  such  plan,  shall  not  be  taxable 
under  this  section,  but  the  amount  actually  distributed  or  made  available  to  any 
distributee  shall  be  taxable  to  him  in  the  year  in  which  so  distributed  or  made 
available  to  the  extent  that  it  exceeds  the  amounts  paid  in  by  him.  Such  dis- 
tributees shall  for  the  purpose  of  the  normal  tax  be  allowed  as  credits  that  part 
of  the  amount  so  distributed  or  made  available  as  represents  the  items  specified 
in  subdivisions  (a)  and  (b)  of  section  216. 

Sec.  220.  Evasion  of  surtaxeB  by  incorporation.  That  if  any  corporation, 
however  created  or  organized,  is  formed  or  availed  of  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting the  imposition  of  the  surtax  upon  its  stockholders  or  members  through 
the  medium  of  permitting  its  gains  and  profits  to  accumulate  instead  of  being 
divided  or  distributed,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  for  each  tax- 
able year  upon  the  net  income  of  such  corporation  a  tax  equal  to  25  per  centum 
of  the  amount  thereof,  which  shall  be  in  addition  to  the  tax  imposed  by  sec- 
tion 230  of  this  title  and  shall  be  computed,  collected,  and  paid  upon  the  same 
basis  and  in  the  same  manner  and  subject  to  the  same  provisions  of  law,  includ- 
ing penalties,  as  that  tax:  Provided,  That  if  all  the  stockholders  or  members 
of  such  corporation  agree  thereto,  the  Commissioner  may,  in  lieu  of  all  income, 
war-profits  and  excess-profits  taxes  imposed  upon  the  corporation  for  the  tax- 
able year,  tax  the  stockholders  or  members  of  such  corporation  upon  their  dis- 
tributive shares  in  the  net  income  of  the  corporation  for  the  taxable  year  in 
the  same  manner  as  provided  in  subdivision  (a)  of  section  218  in  the  case  of 
members  of  a  partnership.  The  fact  that  any  corporation  is  a  mere  holding 
company,  or  that  the  gains  and  profits  are  permitted  to  accumulate  beyond  the 
reasonable  needs  of  the  business,  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  a  purpose  to 
escape  the  surtax;  but  the  fact  that  the  gains  and  profits  are  in  any  case  per- 
mitted to  accumulate  and  become  surplus  shall  not  be  construed  as  evidence 
of  a  purpose  to  escape  the  tax  in  such  case  unless  the  Commissioner  certifies 
that  in  his  opinion  such  accumulation  is  unreasonable  for  the  purposes  of  the 
business.  When  requested  by  the  Commissioner,  or  any  collector,  every  cor- 
poration shall  forward  to  him  a  correct  statement  of  such  gains  and  profits  and 
the  names  and  addresses  of  the  individuals  or  shareholders  who  would  be  entitled 
to  the  same  if  divided  or  distributed,  and  of  the  amounts  that  would  be  payable 
to  each. 

Sec.  221.  Payment  of  individual's  tax  at  source,  (a)  That  all  individuals, 
corporations,  and  partnerships,  in  whatever  capacity  acting,  including  lessees 
or  mortgagors  of  real  or  personal  property,  fiduciaries,  employers,  and  all 
officers  and  employees  of  the  United  States  having  the  control,  receipt,  custody, 
disposal,  or  payment  of  interest  (except  interest  on  deposits  with  persons  carry- 
ing on  the  banking  business  paid  to  persons  not  engaged  in  business  in  the 
United  States  and  not  having  an  office  or  place  of  business  therein),  rent, 
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salaries,  wages,  premiums,  annuities,  compensations,  remunerations,  emoluments, 
or  other  fixed  or  determinable  annual  or  periodical  gains,  profits,  and  income, 
of  any  nonresident  alien  individual  or  partnership  composed  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  nonresident  aliens  (other  than  income  received  as  dividends  of  the  class 
allowed  as  a  credit  by  subdivision  (a)  of  section  216)  shall  (except  in  the  cases 
provided  for  in  subdivision  (b)  and  except  as  otherwise  provided  in  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  under  section  217)  deduct  and  withhold  from 
such  annual  or  periodical  gains,  profits,  and  income  a  tax  equal  to  8  per  centum 
thereof  L  Provided,  That  the  Commissioner  may  authorize  such  tax  to  be 
deducted  and  withheld  from  the  interest  upon  r.ny  securities  the  owners  of 
which  are  not  known  to  the  withholding  agent. 

(b)  In  any  case  where  bonds,  mortgages,  or  deeds  of  trust,  or  other  similar 
obligations  of  a  corporation  contain  a  contract  or  provision  by  which  the  obligor 
agrees  to  pay  any  portion  of  the  tax  imposed  by  this  title  upon  the  obligee,  or 
to  reimburse  the  obligee  for  any  portion  of  the  tax,  or  to  pay  the  interest  with- 
out deduction  tor  any  tax  which  the  obligor  may  be  required  or  permitted  to 
pay  thereon,  or  to  retain  therefrom  under  any  law  of  the  United  States,  the 
obligor  shall  deduct  and  withhold  a  tax  equal  to  2  per  centum  of  the  interest 
upon  such  bonds,  mortgages,  deeds  of  trust,  or  other  obligations,  whether  such 
interest  is  payable  annually  or  at  shorter  or  longer  periods  and  whether  pay- 
able to  a  nonresident  alien  individual  or  to  an  individual  citizen  or  resident 
of  the  United  States  or  to  a  partnership:  Provided,  That  the  Commissioner 
may  authorize  such  tax  to  be  deducted  and  withheld  in  the  case  of  interest 
upon  any  such  bonds,  mortgages,  deeds  of  trust,  or  other  obligations,  the  owners 
of  which  are  not  known  to  the  withholding  agent.  Such  deduction  and  with- 
holding shall  not  be  required  in  the  case  of  a  citizen  or  resident  entitled  to 
receive  such  interest,  if  he  files  with  the  withholding  agent  on  or  before  Febru- 
ary 1  a  signed  notice  in  writing  claiming  the  benefit  of  the  credits  provided  in 
subdivisions  (c)  and  (d)  of  section  216;  nor  in  the  case  of  a  nonresident  alien 
individual  if  so  provided  for  in  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner 
under  subdivision  (g)  of  section  217. 

(c)  Every  individual,  corporation,  or  partnership  required  to  deduct  and 
withhold  any  tax  under  this  section  shall  make  return  thereof  on  or  before 
March  1  of  each  year  and  shall  on  or  before  June  15  pay  the  tax  to  the  official 
of  the  United  States  Qovernment  authorized  to  receive  it.  Every  such  indi- 
vidual, corporation,  or  partnership  is  hereby  made  liable  for  such  tax  and  is 
hereby  indemnified  against  the  claims  and  demands  of  any  individual,  corpora- 
tion, or  partnership  for  the  amount  of  any  payments  made  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this.section. 

(d)  Income  upon  which  any  tax  is  required  to  be  withheld  at  the  source 
under  this  section  shall  be  included  in  the  return  of  the  recipient  of  such  income, 
but  any  amount  of  tax  so  withheld  shall  be  credited  against  the  amount  of 
income  tax  as  computed  in  such  return. 

(e)  If  any  tax  required  under  this  section  to  be  deducted  and  withheld  is  paid 
by  the  recipient  of  the  income,  it  shall  not  be  re-collected  from  the  withholding 
agent ;  nor  in  cases  in  which  the  tax  is  so  paid  shall  any  penalty  be  imposed  upon 
or  collected  from  the  recipient  of  the  income  or  the  withholding  agent  for  failure 
to  return  or  pay  the  same,  unless  such  failure  was  fraudulent  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  evading  payment. 
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Sec.  222.  Credit  for  taxes  in  case  of  individuals,  (a)  That  the  tax  com- 
puted under  Part  II  of  this  title  shall  be  credited  with : 

(1)  In  the  case  of  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  the  amount  of  any  income, 
war-profits  and  excess-profits  taxes  paid  during  the  taxable  year  to  any  foreign 
country  or  to  any  possession  of  the  United  States ;  and 

(2)  In  the  case  of  a  resident  of  the  United  States,  the  amount  of  any  such 
taxes  paid  during  the  taxable  year  to  any  possession  of  the  United  States;  and 

(3)  In  the  case  of  an  alien  resident  of  the  United  States,  the  amount  of  any 
such  taxes  paid  during  the  taxable  year  to  any  foreign  country,  if  the  foreign 
country  of  which  such  alien  resident  is  a  citizen  or  subject,  in  imposing  such 
taxes,  allows  a  similar  credit  to  citizens  of  the  United  States  residing  in  such 
country;  and 

(4)  In  the  case  of  any  such  individual  who  is  a  member  of  a  partnership 
or  a  beneficiary  of  an  estate  or  trust,  his  proportionate  share  of  such  taxes  of 
the  partnership  or  the  estate  or  trust  paid  during  the  taxable  year  to  a  foreign 
country  or  to  any  possession  of  the  United  States,  as  the  case  may  be. 

(5)  The  above  credits  shall  not  be  allowed  in  the  case  of  a  citizen  entitled  to 
the  benefits  of  section  262 ;  and  in  no  other  case  shall  the  amount  of  credit  taken 
under  this  subdivision  exceed  the  same  'proportit)n  of  the  tax,  against  which 
such  credit  is  taken,  which  the  taxpayer's  net  income  (computed  without  deduc- 
tion for  any  income,  war-profits  and  excess-profits  taxes  imposed  by  any  foreign 
country  or  possession  of  the  United  States)  from  sources  without  the  United 
States  bears  to  his  entire  net  income  (computed  without  such  deduction)  for 
the  same  taxable  year. 

(b)  If  accrued  taxes  when  paid  differ  from  the  amounts  claimed  as  credits 
by  the  taxpayer,  or  if  any  tax  paid  is  refunded  in  whole  or  in  part,  the  tax- 
payer shall  notify  the  Commissioner,  who  shall  redetermine  the  amount  of  the 
tax  due  under  Part  II  of  this  title  for  the  year  or  years  affected,  and  the  amount 
of  tax  due  upon  such  redetermination,  if  any,  shall  be  paid  by  the  taxpayer 
upon  notice  and  demand  by  the  collector,  or  the  amount  of  tax  overpaid,  if 
any,  shall  be  credited  or  refunded  to  the  taxpayer  in  accordance  with  the  pro- 
visions of  section  252.  In  the  case  of  such  a  tax  accrued  but  not  paid,  the  Com- 
missioner as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  allowance  of  this  credit  may  require 
the  taxpayer  to  give  a  bond  with  sureties  satisfactory  to  and  to  be  approved 
by  the  Commissioner  in  such  penal  sum  as  the  Commissioner  may  require,  con- 
ditioned for  the  payment  by  the  taxpayer  of  any  amount  of  tax  found  due  upon 
any  such  redetermination;  and  the  bond  herein  prescribed  shall  contain  such 
further  conditions  as  the  Commissioner  may  require. 

(c)  These  credits  shall  be  allowed  only  if  the  taxpayer  furnishes  evidence 
satisfactory  to  the  Commissioner  showing  the  amount  of  income  derived  from 
sources  without  the  United  States,  and  all  other  information  necessary  for  the 
verification  and  computation  of  such  credits. 

(d)  If  the  taxpayer  makes  a  return  for  a  fiscal  year  beginning  in  1920  and 
ending  in  1921,  the  credit  for  the  entire  fiscal  year  shall,  notwithstanding  any 
provision  of  this  Act,  be  determined  under  the  provisions  of  this  section;  and 
the  Commissioner  is  authorized  to  disallow,  in  whole  or  part,  any  such  credit 
which  he  finds  has  already  been  taken  by  the  taxpayer. 
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Sec.  223.  Indiyidnal  returns,  (a)  That  the  following  individuals  shall  each 
make  under  oath  a  return  stating  specifically  the  items  of  his  gross  income  and 
the  deductions  and  credits  allowed  under  this  title  — 

(1)  Every  individual  having  a  net  income  for  the  taxable  year  of  $1,000  or 
over,  if  single,  or  if  married  and  not  living  with  husband  or  wife ; 

(2)  Every  individual  having  a  net  income  for  the  taxable  year  of  $2,000 
or  over,  if  married  and  living  with  husband  or  wife ;  and 

(3)  Every  individual  having  a  gross  income  for  the  taxable  year  of  $5,000 
'or  over,  regardless  of  the  amount  of  his  net  income. 

(b)  If  a  husband  and  wife  living  together  have  an  aggregate  net  income  for 
the  taxable  year  of  $2,000  or  over,  or  an  aggregate  gross  income  for  such  year 
of  $5,000  or  over  — 

(1)  Each  shall  make  such  a  return,  or 

(2)  The  income  of  each  shall  be  included  in  a  single  joint  return,  in  which 
case  the  tax  shall  be  computed  on  the  aggregate  income. 

(c)  if  the  taxpayer  is  unable  to  make  his  own  return,  the  return  shall  be  made 
by  a  duly  authorized  agent  or  by  the  guardian  or  other  person  charged  with  the 
care  of  the  person  or  property  of  such  taxpayer. 

Sec.  224.  Partnership  returns.  That  every  partnership  shall  make  a  return 
for  each  taxable  year,  stating  specifically  the  items  of  its  gross  income  and  the 
deductions  allowed  by  this  title,  and  shall  include  in  the  return  the  names  and 
addresses  of  the  individuals  who  would  be  entitled  to  share  in  the  net  income 
if  distributed  and  the  amount  of  the  distributive  share  of  each  individual.  The 
return  shall  be  sworn  to  by  any  one  of  the  partners. 

Sec.  225.  Fiduciary  returns,  (a)  That  every  fidcuiary  (except  a  receiver 
appointed  by  authority  of  law  in  possession  of  part  only  of  the  property  of  an 
individual)  shall  make  under  oath  a  return  for  any  of  the  following  individuals, 
estates,  or  trusts  for  which  he  acts,  stating  specifically  the  items  of  gross  income 
thereof  and  the  deductions  and  credits  allowed  under  this  title  — 

(1)  Every  individual  having  a  net  income  for  the  taxable  year  of  $1,000  or 
over,  if  single,  or  if  married  and  not  living  with  husband  or  wife ; 

(2)  Every  individual  having  a  net  income  for  the  taxable  year  of  $2,000  or 
over,  if  married  and  living  with  husband  or  wife ; 

(3)  Every  individual  having  a  gross  income  for  the  taxable  year  of  $5,000  or 
over,  regardless  of  the  amount  of  his  net  income ; 

(4)  Every  estate  or  trust  the  net  income  of  which  for  the  taxable  year  is 
$1,000  or  over ;  and 

(5)  Every  estate  or  trust  of  which  any  beneficiary  is  a  nonresident  alien. 

(b)  Under  such  regulations  as  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  may  prescribe  a  return  made  by  one  of  two  or  more  joint  fiduciaries 
and  filed  in  the  office  of  the  collector  of  the  district  where  such  fiduciary  resides 
shall  be  sufficient  compliance  with  the  above  requirement.  Such  fiduciary  shall 
make  oath  (1)  that  he  has  sufficient  knowledge  of  the  affairs  of  the  individual, 
estate  or  trust  for  which  the  return  is  made,  to  enable  him  to  make  the  return, 
and  (2)  that  the  return  is,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief,  true  and 
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correct.    Any  fiduciary  required  to  make  a  return  under  this  Act  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  all  the  provisions  of  this  Act  which  apply  to  individuals. 

Sec.  226.  Betums  for  a  period  of  less  than  twelve  months,  (a)  That  if 
a  taxpayer,  with  the  approval  of  the  Commissioner,  changes  the  basis  of  com- 
puting net  income  from  fiscal  year  to  calendar  year  a  separate  return  shall  be 
made  for  the  period  between  the  close  of  the  last  fiscal  year  for  which  return 
was  made  and  the  following  December  31.  If  the  change  is  from  calendar  year 
to  fiscal  year,  a  separate  return  shall  be  made  for  the  period  between  the  close " 
of  the  last  calendar  year  for  which  return  was  made  and  the  date  designated  as 
the  close  of  the  fiscal  year.  If  the  change  is  from  one  fiscal  year  to  another  fiscal 
year  a  separate  return  shall  be  made  for  the  period  between  the  close  of  the 
former  fiscal  year  and  the  date  designated  as  the  close  of  the  new  fiscal  year. 

(b)  In  all  cases  where  a  separate  return  is  made  for  a  part  of  a  taxable  year 
the  net  income  shall  be  computed  on  the  basis  of  such  period  for  which  separate 
return  is  made,  and  the  tax  shall  be  paid  thereon  at  the  rate  for  the  calendar 
year  in  which  such  period  is  included. 

(c)  In  the  case  of  a  return  for  a  period  of  less  than  one  year  the  net  income 
shall  be  placed  on  an  annual  basis  by  multiplying  the  amount  thereof  by  twelve 
and  dividing  by  the  number  of  months  included  in  such  period;  and  the  tax 
shall  be  such  part  of  a  tax  computed  on  such  annual  basis  as  the  number  of 
months  in  such  period  is  of  twelve  months. 

« 

Sec.  227.  Time  and  place  for  filing  individual,  partnership,  and  fiduciary 
returns,  (a)  That  returns  (except  in  the  case  of  nonresident  aliens)  shall  be 
made  on  or  before  the  fifteenth  day  of  the  third  month  following  the  close  of 
the  fiscal  year,  or,  if  the  return  is  made  on  the  basis  of  the  calendar  year,  then 
the  return  shall  be  made  on  or  before  the  15th  day  of  March.  In  the  case  of  a 
nonresident  alien  individual  returns  shall  be  made  on  or  before  the  fifteenth  day 
of  the  sixth  month  following  the  close  of  the  fiscal  year,  or,  if  the  return  is  made 
on  the  basis  of  the  calendar  year,  then  the  return  shnll  be  made  on  or  before  the 
15th  day  of  June.  The  Commissioner  may  grant  a  reasonable  extension  of  time 
for  filing  returns  whenever  in  his  judgment  good  cause  exists  and  shall  keep  a 
record  of  every  such  extension  and  the  reason  therefor.  Except  in  the  case  of 
taxpayers  who  are  abroad,  no  such  extension  shall  be  for  more  than  six  months. 

(b)  Returns  shall  be  made  to  the  collector  for  the  district  in  which  is  located 
the  legal  residence  or  principal  place  of  business  of  the  person  making  the  return, 
or,  if  he  has  no  legal  residence  or  principal  place  of  business  in  the  United  States, 
then  to  the  collector  at  Baltimore,  Maryland. 

Sec.  228.  Understatement  in  returns.  That  if  the  collector  or  deputy  col- 
lector has  reason  to  believe  that  the  amount  of  any  income  returned  is  under- 
stated, he  shall  give  due  notice  to  the  taxpayer  making  the  return  to  show  cause 
why  the  amount  of  the  return  should  not  be  increased,  and  upon  proof  of  the 
amount  understated,  may  increase  the  same  accordingly.  Such  taxpayer  may 
furnish  sworn  testimony  to  prove  any  relevant  facts  and  if  dissatisfied  with  the 
decision  of  the  collector  may  appeal  to  the  Commissioner  for  his  decision,  under 
such  rules  of  procedure  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary. 


INTERNAL  REVENUE  149 

Sec.  229.  Xncorporation  of  individual  or  partnership  bnsiness.  That  in  the 
ease  of  the  organization  as  a  corporation  within  four  months  after  the  pas- 
sage of  this  act  of  any  trade  or  business  in  which  capital  is  a  material  income- 
producing  factor,  and  which  was  previously  owned  by  a  partnership  or  indi- 
vidual, the  net  income  of  such  trade  or  business  from  January  1,  1921,  to  the 
date  of  such  organization  may  at  the  option  of  the  individual  or  partnership 
be  taxed  as  the  net  income  of  a  corporation  is  taxed  under  Titles  II  and  III; 
in  which  event  the  net  income  and  invested  capital  of  such  trade  or  business 
shall  be  computed  as  if  such  corporation  had  been  in  existence  on  and  after 
January  1,  1921,  and  the  undistributed  profits  or  earnings  of  such  trade  or  busi- 
ness shall  not  be  subject  to  the  surtaxes  imposed  in  section  211,  but  amounts 
distributed  on  and  after  January  1,  1921,  from  the  earnings  or  profits  of  such 
trade  or  business  accumulated  after  December  31,  1920,  shall  be  taxed  to  the 
recipients  as  dividends;  and  all  the  provisions  of  Titles  II  and  III  relating  to 
corporations  shall  so  far  as  practicable  apply  to  such  trade  or  business :  Provided^ 
That  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  any  trade  or  business,  the  net  income  of 
which  for  the  taxable  year  1921  was  less  than  20  per  centum  of  its  invested  capi- 
tal for  such  year :  Provided  further,  That  any  taxpayer  who  takes  advantage 
of  this  section  shall  pay  the  tax  imposed  by  section  1000  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1918  as  if  such  taxpayer  had  been  a  corporation  on  and  after  January  1,  1921. 

For  sec.  1000  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  mentioned   in  the  text   see    1919   Supp.   Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  165. 

PART  m. —  CORPORATIONS. 

Sec.  230.  Tax  on  corporations.  That,  in  lieu  of  the  tax  imposed  by  sec- 
tion 230  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid 
for  each  taxable  year  upon  the  net  income  of  every  corporation  a  tax  at  the 
following  rates : 

(a)  For  the  calendar  year  1921,  10  per  centum  of  the  amount  of  the  net 
income  in  excess  of  the  credits  provided  in  section  236 ;  and 

(b)  For  each  calendar  year  thereafter,  12 V^  per  centum  of  such  excess  amount. 

Sec.  231.  Conditional  and  other  exemptions  of  corporations.  That  the 
following  organizations  shall  be  exempt  from  taxation  under  this  title  — 

(1)  Labor,  agricultural,  or  horticultural  organizations; 

(2)  Mutual  savings  banks  not  having  a  capital  stock  represented  by  shares; 

(3)  Fraternal  beneficiary  societies,  orders,  or  associations,  (a)  operating  under 
the  lodge  system  or  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  the  members  of  a  fraternity 
itself  operating  under  the  lodge  system;  and  (b)  providing  for  the  payment  of 
life,  sick,  accident,  or  other  benefits  to  the  members  of  such  society,  order,  or 
association  or  their  dependents ; 

(4)  Domestic  building  and  loan  associations  substantially  all  the  business  of 
which  is  confined  to  making  loans  to  members ;  and  co-operative  banks  without 
capital  stock  organized  and  operated  for  mutual  purposes  and  without  profit ; 

(5)  Cemetery  companies  owned  and  operated  exclusively  for  the  benefit  of 
their  members  or  which  are  not  operated  for  profit ;  and  any  corporation  char- 
tered solely  for  burial  purposes  as  a  cemetery  corporation  and  not  permitted 
by  its  charter  to  engage  in  any  business  not  necessarily  incident  to  that  purpose, 
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no  part  of  the  net  earnings  of  which  inures  to  the  benefit  of  any  private  stock- 
holder or  individual; 

(6)  Corporations,  and  any  community  chest,  fund,  or  foundation,  organized 
and  operated  exclusively  for  religious,  charitable,  scientific,  literary,  or  educa- 
tional purposes,  or  for  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to  children  or  animals,  no  part 
of  the  net  earnings  of  which  inures  to  the  benefit  of  any  private  stockholder  or 
individual ; 

(7)  Business  leagues,  chambers  of  commerce,  or  boards  of  trade,  not  organ- 
ized for  profit  and  no  part  of  the  net  earnings  of  which  inures  to  the  benefit  of 
any  private  stockholder  or  individual ; 

(8)  Civic  leagues  or  organizations  not  organized  for  profit  but  operated  exclu- 
sively for  the  promotion  of  social  welfare ; 

(9)  Clubs  organized  and  operated  exclusively  for  pleasure,  recreation,  and 
other  nonprofitable  purposes,  no  part  of  the  net  earnings  of  which  inures  to  the 
benefit  of  any  private  stockholder  or  member; 

(10)  Farmers'  or  other  mutual  hail,  cyclone,  or  fire  insurance  companies, 
mutual  ditch  or  irrigation  companies,  mutual  or  cooperative  telephone  com- 
panies, or  like  organizations  of  a  purely  local  character,  the  income  of  which 
consists  solely  of  assessments,  dues,  and  fees  collected  from  members  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  meeting  expenses ; 

(11)  Farmers',  fruit  growers',  or  like  associations,  organized  and  operated  as 
sales  agents  for  the  purpose  of  marketing  the  products  of  members  and  turning 
back  to  them  the  proceeds  of  sales,  less  the  necessary  selling  expenses,  on  the 
basis  of  the  quantity  of  produce  furnished  by  them ;  or  organized  and  operated 
as  purchasing  agents  for  the  purpose  of  purchasing  supplies  and  equipment 
for  the  use  of  members  and  turning  over  such  supplies  and  equipment  to  such 
members  at  actual  cost,  plus  necessary  expenses ; 

(12)  Corporations  organized  for  the  exclusive  purpose  of  holding  title  to 
property,  collecting  income  therefrom,  and  turning  over  the  entire  amount 
thereof,  less  expenses,  to  an  organization  which  itself  is  exempt  from  the  tax 
imposed  by  this  title ; 

(13)  Federal  land  banks  and  national  farm-loan  associations  as  provided  in 
section  26  of  the  Act  approved  July  17,  191Q,  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide 
capital  for  agricultural  development,  to  create  standard  forms  of  investment 
based  upon  farm  mortgage,  to  equalize  rates  of  interest  upon  farm  loans,  to 
furnish  a  market  for  United  States  bonds,  to  create  Government  depositaries  and 
financial  agents  for  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes  ' ' ; 

(14)  Personal  service  corporations.  This  subdivision  shall  not  be  in  effect 
after  December  31,  1921. 

Sec.  232.  Net  income  of  corporations  defined.  That  in  the  case  of  a  cor- 
poration subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by  section  230  the  term  **  net  income  " 
means  the  gross  income  as  defined  in  section  233  less  the  deductions  allowed  by 
section  234,  and  the  net  income  shall  be  computed  on  the  same  basis  as  is 
provided  in  subdivision  (b)  of  section  212  or  in  section  226.  In  the  case  of  a 
foreign  corporation  or  of  a  corporation  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  section  262 
the  computation  shall  also  be  made  in  the  manner  provided  in  section  217. 
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Sec.  233.  Gross  income  of  corporations  defined,  (a)  That  in  the  case  of 
a  corporation  subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by  section  230  the  term  *'  gross  income  " 
means  the  gross  income  as  defined  in  sections  213  and  217,  except  that  mutual 
marine  insurance  companies  shall  include  in  gross  income  the  gross  premiums 
collected  and  received  by  them  less  amounts  paid  for  reinsurance. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  foreign  corporation,  gross  income  means  only  gross  income 
from  sources  within  the  United  States,  determined  (except  in  the  case  of  insur- 
ance companies  subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by  sections  243  or  246)  in  the  manner 
provided  in  section  217. 

Sec.  234.  DeductioDB  allowed  corporations,  (a)  That  in  computing  the 
net  income  of  a  corporation  subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by  section  230  there  shall 
be  allowed  as  deductions : 

(1)  All  the  ordinary  and  necessary  expenses  paid  or  incurred  during  the 
taxable  year  in  carrying  on  any  trade  or  business,  including  a  reasonable  allow- 
ance for  salaries  or  other  compensation  for  personal  services  actually  rendered, 
and  including  rentals  or  other  payments  required  to  be  made  as  a  condition  to 
the  continued  use  or  possession  of  prox>erty  to  which  the  corporation  has  not 
taken  or  is  not  taking  title,  or  in  which  it  has  no  equity ; 

(2)  All  interest  paid  or  accrued  within  the  taxable  year  on  its  indebtedness, 
except  on  indebtedness  incurred  or  continued  to  purchase  or  carry  obligations 
or  securities  (other  than  obligations  of  the  United  States  issued  after  Septem- 
ber 24,  1917,  and  originally  subscribed  for  by  the  taxpayer)  the  interest  upon 
which  is  wholly  exempt  from  taxation  under  this  title ; 

(3)  Taxes  paid  or  accrued  within  the  taxable  year  except  (a)  income,  war- 
profits,  and  excess-profits  taxes  imposed  by  the  authority  of  the  United  States, 
(b)  so  much  of  the  income,  war-profits  and  excess-profits  taxes  imposed  by  the 
authority  of  any  foreign  country  or  possession  of  the  United  States  as  is  allowed 
as  a  credit  under  section  238,  and  (c)  taxes  assessed  against  local  benefits  of  a 
kind  tending  to  increase  the  value  of  the  property  assessed.  In  the  case  of 
obligors  specified  in  subdivision  (b)  of  section  221  no  deduction  for  the  payment 
of  the  tax  imposed  by  this  title,  or  any  other  tax  paid  pursuant  to  the  contract 
or  provision  referred  to  in  that  subdivision,  shall  be  allowed  nor  shall  such 
tax  be  included  in  the  gross  income  of  the  obligee.  The  deduction  allowed  by 
this  paragraph  shall  be  allowed  in  the  case  of  taxes  imposed  upon  a  shareholder 
or  member  of  a  corporation  upon  his  interest  as  shareholder  or  member,  which 
are  paid  by  the  corporation  without  reimbursement  from  the  shareholder  or 
member,  but  in  such  cases  no  deduction  shall  be  allowed  the  shareholder  or  mem- 
ber for  the  amount  of  such  taxes.  For  the  purpose  of  this  paragraph,  estate, 
inheritance,  legacy,  and  succession  taxes  accrue  on  the  due  date  thereof  except 
as  otherwise  provided  by  the  law  of  the  jurisdiction  imposing  such  taxes ; 

(4)  Losses  sustained  during  the  taxable  year  and  not  compensated  for  by 
insurance  or  otherwise;  unless,  in  order  to  clearly  reflect  the  income,  the  loss 
should  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner  be  accounted  for  as  of  a  different 
period.  No  deduction  shall  be  allowed  for  any  loss  claimed  to  have  been  sus- 
tained in  any  sale  or  other  disposition  of  shares  of  stock  or  securities  made  after 
the  passage  of  this  Act  where  it  appears  that  within  thirty  days  before  or  after 
the  date  of  such  sale  or  other  disposition  the  taxpayer  has  acquired  (otherwise 
than  by  bequest  or  inheritance)  substantially  identical  property,  and  the  prop- 
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erty  so  acquired  is  held  by  the  taxpayer  for  any  period  after  such  sale  or  other 
disposition,  unless  such  claim  is  made  by  a  dealer  in  stock  or  securities  and  with 
respect  to  a  transaction  made  in  the  ordinary  course  of  its  business.  If  such 
acquisition  is  to  the  extent  of  part  only  qf  substantially  identical  property,  then 
only  a  proportionate  part  of  the  loss  shall  be  disallowed.  In  case  of  losses  aris- 
ing from  destruction  of  or  damage  to  property,  where  the  property  so  destroyed 
or  damaged  was  acquired  before  March  1, 1913,  the  deduction  shall  be  computed 
upon  the  basis  of  its  fair  market  price  or  value  as  of  March  1,  1913 ; 

(5)  Debts  ascertained  to  be  worthless  and  charged  off  within  the  taxable  year 
(or  in  the  discretion  of  the  Commissioner,  a  reasonable  addition  to  a  reserve  for 
bad  debts) ;  and  when  satisfied  that  a  debt  is  recoverable  only  in  part,  the  Com- 
missioner may  allow  such  debt  to  be  charged  off  in  part ; 

(6)  The  amount  received  as  dividends  (A)  from  a  domestic  corporation  other 
than  a  corporation  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  section  262,  or  (B)  from  any 
foreign  corporation  when  it  is  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioner 
that  more  than  50  per  centum  of  the  gross  income  of  such  foreign  corporation 
for  the  three-year  period  ending  with  the  close  of  its  taxable  year  preceding  the 
declaration  of  such  dividends  (or  for  such  part  of  such  period  as  the  foreign  cor- 
poration has  been  in  exigence)  was  derived  from  sources  within  the  United 
States  as  determined  under  section  217 ; 

(7)  A  reasonable  allowance  for  the  exhaustion,  wear  and  tear  of  property 
used  in  the  trade  or  business,  including  a  reasonable  allowance  for  obsolescence. 
In  the  case  of  such  property  acquired  before  March  1,  1913,  this  deduction  shall 
be  computed  upon  the  basis  of  its  fair  market  price  or  value  as  of  March  1,  1913 ; 

(8)  In  the  case  of  buildings,  machinery,  equipment,  or  other  facilities,  con- 
structed, erected,  installed,  or  acquired,  on  or  after  April  6,  1917,  for  the  pro- 
duction of  articles  contributing  to  the  prosecution  of  the  war  against  the  Ger- 
man Government,  and  in  the  case  of  vessels  constructed  or  acquired  on  or  after 
such  date  for  the  transportation  of  articles  or  men  contributing  to  the  prose- 
cution of  such  war,  there  shall  be  allowed,  for  any  taxable  year  ending  before 
March  3,  1924  (if  claim  therefor  was  made  at  the  time  of  filing  return  for  the 
taxable  year  1918,  1919,  1920,  or  1921)  a  reasonable  deduction  for  the  amortiza- 
tion of  such  part  of  the  cost  of  such  facilities  or  vessels  as  has  been  borne  by 
the  taxpayer,  but  not  again  including  any  amount  otherwise  allowed  under  this 
title  or  previous  Acts  of  Congress  as  a  deduction  in  computing  net  income.  At 
any  time  before  March  3,  1924,  the  Commissioner  may,  and  at  the  request  of  the 
taxpayer  shall,  reexamine  the  return,  and  if  he  then  finds  as  a  result  of  an 
appraisal  or  from  other  evidence  that  the  deduction  originally  allowed  was 
incorrect,  the  income,  war-profits,  and  excess-profits  taxes  for  the  year  or  years 
affected  shall  be  redetermined  and  the  amount  of  tax  due  upon  such  redetermina- 
tion, if  any,  shall  be  paid  upon  notice  and  demand  by  the  collector,  or  the 
amount  of  tax  overpaid,  if  any,  shall  be  credited  or  refunded  to  the  taxpayer  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  252 ; 

(9)  In  the  case  of  mines,  oil  and  gas  wells,  other  natural  deposits,  and  timber, 
a  reasonable  allowance  for  depletion  and  for  depreciation  of  improvements, 
according  to  the  peculiar  conditions  in  each  case,  based  upon  cost  including  cost 
of  development  not  otherwise  deducted:  Provided,  That  in  the  case  of  such 
properties  acquired  prior  to  March  1,  1913,  the  fair  market  value  of  the  prop- 
erty (or  the  taxpayer's  interest  therein)  on  that  date  shall  be  taken  in  lieu 
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of  cost  up  to  that  date :  Provided  further,  That  in  the  case  of  mines,  oil  and  gas 
wells,  discovered  by  the  taxpayer,  on  or  after  March  1,  1913,  and  not  acquired 
as  the  result  of  purchase  of  a  proven  tract  or  lease,  wher6  the  fair  market  value 
of  the  property  is  materially  disproportionate  to  the  cost,  the  depletion  allow- 
ance shall  be  based  upon  the  fair  market  value  of  the  property  at  the  date  of 
the  discovery,  or  within  thirty  days  thereafter:  And  provided  further,  That 
such  depletion  allowance  based  on  discovery  value  shall  not  exceed  the  net  income, 
computed  without  allowance  for  depletion,  from  the  property  upon  which  the 
discovery  is  made,  except  where  such  net  income  so  computed  is  less  than  the 
depletion  allowance  based  on  cost  or  fair  market  value  as  of  March  1,  1913; 
such  reasonable  allowance  in  all  the  above  cases  to  be  made  under  rules  and 
regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary.  In  the  case  of  leases  the  deductions  allowed  by  this  paragraph  shall 
be  equitably  apportioned  between  the  lessor  and  lessee : 

(10)  In  the  case  of  insurance  companies  (other  than  life  insurance  com- 
panies), in  addition  to  the  above  (unless  otherwise  allowed):  (A)  The  net 
addition  required  by  law  to  be  made  within  the  taxable  year  to  reserve  funds 
(including  in  the  case  of  assessment  insurance  companies  the  actual  deposit  of 
sums  with  State  or  Territorial  officers  pursuant  to  law  as  additions  to  guarantee 
or  reserve  funds) ;  and  (B)  the  sums  other  than  dividends  paid  within  the  tax- 
able year  on  policy  and  annuity  contracts.  After  December  31,  1921,  this  sub- 
division shall  apply  only  to  mutual  insurance  companies  other  than  life  insurance 
companies ; 

(11)  In  the  case  of  corporations  (except  those  taxed  under  section  243) 
issuing  policies  covering  life,  health,  and  accident  insurance  combined  in  one 
policy  issued  on  the  weekly  premium  payment  plan  continuing  for  life  and  not 
subject  to  cancellation,  in  addition  to  the  above,  such  portion  of  the  net  addition 
(not  required  by  law)  made  within  the  taxable  year  to  reserve  funds  as  the 
Commissioner  finds  to  be  required  for  the  protection  of  the  holders  of  such 
policies  only.    This  subdivision  shall  not  be  in  effect  after  December  31, 1921 ; 

(12)  In  the  case  of  mutual  marine  insurance  companies,  there  shall  be  allowed, 
in  addition  to  the  deductions  allowed  in  paragraphs  (1)  to  (10),  inclusive,  and 
paragraph  (14),  unless  otherwise  allowed,  amounts  repaid  to  policyholders  on 
account  of  premiums  previously  paid  by  them,  and  interest  paid  upon  such 
amounts  between  the  ascertainment  and  the  payment  thereof ; 

(13)  In  the  case  of  mutual  insurance  companies  (including  interinsurers  and 
reciprocal  underwriters,  but  not  including  mutual  life  or  mutual  marine  insur- 
ance companies)  requiring  their  members  to  make  premium  deposits  to  provide 
for  losses  and  expenses,  there  shall  be  allowed,  in  addition  to  the  deductions 
allowed  in  paragraphs  (1)  to  (10),  inclusive,  and  paragraph  (14),  unless  other- 
wise allowed,  the  amount  of  premium  deposits  returned  to  their  policyholders 
and  the  amount  of  premium  deposits  retained  for  the  payment  of  losses,  expenses, 
and  reinsurance  reserves; 

(14)  If  property  is  compulsorily  or  involuntarily  converted  into  cash  or  its 
equivalent  as  a  result  of  (A)  its  destruction  in  whole  or  in  part,  (B)  theft  or 
seizure,  or  (C)  an  exercise  of  the  power  of  requisition  or  condemnation,  or  the 
threat  or  imminence  thereof;  and  if  the  taxpayer  proceeds  forthwith  in  good 
faith,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary,  to  expend  the  proceeds  of  such  conversion  in  the  acquisition  of 
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other  property  of  a  character  similar  or  related  in  service  or  use  to  the  property 
so  converted,  or  in  the  acquisition  of  80  per  centum  or  more  of  the  stock  or  shares 
of  a  corporation  owning  such  other  property,  or  in  the  establishment  of  a  replace- 
ment fund,  then  there  shall  be  allowed  as  a  deduction  such  portion  of  the  gain 
derived  as  the  portion  of  the  proceeds  so  expended  bears  to  the  entire  proceeds. 
The  provisions  of  this  paragraph  prescribing  the  conditions  under  which  a 
deduction  may  be  taken  in  respect  of  the  proceeds  or  gains  derived  from  the 
compulsory  or  involuntary  conversion  of  property  into  cash  or  its  equivalent, 
shall  apply  so  far  as  may  be  practicable  to  the  exemption  or  exclusion  of  such 
proceeds  or  gains  from  gross  income  under  prior  income,  war-profits  and  excess- 
profits  tax  Acts. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  foreign  corporation  or  of  a  corporation  entitled  to  the 
benefits  of  section  262  the  deductions  allowed  in  subdivision  (a)  shall  be  allowed 
only  if  and  to  the  extent  that  they  are  connected  with  income  from  sources  within 
the  United  States;  and  the  proper  apportionment  and  allocation  of  the  deduc- 
tions with  respect  to  sources  within  and  without  the  United  States  shall  be 
determined  as  provided  in  section  217  under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by 
the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary. 

Sec.  235.  Items  not  deductible  by  corporations.  That  in  computing  net 
income  no  deduction  shall  in  any  case  be  allowed  in  respect  of  any  of  the  items 
specified  in  section  215. 

Sec.  236.  Credits  allowed  corporations.  That  for  the  purpose  only  of  the 
tax  imposed  by  section  230  there  shall  be  allowed  the  following  credits : 

(a)  The  amount  received  as  interest  upon  obligations  of  the  United  States 
and  bonds  issued  by  the  War  Finance  Corporation,  which  is  included  in  gross 
income  under  section  233 ; 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  domestic  corporation  the  net  income  of  which  is  $25,000 
or  less,  a  specific  credit  of  $2,000 ;  but  if  the  net  income  is  more  than  $25,000 
the  tax  imposed  by  section  230  shall  not  exceed  the  tax  which  would  be  payable 
if  the  $2,000  credit  were  allowed,  plus  the  amount  of  the  net  income  in  excess 
of  $25,000 ;  and 

(c)  The  amount  of  any  war-profits  and  excess-profits  taxes  imposed  by  Act 
of  Congress  for  the  same  taxable  year.  The  credit  allowed  by  this  subdivision 
shall  be  determined  as  follows : 

(1)  In  the  case  of  a  corporation  which  makes  return  for  a  fiscal  year  begin- 
ning in  1920  and  ending  in  1921,  in  computing  the  income  tax  as  provided  in 
subdivision  (a)  of  section  205,  the  portion  of  the  war-profits  and  excess-profits 
tax  computed  for  the  entire  period  under  clause  (1)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  sec- 
tion 335  shall  be  credited  against  the  net  income  computed  for  the  entire  period 
as  provided  in  clause  (1)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  205,  and  the  portion  of 
the  war-profits  and  excess-profits  tax  computed  for  the  entire  period  under 
clause  (2)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  335  shall  be  credited  against  the  net 
income  computed  for  the  entire  period  as  provided  in  clause  (2)  of  subdi- 
vision (a)  of  section  205. 

(2)  In  the  case  of  a  corporation  which  makes  return  for  a  fiscal  year  begin- 
ning in  1921  and  ending  in  1922,  in  computing  the  income  tax  as  provided  in 
subdivision  (b)  of  section  205,  the  war-profits  and  excess-profits  tax  computed 
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under  subdivision  (b)  of  section  335  shall  be  credited  against  the  net  income 
computed  for  the  entire  period  as  provided  in  clause  (1)  of  subdivision  (b)  of 
section  205. 

Sec.  237.  Payment  of  corporation  income  tax  at  scnrce.  That  in  the  case 
of  foreign  corporations  subject  to  taxation  under  this  title  not  engaged  in  trade 
or  business  within  the  United  States  and  not  having  any  office  or  place  of  busi- 
ness therein,  there  shall  be  deducted  and  withheld  at  the  source  in  the  same 
manner  and  upon  the  same  items  of  income  as  is  provided  in  section  221  a  tax 
equal  to  12 Vj  per  centum  thereof  (but  during  the  calendar  year  1921  only 
10  per  centum),  and  such  tax  shall  be  returned  and  paid  in  the  same  manner 
and  subject  to  the  same  conditions  as  provided  in  that  section :  Provided,  That 
in  the  case  of  interest  described  in  subdivision  (b)  of  that  section  the  deduction 
and  withholding  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  2  per  centum. 

Sec.  238.  Credit  for  taxes  in  case  of  corporations,  (a)  That  in  the  case  of 
a  domestic  corporation  the.  tax  imposed  by  this  title,  plus  the  war-profits  and 
excess-profits  taxes,  if  any,  shall  be  credited  with  the  amount  of  any  income, 
war-profits,  and  excess-profits  taxes  paid  during  the  same  taxable  year  to  any 
foreign  country,  or  to  any  possession  of  the  United  States :  Provided,  That  the 
amount  of  credit  taken  under  this  subdivision  shall  in  no  case  exceed  the  same 
proportion  of  the  taxes,  against  which  such  credit  is  taken,  which  the  taxpayer's 
net  income  (computed  without  deduction  for  any  income,  war-profits,  and  excess- 
profits  taxes  imposed  by  any  foreign  country  or  possession  of  the  United  States) 
from  sources  without  the  United  States  bears  to  its  entire  net  income  (computed 
without  such  deduction)  for  the  same  taxable  year.  In  the  case  of  domestic 
insurance  companies  subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by  section  243  or  246,  the  term 
^*  net  income  ",  as  used  in  this  subdivision  means  net  income  as  defined  in  sec- 
tions 245  and  246,  respectively. 

(b)  If  accrued  taxes  when  paid  differ  from  the  amounts  claimed  as  credits 
by  the  corporation,  or  if  any  tax  paid  is  refunded  in  whole  or  in  part,  the  corpo- 
ration shall  at  once  notify  the  Commissioner,  who  shall  redetermine  the  amount 
of  the  income,  war-profits  and  excess-profits  taxes  for  the  year  or  years  affected, 
and  the  amount  of  taxes  due  upon  such  redetermination,  if  any,  shall  be  paid 
by  the  corporation  upon  notice  and  demand  by  the  collector,  or  the  amount  of 
taxes  overpaid,  if  any,  shall  be  credited  or  refunded  to  the  corporation  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  section  252.  In  the  case  of  such  a  tax  accrued  but 
not  paid,  the  Commissioner  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  allowance  of  this 
credit  may  require  the  corporation  to  give  a  bond  with  sureties  satisfactory  to 
and  to  be  approved  by  him  in  such  penal  sum  as  he  may  require,  conditioned 
for  the  payment  by  the  taxpayer  of  any  amount  of  taxes  found  due  upon  any 
such  redetermination ;  and  the  bond  herein  prescribed  shall  contain  such  further 
conditions  as  the  Commissioner  may  require. 

(c)  These  credits  shall  be  allowed  only  if  the  taxpayer  furnishes  evidence 
satisfactory  to  the  Commissioner  showing  the  amount  of  income  derived  from 
sources  without  the  United  States,  and  all  other  information  necessary  for  the 
verification  and  computation  of  such  credit. 

(d)  If  a  domestic  corporation  makes  a  return  for  a  fiscal  year  beginning  in 
1920  and  ending  in  1921,  the  credit  for  the  entire  fiscal  year  shall,  notwithstand- 
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ing  any  provision  of  this  Act,  be  determined  under  the  provisions  of  this  section ; 
and  the  Commissioner  is  authorized  to  disallow,  in  whole  or  in  part,  any  such 
credit  which  he  finds  has  already  been  taken  by  the  taxpayer. 

(e)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  a  domestic  corporation  which  owns  a 
majority  of  the  voting  stock  of  a  foreign  corporation  from  which  it  receives 
dividends  (not  deductible  under  section  234)  in  any  taxable  year  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  paid  the  same  proportion  of  any  income,  war-profits,  or  excess-profits 
taxes  paid  by  such  foreign  corporation  to  any  foreign  country  or  to  any  pos- 
session of  the  United  States,  upon  or  with  respect  to  the  accumulated  profits 
of  such  foreign  corporation  from  which  Such  dividends  were  paid,  which  the 
amount  of  such  dividends  bears  to  the  amount  of  such  accumulated  profits: 
Provided,  That  the  credit  allowed  to  any  domestic  corporation  under  this  sub- 
division shall  in  no  case  exceed  the  S€ime  proportion  of  the  taxes  against  which 
it  is  credited,  which  the  amount  of  such  dividends  bears  to  the  amount  of  the 
entire  net  income  of  the  domestic  corporation  in  which  such  dividends  are 
included.  The  term  *'  accumulated  profits  "  when  used  in  this  subdivision  in 
reference  to  a  foreign  corporation,  means  the  amount  of  its  gains,  profits,  or 
income  in  excess  of  the  income,  war-profits,  and  excess-profits  taxes  imposed  upon 
or  with  respect  to  such  profits  or  income ;  and  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  shall  have  full  power  to  determine  from  the  accumulated  profits 
of  what  year  or  years  such  dividends  were  paid ;  treating  dividends  paid  in  the 
first  sixty  days  of  any  year  as  having  been  paid  from  the  accumulated  profits  of 
the  preceding  year  or  years  (unless  to  his  satisfaction  shown  otherwise),  and 
in  other  respects  treating  dividends  as  having  been  paid  from  the  most  recently 
accumulated  gains,  profits,  or  earnings.  In  the  case  of  a  foreign  corporation, 
the  income,  war-profits,  and  excess-profits  taxes  of  which  are  determined  on  the 
basis  of  an  accounting  period  of  less  than  one  year,  the  word  '^  year  "  as  used 
in  this  subdivision  shall  be  construed  to  mean  such  accounting  period. 

(f )  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  a  corporation  entitled  to  the  benefits  of 
section  262  shall  be  treated  as  a  foreign  corporation. 

Sec.  239,  Corporation  returns,  (a)  That  every  corporation  subject  to  taxa- 
tion under  this  title  and  every  personal  service  corporation  shall  make  a  return, 
stating  specifically  the  items  of  its  gross  income  and  the  deductions  and  credits 
allowed  by  this  title.  The  return  shall  be  sworn  to  by  the  president,  vice  presi- 
dent, or  other  principal  oflScer  and  by  the  treasurer  or  assistant  treasurer.  If  any 
foreign  corporation  has  no  office  or  place  of  business  in  the  United  States  but 
has  an  agent  in  the  United  States,  the  return  shall  be  made  by  the  agent.  In 
cases  where  receivers,  trustees  in  bankruptcy,  or  assignees  are  operating  the 
property  or  business  of  corporations,  such  receivers,  trustees,  or  assignees  shall 
make  returns  for  such  corporations  in  the  same  manner  dnd  form  as  corporations 
are  required  to  make  returns.  Any  tax  due  on  the  basis  of  such  returns  made 
by  receivers,  trustees,  or  assignees  shall  be  collected  in  the  same  manner  as  if 
collected  from  the  corporations  of  whose  business  or  property  they  have  custody 
and  control. 

(b)  Returns  made  under  this  section  shall  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tions 226  and  228.  When  return  is  made  under  section  226  the  credit  provided 
in  subdivision  (b)  of  section  236  shall  be  reduced  to  an  amount  which  bears  the 
same  ratio  to  the  full  credit  therein  provided  as  the  number  of  months  in  the 
period  for  which  such  return  is  made  bears  to  twelve  months. 
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(c)  There  shall  be  included  in  the  return  or  appended  thereto  a  statement 
of  such  facts  as  will  enable  the  Commissioner  to  determine  the  portion  of  the 
earnings  or  profits  of  the  corporation  (including  gains,  profits  and  income  not 
taxed)  accumulated  during  the  taxable  year  for  which  the  return  is  made,  which 
have  been  distributed  or  ordered  to  be  distributed,  respectively,  to  its  stock- 
holders or  members  during  such  year. 

Sec.  240.  Oonsolidated  returns  of  corporations,  (a)  That  corporations 
which  are  affiliated  within  the  meaning  of  this  section  may,  for  any  taxable  year 
beginning  on  or  after  January  1,  1922,  make  separate  returns  or,  under  regu- 
lations prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
make  a  consolidated  return  of  net  income  for  the  purpose  of  this  title,  in  which 
case  the  taxes  thereunder  shall  be  computed  and  determined  upon  the  basis  of 
such  return.  If  return  is  made  on  either  of  such  bases,  all  returns  thereafter 
made  shall  be  upon  the  same  basis  unless  permission  to  change  the  basis  is 
granted  by  the  Commissioner. 

(b)  In  any  case  in  which  a  tax  is  assessed  upon  the  basis  of  a  consolidated 
return,  the  total  tax  shall  be  computed  in  the  first  instance  as  a  unit  and  shall 
then  be  assessed  upon  the  respective  affiliated  corporations  in  such  proportions 
as  may  be  agreed  upon  among  them,  or,  in  the  absence  of  any  such  agreement, 
then  on  the  basis  of  the  net  income  properly  assignable  to  each.  There  shall  be 
allowed  in  computing  the  income  tax  only  one  specific  credit  computed  as  pro- 
vided in  subdivision  (b)  of  section  236. 

(c)  For  the  purpose  of  this  section  two  or  more  domestic  corporations  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  affiliated  (1)  if  one  corporation  owns  directly  or  controls  through 
closely  affiliated  interests  or  by  a  nominee  or  nominees  substantially  all  the  stock 
of  the  other  or  others,  or  (2)  if  substantially  all  the  stock  of  two  or  more  corpo- 
rations is  owned  or  controlled  by  the  same  interests. 

(d)  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  a  corporation  entitled  to  the  benefits  of 
section  262  shall  be  treated  as  a  foreign  corporation:  Provided,  That  in  an^ 
case  of  two  or  more  related  trades  or  businesses  (whether  unincorporated  or 
incorporated  and  whether  organized  in  the  United  States  or  not)  owned  or  con- 
trolled directly  or  indirectly  by  the  same  interests,  the  Commissioner  may  con- 
solidate the  accounts  of  such  related  trades  and  businesses,  in  any  proper  case, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  an  accurate  distribution  or  apportionment  of  gains, 
profits,  income,  deductions,  or  capital  between  or  among  such  related  trades  or 
businesses. 

(e)  Corporations  which  are  affiliated  within  the  meaning  of  this  section  shall 
make  consolidated  returns  for  any  taxable  year  beginning  prior  to  January  1, 
1922,  in  the  same  manner  and  subject  to  the  same  conditions  as  provided  by  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1918. 

For  Revenue  Act  of  1918  mentioned  in  the  text  see  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  90. 


Sec.  241.  Time  and  place  for  filing  corporate  returns,  (a)  That  returns 
of  corporations  shall  be  made  at  the  same  time  as  is  provided  in  subdivision  (a) 
of  section  227,  except  that  in  the  case  of  foreign  corporations  not  having  any 
office  or  place  of  business  in  the  United  States  returns  shall  be  made  at  the  same 
time  as  provided  in  section  227  in  the  case  of  a  nonresident  alien  individual. 

(b)  Returns  shall  be  made  to  the  collector  of  the  district  in  which  is  located 
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the  principal  place  of  business  or  principal  office  or  agency  of  the  corporation, 
or,  if  it  has  no  principal  place  of  business  or  principal  office  or  agency  in  the 
United  States,  then  to  the  collector  at  Baltimore,  Maryland. 

Taxes  an  Insurance  Companies. 

Sec.  242.  ["  Life  insurance  company  "  defined.]  That  when  used  in  this 
title  the  term  '*  life  insurance  company  '*  means  an  insurance  company  engaged 
in  the  business  of  issuing  life  insurance  and  annuity  contracts  (including  con- 
tracts of  combined  life,  health,  and  accident  insurance),  the  reserve  funds  of 
which  held  for  the  fulfillment  of  such  contracts  comprise  more  than  50  per 
centum  of  its  total  reserve  funds. 

Sec.  243.  [Bate  of  tax  on  life  insurance  company.]  That  in  lieu  of  the  taxes 
imposed  by  sections  230  and  1000  and  by  Title  III,  there  shall  be  levied,  col- 
lected, and  paid  for  the  calendar  year  1921  and  for  each  taxable  year  thereafter 
upon  the  net  income  of  every  life  insurance  company  a  tax  as  follows : 

(1)  In  the  case  of  a  domestic  life  insurance  company,  the  same  percentage 
of  its  net  income  as  is  imposed  upon  other  corporations  by  section  230; 

(2)  In  the  case  of  a  foreign  life  insurance  company,  the  same  percentage  of 
its  net  income  from  sources  within  the  United  States  as  is  imposed  upon  the  net 
income  of  other  corporations  by  section  230. 

Sec.  244.  [Definitions  — ' '  gross  income  "  —  "  reserve  funds  required  by 
law.*']  (a)  That  in  the  case  of  a  life  insurance  company  the  term  **  gross 
income  "  means  the  gross  amount  of  income  received  during  the  taxable  year 
from  interest,  dividends,  and  rents. 

(b)  The  term  **  reserve  funds  required  by  law  *'  includes,  in  the  case  of 
assessment  insurance,  sums  actually  deposited  by  any  company  or  association 
with  State  or  Territorial  officers  pursuant  to  law  as  guaranty  or  reserve  funds, 
and  any  funds  maintained  under  the  charter  or  articles  of  incorporation  of  the 
company  or  association  exclusively  for  the  payment  of  claims  arising  under  cer- 
tificates of  membership  or  policies  issued  upon  the  assessment  plan  and  not 
subject  to  any  other  use. 

Sec.  245.  ["  Net  income  **  of  life  insurance  companies  —  what  constitutes 
deductions.]  (a)  That  in  case  of  a  life  insurance  company  the  term  ^'  net 
income  *'  means  the  gross  income  less  — 

(1)  The  amount  of  interest  received  during  the  taxable  year  which  under 
paragraph  (4)  of  subdivision  (b)  of  section  213  is  exempt  from  taxation  under 
this  title ; 

(2)  An  amount  equal  to  the  excess,  if  any,  over  the  deduction  specified  in 
paragraph  (1)  of  this  subdivision,  of  4  per  centum  of  the  mean  of  the  reserve 
funds  required  by  law  and  held  at  the  beginning  and  end  of  the  taxable  year, 
plus  (in  case  of  life  insurance  companies  issuing  policies  covering  life,  health, 
and  accident  insurance  combined  in  one  policy  issued  on  the  weekly  premium 
payment  plan,  continuing  for  life  and  not  subject  to  cancellation)  4  per  centum 
of  the  mean  of  such  reserve  funds  (not  required  by  law)  held  at  the  beginning 
and  end  of  the  taxable  year,  as  the  Commissioner  finds  to  be  necessary  for  the 
protection  of  the  holders  of  such  policies  only; 


INTERNAL  REVENUE  159 

(3)  The  amount  received  as  dividends  (A)  from  a  domestic  corporation 
other  than  a  corporation  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  section  262,  or  (B)  from  any 
foreign  corporation  when  it  is  shown  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioner 
that  more  than  50  per  centum  of  the  gross  income  of  such  foreign  corporation 
for  the  three-year  period  ending  with  the  close  of  its  taxable  year  preceding  the 
declaration  of  such  dividends  (or  for  such  part  of  such  period  as  the  foreign  cor- 
poration has  been  in  existence)  was  derived  from  sources  within  the  United 
States  as  determined  under  section  217 ; 

(4)  An  amount  equal  to  2  per  centum  of  any  sums  held  at  the  end  of  the 
taxable  year  as  a  reserve  for  dividends  (other  than  dividends  payable  during 
the  year  following  the  taxable  year)  the  payment  of  which  is  deferred  for  a 
period  of  not  less  than  five  years  from  the  date  of  the  policy  contract ; 

(5)  Investment  expenses  paid  during  the  taxable  year:  Provided,  That  if 
any  general  expenses  are  in  part  assigned  to  or  included  in  the  investment 
expenses,  the  total  deduction  under  this  paragraph  shall  not  exceed  one-fourth 
of  1  per  centum  of  the  book  value  of  the  mean  of  the  invested  assets  held  at  the 
beginning  and  end  of  the  taxable  year ; 

(6)  Taxes  and  other  expenses  paid  during  the  taxable  year  exclusively  upon 
or  with  respect  to  the  real  estate  owned  by  the  company,  not  including  taxes 
assessed  against  local  benefits  of  a  kind  tending  to  increase  the  value  of  the 
property  assessed,  and  not  including  any  amount  paid  out  for  new  buildings, 
or  for  permanent  improvements  or  betterments  made  to  increase  the  value  of 
any  property.  The  deduction  allowed  by  this  paragraph  shall  be  allowed  in 
the  case  of  taxes  imposed  upon  a  shareholder  or  member  of  a  company  upon 
his  interest  as  shareholder  or  member,  which  are  paid  by  the  company  without 
reimbursement  from  the  shareholder  or  member,  but  in  such  cases  no  deduction 
shall  be  allowed  the  shareholder  or  member  for  the  amount  of  such  taxes ; 

(7)  A  reasonable  allowance  for  the  exhaustion,  wear  and  tear  of  property, 
including  a  reasonable  allowance  for  obsolescence.  In  the  case  of  property 
acquired  before  March  1,  1913,  this  deduction  shall  be  computed  upon  the  basis 
of  its  fair  market  price  or  value  as  of  March  1, 1913 ; 

(8)  All  interest  paid  or  accrued  within  the  taxable  year  on  its  indebtedness, 
except  on  indebtedness  incurred  or  continued  to  purchase  or  carry  obligations 
or  securities  (other  than  obligations  of  the  United  States  issued  after  Septem- 
ber 24,  1917,  and  originally  subscribed  for  by  the  taxpayer)  the  interest  upon 
which  is  wholly  exempt  from  taxation  under  this  title ; 

(9)  In  the  case  of  a  domestic  life  insurance  company,  the  net  income  of  which 
(computed  without  the  benefit  of  this  paragraph)  is  $25,000  or  less,  the  sum 
of  $2,000;  but  if  the  net  income  is  more  than  $25,000  the  tax  imposed  by  sec- 
tion 243  shall  not  exceed  the  tax  which  would  be  payable  if  the  $2,000  credit 
were  allowed,  plus  the  amount  of  the  net  income  in  excess  of  $25,000. 

(b)  No  deduction  shall  be  made  under  paragraphs  (6)  and  (7)  of  subdivi- 
sion (a)  on  account  of  any  real  estate  owned  and  occupied  in  whole  or  in  part 
by  a  life  insurance  company  unless  there  is  included  in  the  return  of  gross  income 
the  rental  value  of  the  space  so  occupied.  Such  rental  value  shall  be  not  less  than 
a  sum  which  in  addition  to  any  rents  receive4  from  other  tenants  shall  provide 
a  net  income  (after  deducting  taxes,  depreciation,  and  all  other  expenses)  at  the 
rate  of  4  per  centum  per  annum  of  the  book  value  at  the  end  of  the  taxable  year 
of  the  real  estate  so  owned  or  occupied. 
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(c)  In  the  case  of  a  foreign  life  insurance  company  the  amount  of  its  net 
income  for  any  taxable  year  from  sources  within  the  United  States  shall  be  the 
same  proportion  of  its  net  income  for  the  taxable  year  from  sources  within  and 
without  the  United  States,  which  the  reserve  funds  required  by  law  and  held 
by  it  at  the  end  of  the  taxable  year  upon  business  transacted  within  the  United 
States  is  of  the  reserve  funds  held  by  it  at  the  end  of  the  taxable  year  upon  all 
business  transacted. 

Sec.  246.  [Insurance  companies  other  than  life  and  mutual  —  rate  of  tax  — 
terms  defined.]  (a)  That,  in  lieu  of  the  taxes  imposed  by  sections  230  and  1000, 
there  shall  be  levied,  collected  and  paid  for  the  calendar  year  1922,  and  foii 
each  taxable  year  thereafter,  upon  the  net  income  of  every  insurance  company 
(other  than  a  life  or  mutual  insurance  company)  a  tax  as  follows: 

(1)  In  the  case  of  such  a  domestic  insurance  company  the  same  percentage  of 
its  net  income  as  is  imposed  upon  other  corporations  by  section  230 ; 

(2)  In  the  case  of  such  a  foreign  insurance  company  the  same  percentage 
of  its  net  income  from  sources*  within  the  United  States  as  is  imposed  upon  the 
net  income  of  other  corporations  by  section  230. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  an  insurance  company  subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by  this 
section  — 

(1)  The  term  ''  gross  income  "  means  the  combined  gross  amount,  earned 
during  the  taxable  year,  from  investment  income  and  from  underwriting  income 
as  provided  in  this  subdivision,  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  underwriting  and 
investment  exhibit  of  the  annual  statement  approved  by  the  National  Convention 
of  Insurance  Commissioners ; 

(2)  The  term  **  net  income  "  means  the  gross  income  as  defined  in  para- 
graph (1)  of  this  subdivision  less  the  deductions  allowed  by  section  247; 

(3)  The  term  ''  investment  income  "  means  the  gross  amount  of  income 
earned  during  the  taxable  year  from  interest,  dividends  and  rents,  computed  as 
follows : 

To  all  interest,  dividends  and  rents  received  during  the  taxable  year,  add 
interest,  dividends  and  rents  due  and  accrued  at  the  end  of  the  taxable  year,  and 
deduct  all  interest,  dividends  and  rents  due  and  accrued  at  the  end  of  the  pre- 
ceding taxable  year : 

(4)  The  term  '*  underwriting  income  "  means  the  premiums  earned  on  insur- 
ance contracts  during  the  taxable  year  less  losses  incurred  and  expenses  incurred ; 

(5)  The  term  **  premiums  earned  on  insurance  contracts  during  the  taxable 
year  "  means  an  amount  computed  as  follows: 

From  the  amount  of  gross  premiums  written  on  insurance  contracts  during 
the  taxable  year,  deduct  return  premiums  and  premiums  paid  for  reinsurance. 
To  the  result  so  obtained  add  unearned  premiums  on  outstanding  business  at 
the  end  of  the  preceding  taxable  year  and  deduct  unearned  premiums  on  out- 
standing business  at  the  end  of  the  taxable  year ; 

(6)  The  term  '*  losses  incurred  "  means  losses  incurred  during  the  taxable 
year  on  insurance  contracts,  computed  as  follows : 

To  losses  paid  during  the  taxable  year,  add  salvage  and  reinsurance  recover- 
able outstanding  at  the  end  of  the  preceding  taxable  year,  and  deduct  salvage 
and  reinsurance  recoverable  outstanding  at  the  end  of  the  taxable  year.    To  the 
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result  so  obtained  add  all  unpaid  losses  outstanding  at  the  end  of  the  taxable  year 
and  deduct  unpaid  losses  outstanding  at  the  end  of  the  preceding  taxable  year ; 

(7)  The  term  **  expenses  incurred  "  means  all  expenses  shown  on  the  annual 
statement  approved  by  the  National  Convention  of  Insurance  Commissioners, 
and  shall  be  computed  as  follows : 

To  all  expenses  paid  during  the  taxable  year  add  expenses  unpaid  at  the  end 
of  the  taxable  year  and  deduct  expenses  unpaid  at  the  end  of  the  preceding 
taxable  year.  For  the  purpose  of  computing  the  net  income  subject  to  the  tax 
imposed  by  this  section  there  shall  be  deducted  from  expenses  incurred  as  defined 
in  this  paragraph  all  expenses  incurred  which  are  not  allowed  as  deductions  by 
section  247. 

Sec.  247.  [DeductioDB  affecting  insurance  companies  other  than  life  and 

mutual.]     (a)  That  in  computing  the  net  income  of  an  insurance  company  sub- 
ject to  the  tax  imposed  by  section  246  there  shall  be  allowed  as  deductions : 

(1)  All  ordinary  and  necessary  expenses  incurred,  as  provided  in  para- 
graph (1)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  234; 

(2)  All  interest  as  provided  in  paragraph  (2)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section 
234; 

(3)  Taxes  as  provided  in  paragraph  (3)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  234; 

(4)  Losses  incurred; 

(5)  Bad  debts  in  the  nature  of  agency  balances  and  bills  receivable  ascertained 
to  be  worthless  and  charged  off  within  the  taxable  year ; 

(6)  The  amount  received  as  dividends  from  corporations  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (6)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  234; 

(7)  The  amount  of  interest  earned  during  the  taxable  year  which  under 
paragraph  (4)  of  subdivision  (b)  of  section  213  is  exempt  from  taxation  under 
this  title,  and  the  amount  of  interest  allowed  as  a  credit  under  subdivision  (a) 
of  section  236 ; 

(8)  A  reasonable  allowance,  for  the  exhaustion,  wear  and  tear  of  property, 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (7)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  234; 

(9)  In  the  case  of  such  a  domestic  insurance  company,  the  net  income  of  which 
Teomputed  without  the  benefit  of  this  paragraph)  is  $25,000  or  less,  the  sum  of 
$2,000 ;  but  if  the  net  income  is  more  than  $25,000  the  tax  imposed  by  section  246 
shall  not  exceed  the  tax  which  would  be  payable  if  the  $2,000  credit  were  allowed, 
plus  the  amount  of  the  net  income  in  excess  of  $25,000. 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  foreign  corporation  the  deductions  allowed  in  this  section 
shall  be  allowed  to  the  extent  provided  in  subdivision  (b)  of  section  234. 

(c)  Nothing  in  this  section  or  in  section  246  shall  be  construed  to  permit  the 
same  item  to  be  twice  deducted. 

PART  IV. —  ADMINISTRATrVE  PROVISIONS. 

Sec.  250.  Payment  of  taxes,  (a)  That  except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this 
section  and  sections  221  and  237  the  tax  shall  be  paid  in  four  installments,  each 
consisting  of  one-fourth  of  the  total  amount  of  the  tax.  The  first  installment 
shall  be  paid  at  the  time  fixed  by  law  for  filing  the  return,  and  the  second  install* 
ment  shall  be  paid  on  the  fifteenth  day  of  the  third  month,  the  third  installment 
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on  the  fifteenth  day  of  the  sixth  month,  and  the  fourth  installment  on  the  fif- 
teenth day  of  the  ninth  month,  after  the  time  fixed  by  law  for  filing  the  return. 
Where  an  extension  of  time  for  filing  a  return  is  granted  the  time  for  payment 
of  the  first  installment  shall  be  postponed  until  the  date  of  the  expiration  of 
the  period  of  the  extension,  but  the  time  for  payment  of  the  other  installments 
shall  not  be  postponed  unless  the  Commissioner  so  provides  in  granting  the 
extension.  In  any  case  in  which  the  time  for  the  payment  of  any  installment 
is  at  the  request  of  the  taxpayer  thus  postponed,  there  shall  be  added  as  a  part 
of  such  installment  interest  thereon  at  the  rate  of  one-half  of  1  per  centum  per 
month  from  the  time  it  would  have  been  due  if  no  extension  had  been  granted, 
until  paid.  If  any  installment  is  not  paid  when  due,  the  whole  amount  of  the 
tax  unpaid  shall  become  due  and  payable  upon  notice  and  demand  by  the 
collector. 

The  tax  may  at  the  option  of  the  taxpayer  be  paid  in  a  single  payment  instead 
of  installments,  in  which  case  the  total  amount  shall  be  paid  on  or  before  the 
time  fixed  by  law  for  filing  the  return,  or,  where  an  extension  of  time  for  filing 
the  return  has  been  granted,  on  or  before  the  expiration  of  the  period  of  such 
extension. 

(b)  As  soon  as  practicable  after  the  return  is  filed,  the  Commissioner  shall 
examine  it.  If  it  then  appears  that  the  correct  amount  of  the  tax  is  greater  or 
less  than  that  shown  in  the  return,  the  installments  shall  be  recomputed.  If  the 
amount  already  paid  exceeds  that  which  should  have  been  paid  on  the  basis  of 
the  installments  as  recomputed,  the  excess  so  paid  shall  be  credited  against  the 
subsequent  installments;  and  if  the  amount  already  paid  exceeds  the  correct 
amount  of  the  tax,  the  excess  shall  be  credited  or  refunded  to  the  taxpayer  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section  252. 

If  the  amount  already  paid  is  less  than  that  which  should  have  been  paid, 
the  difference,  to  the  extent  not  covered  by  any  credits  due  to  the  taxpayer  under 
section  252  (hereinafter  called  **  deficiency  '*),  together  with  interest  thereon 
at  the  rate  of  one-half  of  1  per  centum  per  month  from  the  time  the  tax  was 
due  (or,  if  paid  on  the  installment  basis,  on  the  deficiency  of  each  installment 
from  the  time  the  installment  was  due),  shall  be  paid  upon  notice  and  demand 
by  the  collector.  If  any  part  of  the  deficiency  is  due  to  negligence  or  inten- 
tional disregard  of  authorized  rules  and  regulations  with  knowledge  thereof, 
but  without  intent  to  defraud,  there  shall  be  added  as  part  of  the  tax  5  per 
centum  of  the  total  amount  of  the  deficiency  in  the  tax,  and  interest  in  such  a 
case  shall  be  collected  at  the  rate  of  1  per  centum  per  month  on  the  amount 
of  such  deficiency  in  the  tax  from  the  time  it  was  due  (or,  if  paid  on  the  install- 
ment basis,  on  the  amount  of  the  deficiency  in  each  installment  from  the  time  the 
installment  was  due),  which  penalty  and  interest  shall  become  due  and  payable 
upon  notice  and  demand  by  the  collector.  If  any  part  of  the  deficiency  is  due 
to  fraud  with  intent  to  evade  tax,  then,  in  lieu  of  the  penalty  provided  by  sec- 
tion 3176  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  for  false  or  fraudulent  returns 
willfully  made,  but  in  addition  to  other  penalties  provided  by  law  for  false  or 
fraudulent  returns,  there  shall  be  added  as  part  of  the  tax  50  per  centum  of 
the  total  amount  of  the  deficiency  in  the  tax.  In  such  case  the  whole  amount  of 
the  tax  unpaid,  including  the  penalty  so  added,  shall  become  due  and  payable 
upon  notice  and  demand  by  the  collector. 

For  R.  S.  Bee  3176,  above  mentioned,  see  S  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   1006. 
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(e)  If  the  return  is  made  pursuant  to  section  3176  of  the  Revised  Statutes  as 
amended,  the  amount  of  tax  determined  to  be  due  under  such  return  shall  be 
paid  upon  notice  and  demand  by  the  collector. 

For  R.  S.  see  3176,  above  mentioned,  see  3  Fed.    Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)    1006. 

(d)  The  amount  of  income,  excess-profits,  or  war-profits  taxes  due  under  any 
return  made  under  this  Act  for  the  taxable  year  1921  or  succeeding  taxable 
years  shall  be  determined  and  assessed  by  the  Commissioner  within  four  years 
after  the  return  was  filed,  and  the  amount  of  any  such  taxes  due  under  any 
return  made  under  this  Act  for  prior  taxable  years  or  under  prior  income, 
excess-profits,  or  war-profits  tax  Acts,  or  under  section  38  of  the  Act  entitled 
"An  Act  to  provide  revenue,  equalize  duties,  and  encourage  the  industries  of 
the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  August  5,  1909,  shall  be 
determined  and  assessed  within  five  years  after  the  return  was  filed,  unless  both 
the  Commissioner  and  the  taxpayer  consent  in  writing  to  a  later  determination, 
assessment,  and  collection  of  the  tax ;  and  no  suit  or  proceeding  for  the  collec- 
tion of  any  such  taxes  due  under  this  Act  or  under  prior  income,  excess-profits, 
or  war-profits  tax  Acts,  or  of  any  taxes  due  under  section  38  of  such  Act  of 
August  5,  •1909,  shall  be  begun,  after  the  expiration  of  five  years  after  the  date 
when  such  return  was  filed,  but  this  shall  not  affect  suits  or  proceedings  begun 
at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  this  Act :  Provided,  That  in  the  case  of  income 
received  during  the  lifetime  of  a  decedent,  all  taxes  due  thereon  shall  be  deter- 
mined and  assessed  by  the  Commissioner  within  one  year  after  written  request 
therefor  by  the  executor,  administrator,  or  other  fiduciary  representing  the 
estate  of  such  decedent :  Provided  further,  That  in  the  case  of  a  false  or  fraudu- 
lent return  with  intent  to  evade  tax,  or  of  a  failure  to  file  a  required  return, 
the  amount  of  tax  due  may  be  determined,  assessed,  and  collected,  and  a  suit 
or  proceeding  for  the  collection  of  such  amount  may  be  begun,  at  any  time  after 
it  becomes  due:  Provided  further,  That  in  cases  coming  within  the  scope  of 
paragraph  (9)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  214,  or  of  paragraph  (8)  of  subdivi- 
sion (a)  of  section  234,  or  in  cases  of  final  settlement  of  losses  and  other  deduc- 
tions tentatively  allowed  by  the  Commissioner  pending  a  determination  of  the 
exact  amount  deductible,  the  amount  of  tax  or  deficiency  in  tax  due  may  be 
determined,  assessed,  and  collected  at  any  time;  but  prior  to  the  assessment 
thereof  the  taxpayer  shall  be  notified  and  given  a  period  of  not  less  than  thirty 
days  in  which  to  file  an  appeal  and  be  heard  as  hereinafter  provided  in  this 
subdivision. 

If  upon  examination  of  a  return  made  under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1916,  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1917,  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  or  this  Act,  a  tax  or  a  deficiency 
in  tax  is  discovered,  the  taxpayer  shall  be  notified  thereof  and  given  a  period 
of  not  less  than  thirty  days  after  such  notice  is  sent  by  registered  mail  in  which 
to  file  an  appeal  and  show  cause  or  reason  why  the  tax  or  deficiency  should  not 
be  paid.  Opportunity  for  hearing  shall  be  granted  and  a  final  decision  thereon 
shall  be  made  as  quickly  as  practicable.  Any  tax  or  deficiency  in  tax  then  deter- 
mined to  be  due  shall  be  assessed  and  paid,  together  with  the  penalty  and  interest, 
if  any,  applicable  thereto,  within  ten  days  after  notice  and  demand  by  the 
collector  as  hereinafter  provided,  and  in  such  cases  no  claim  in  abatement  of 
the  amount  so  assessed  shall  be  entertained:  Provided,  That  in  cases  where 
the  Commissioner  believes  that  the  collection  of  the  amount  due  will  be  jeopard- 
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ized  by  such  delay  he  may  make  the  assessment  without  giving  such  notice  or 
awaiting  the  conclusion  of  such  hearing. 

For  sec.  38  of  the  Act  of  Aug.  5,  1909,  above  mentioned,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.) 
255. 

For  the  different  revenue  Acts  here  mentioned  see  1918  Supp.  270;  1919  Supp.  82. 

(e)  If  any  tax  remains  unpaid  after  the  date  when  it  is  due,  and  for  ten  days 
after  notice  and  demand  by  the  collector,  then,  except  in  the  case  of  estates  of 
insane,  deceased,  or  insolvent  persons,  there  shall  be  added  as  part  of  the  tax  the 
sum  of  5  per  centum  on  the  amount  due  but  unpaid,  plus  interest  at  the  rate  of 
1  per  centum  per  month  upon  such  amount  from  the  time  it  became  due: 
Provided,  That  as  to  any  such  amount  which  is  the  subject  of  a  bona  fide  claim 
for  abatement  filed  within  ten  days  after  notice  and  demand  by  the  collector, 
where  the  taxpayer  has  not  had  the  benefit  of  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (d) , 
such  sum  of  5  per  centum  shall  not  be  added  and  the  interest  from  the  time  the 
amount  was  due  until  the  claim  is  decided  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  one-half  of 
1  per  centum  per  month  on  that  part  of  the  claim  rejected. 

In  the  case  of  the  first  installment  provided  for  in  subdivision  (a)  the  instruc- 
tions printed  on  the  return  shall  be  sufScient  notice  of  the  date  when  the  tax  is 
due  and  sufiScient  demand,  and  the  taxpayer's  computation  of  the  tax  on  the 
return  shall  be  sufficient  notice  of  the  amount  due.  In  the  case  of  each  subse- 
quent installment  the  collector  may,  within  thirty  days  and  not  later  than  ten 
days  before  the  installment  becomes  due,  mail  to  the  taxpayer  notice  of  the 
amount  of  the  installment  and  the  date  on  which  it  is  due  for  payment.  Such 
notice  of  the  collector  shall  be  sufficient  notice  and  sufficient  demand  under  this 
section.. 

(f )  In  the  case  of  any  deficiency  (except  where  the  deficiency  is  due  to  negli- 
gence or  to  fraud  with  intent  to  evade  tax)  where  it  is  shown  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  Commissioner  that  the  payment  of  such  deficiency  would  result  in  undue 
hardship  to  the  taxpayer,  the  Commissioner  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  Sec- 
retary, extend  the  time  for  the  payment  of  such  deficiency  or  any  part  thereof 
for  such  period  not  in  excess  of  eighteen  months  from  the  passage  of  this  Act 
as  the  Commissioner  may  determine.  In  such  case  the  Commissioner  may 
require  the  taxpayer  to  furnish  a  bond  with  sufficient  sureties  conditioned  upon 
the  payment  of  the  deficiency  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  extension 
granted.  There  shall  be  added  in  lieu  of  other  interest  provided  by  law,  as  a 
part  of  such  deficiency,  interest  thereon  at  the  rate  of  two-thirds  of  1  per  centum 
per  month  from  the  time  such  extension  is  granted;  except  where  such  other 
interest  provided  by  law  is  in  excess  of  interest  at  the  rate  of  two-thirds  of 
1  per  centum  per  month.  If  the  deficiency  or  any  part  thereof  is  not  paid  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  extension  granted,  there  shall  be  added  as 
part  of  the  deficiency,  in  lieu  of  other  interest  and  penalties  provided  by  law, 
the  sum  of  5  per  centum  of  the  deficiency  and  interest  on  the  deficiency  at  the 
rate  of  1  per  centum  per  month  from  the  time  it  becomes  payable  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  such  extension. 

(g)  If  the  Commissioner  finds  that  a  taxpayer  designs  quickly  to  depart 
from  the  United  States  or  to  remove  his  property  therefrom,  or  to  conceal  him- 
self or  his  property  therein,  or  to  do  any  other  act  tending  to  prejudice  or  to 
render  wholly  or  partly  ineffectual  proceedings  to  collect  the  tax  for  the  tax- 
able year  then  last  past  or  the  taxable  year  then  current  unless  such  proceed- 
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ings  be  brought  without  delay,  the  Commissioner  shall  declare  the  taxable  period 
for  such  taxpayer  immediately  terminated  and  shall  cause  notice  of  such  find- 
ing and  declaration  to  be  given  the  taxpayer,  together  with  a  demand  for  imme- 
diate payment  of  the  tax  for  the  taxable  period  so  declared  terminated  and  of 
the  tax  for  the  preceding  taxable  year  or  so  much  of  said  tax  as  is  unpaid, 
whether  or  not  the  time  otherwise  allowed  by  law  for  filing  return  and  paying 
the  tax  has  expired;  and  such  taxes  shall  thereupon  become  immediately  due 
and  payable.  In  any  action  or  suit  brought  to  enforce  payment  of  taxes  made 
due  and  payable  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  this  subdivision  the  finding  of 
the  Commissioner,  made  as  herein  provided,  whether  made  after  notice-  to  the 
taxpayer  or  not,  shall  be  for  all  purposes  presumptive  evidence  of  the  taxpayer's 
design.  A  taxpayer  who  is  not  in  default  in  making  any  return  or  paying 
income,  war-profits,  or  excess-profits  tax  under  any  Act  of  Congress  may  furnish 
to  the  United  States,  under  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  security  approved  by  the  Commissioner  that 
he  will  duly  make  the  return  next  thereafter  required  to  be  filed  and  pay  the 
tax  next  thereafter  required  to  be  paid.  The  Commissioner  may  approve  and 
accept  in  like  manner  security  for  return  and  payment  of  taxes  made  due  and 
payable  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  this  subdivision,  provided  the  taxpayer 
has  paid  in  full  all  other  income,  war-profits,  or  excess-profits  taxes  due  from 
him  under  any  Act  of  Congress.  If  security  is  approved  and  accepted  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  this  subdivision  and  such  further  or  other  security  with 
respect  to  the  tax  or  taxes  covered  thereby  is  given  as  the  Commissioner  shall 
from  time  to  time  find  necessary  and  require,  payment  of  such  taxes  shall  not 
be  enforced  by  any  proceedings  under  the  provisions  of  this  subdivision  prior 
to  the  expiration  of  the  time  otherwise  allowed  for  paying  such  respective  taxes. 
In  the  case  of  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  about  to  depart  from  the  United 
States  the  Commissioner  may,  at  his  discretion,  waive  any  or  all  of  the  require- 
ments placed  on  the  taxpayer  by  this  subdivision.  No  alien  shall  depart  from 
the  United  States  unless  he  first  secures  from  the  collector  or  agent  in  charge  a 
certificate  that  he  has  complied  with  all  the  obligations  imposed  upon  him  by  the 
income,  war-profits,  and  excess-profits  tax  laws.  If  a  taxpayer  violates  or 
attempts  to  violate  this  subdivision  there  shall,  in  addition  to  all  other  penalties, 
be  added  as  part  of  the  tax  25  per  centum  of  the  total  amount  of  the  tax  or 
deficiency  in  the  tax,  together  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  1  per  centum  per 
month  from  the  time  the  tax  became  due. 

(h)  The  provisions  of  subdivisions  (e),  (f)  and  (g)  of  this  section  shall 
apply  to  the  assessment  and  collection  of  taxes  which  have  accrued  or  may 
accrue  under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1917,  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  or  this  Act. 

Sec.  251.  Receipts  for  taxes.  That  every  collector  to  whom  any  payment 
of  any  tax  is  made  under  the  provisions  of  this  title  shall  upon  request  give  to 
the  person  making  such  payment  a  full  written  or  printed  receipt,  stating  the 
amount  paid  and  the  particular  account  for  which  such  payment  was  made; 
and  whenever  any  debtor  pays  taxes  on  account  of  payments  made  or  to  be 
made  by  him  to  separate  creditors  the  collector  shall,  if  requested  by  such 
debtor,  give  a  separate  receipt  for  the  tax  paid  on  account  of  each  creditor  in 
su^h  form  that  the  debtor  can  conveniently  produce  such  receipts  separately 
to  his  several  creditors  in  satisfaction  of  their  respective  demands  up  to  the 
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amounts  stated  in  the  receipts;  and. such  receipt  shall  be  sufficient  evidence  in 
favor  of  such  debtor  to  justify  him  in  withholding  from  his  next  payment  to  his 
creditor  the  amount  therein  stated;  but  the  creditor  may,  upon  giving  to  his 
debtor  a  full  written  receipt  acknowledging  the  payment  to  him  of  any  sum 
actually  paid  and  accepting  the  amount  of  tax  paid  as  aforesaid  (specifying  the 
same)  as  a  further  satisfaction  of  the  debt  to  that  amount,  require  the  surrender 
to  ^im  of  such  collector's  receipt. 

Sec.  252.  Refunds.  That  if,  upon  examination  of  any  return  of  income 
made  pursuant  to  this  Act,  the  Act  of  August  5,  1909,  entitled  *'An  Act  to 
provid(B  revenue,  equalize  duties,  and  encourage  the  industries  of  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes,'*  the  Act  of  October  3,  1913,  entitled  *'An  Act 
to  reduce  tariff  duties  and  to  provide  revenue  for  the  Government,  and  for 
other  purposes, ' '  the  Revenue  Act  of  1916,  as  amended,  the  Revenue  Act  of  1917, 
or  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  it  appears  that  an  amount  of  income,  war-profits 
or  excess-profits  tax  has  been  paid  in  excess  of  that  properly  due,  then,  not- 
withstanding the  provisions  of  section  3228  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  the  amount 
of  the  excess  shall  be  credited  against  any  income,  war-profits  or  excess-profits 
taxes,  or  installment  thereof,  then  due  from  the  taxpayer  under  any  other 
return,  and  any  balance  of  such  excess  shall  be  immediately  refunded  to  the 
taxpayer:  Frovidedy  That  no  such  credit  or  refund  shall  be  allowed  or  made 
after  five  years  from  the  date  when  the  return  was  due,  unless  before  the  expira- 
tion of  such  five  years  a  claim  therefor  is  filed  by  the  taxpayer:  Provided 
further,  That  if  upon  examination  of  any  return  of  income  made  pursuant  to 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1917,  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  or  this  Act,  the  invested 
capital  of  a  taxpayer  is  decreased  by  the  Commissioner,  and  such  decrease  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  taxpayer  failed  to  take  adequate  deductions  in  previous 
years,  with  the  result  that  an  amount  of  income  tax  in  excess  of  that  properly 
due  was  paid  in  any  previous  year  or  years,  then,  notwithstanding  any  other 
provision  of  law  and  regardless  of  the  expiration  of  such  five-year  period,  the 
amount  of  such  excess  shall,  without  the  filing  of  any  claim  therefor,  be  credited 
or  refunded  as  provided  in  this  section :  And  provided  further,  That  nothing 
in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  bar  from  allowance  claims  for  refund  filed 
prior  to  the  passage  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  under  subdivision  (a)  of  sec- 
tion 14  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1916,  or  filed  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  Act 
under  section  252  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918. 

For  R.  S.  Bee.  3228,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   1037. 

For  the  different  revenue  Acts  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  270;  1019  Supp.  82. 

Sec.  253.  Penalties.  That  any  individual,  corporation,  or  partnership 
required  under  this  title  to  pay  or  collect  any  tax,  to  make  a  return  or  to  sup- 
ply information,  who  fails  to  pay  or  collect  such  tax,  to  make  such  return,  or 
to  supply  such  information  at  the  time  oi*  times  required  under  this  title,  shall 
be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  not  more  than  $1,000.  Any  individual,  corporation,  or 
partnership,  or  any  officer  or  employee  of  any  corporation  or  member  or 
employee  of  a  partnership,  who  willfully  refuses  to  pay  or  collect  such  tax,  to 
make  such  return,  or  to  supply  such  information  at  the  time  or  times  required 
under  this  title,  or  who  willfully  attempts  in  any  manner  to  defeat  or  evade 
the  tax  imposed  by  this  title,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be  fined 
not  more  than  $10,000  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both, 
together  with  the  costs  of  prosecution. 


INTERNAL  REVENUE  167 

Sec.  254.  Betums  of  payments  of  dividends.  That  eveiy  corporation  sub- 
ject to  the  tax  imposed  by  this  title  and  every  personal  service  corporation  shall, 
when  required  by  the  Commissioner,  render  a  correct  return,  duly  verified 
under  oath,  of  its  payments  of  dividends,  stating  the  name  and  address  of  each 
stockholder,  the  number  of  shares  owned  by  him,  and  the  amount  of  dividends 
paid  to  him. 

Sec.  255.  Betnms  of  brokers.  That  every  individual,  corporation,  or  part- 
nership doing  business  as  a  broker  shall,  when  required  by  the  Commissioner, 
render  a  correct  return  duly  verified  under  oath,  under  such  rules  and  regula- 
tions as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  prescribe, 
showing  the  names  of  customers  for  whom  such  individual,  corporation,  or 
partnership  has  transacted  any  business,  with  such  details  as  to  the  profits,  losses, 
or  other  information  which  the  Commissioner  may  require,  as  to  each  of  such 
customers,  as  will  enable  the  Commissioner  to  determine  whether  all  income  tax 
due  on  profits  or  gains  of  such  customers  has  been  paid. 

Sec.  256.  Information  at  source.  That  all  individuals,  corporations,  and 
partnerships,  in  whatever  capacity  acting,  including  lessees  or  mortgagors  of 
real  or  personal  property,  fiduciaries,  and  employers,  making  payment  to 
another  individual,  corporation,  or  partnership,  of  interest,  rent,  salaries,  wages, 
premiums,  annuities,  compensations,  remunerations,  emoluments,  or  other  fixed 
or  determinable  gains,  profits,  and  income  (other  than  payments  described  in 
sections  254  and  255),  of  $1,000  or  more  in  any  taxable  year,  or,  in  the  case  of 
such  payments  made  by  the  United  States,  the  oflScers  or  employees  of  the 
United  States  having  information  as  to  such  payments  and  required  to  make 
returns  in  regard  thereto  by  the  regulations  hereinafter  provided  for,  bhall  render 
a  true  and  accurate  return  to  the  Commissioner,  under  such  regulations  and  in 
such  form  and  manner  and  to  such  extent  as  may  be  prescribed  by  him  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  setting  forth  the  amount  of  such  gains,  profits, 
and  income,  and  the  name  and  address  of  the  recipient  of  such  payment. 

Such  returns  may  be  required,  regardless  of  amounts,  (1)  in  the  case  of  pay- 
ments of  interest  upon  bonds,  mortgages,  deeds  of  trust,  or  other  similar  obliga- 
tions of  corporations,  and  (2)  in  the  case  of  collections  of  items  (not  payable 
in  the  United  States)  of  interest  upon  the  bonds  of  foreign  countries  and 
interest  upon  the  bonds  of  and  dividends  from  foreign  corporations  by  indi- 
viduals, corporations,  or  partnerships,  undertaking  as  a  matter  of  business  or 
for  profit  the  collection  of  foreign  payments  of  such  interest  or  dividends  by 
means  of  coupons,  checks  or  bills  of  exchange. 

When  necessary  to  make  effective  the  provisions  of  this  section  the  name  and 
address  of  the  recipient  of  income  shall  be  furnished  upon  demand  of  the 
individual,  corporation,  or  partnership  paying  the  income. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  apply  to  the  calendar  year  1921  and  each 
calendar  year  thereafter,  but  shall  not  apply  to  the  payment  of  interest  on 
obligations  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  257.  Returns  to  be  public  records.  That  returns  upon  which  the  tax 
has  been  determined  by  the  Commissioner  shall  constitute  public  records;  but 
they  shall  be  open  to  inspection  only  upon  order  of  the  President  and  under 
rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  and  approved  by  the  Presi- 
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dent :  Provided,  That  the  proper  officers  of  any  State  imposing  an  income  tax 
may,  upon  the  request  of  the  governor  thereof,  have  access  to  the  returns  of  any 
corporation,  or  to  an  abstract  thereof  showing  the  name  and  income  of  the 
corporation,  at  such  times  and  in  such  manner  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe : 
Provided  further,  That  all  bona  fide  stockholders  of  record  owning  1  per  centum 
or  more  of  the  outstanding  stock  of  any  corporation  shall,  upon  making  request 
of  the  Commissioner,  be  allowed  to  examine  the  annual  income  returns  of  such 
corporation  and  of  its  subsidiaries.  Any  stockholder  who  pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  is  allowed  to  examine  the  return  of  any  corporation,  and 
who  makes  known  in  any  manner  whatever  not  provided  by  law  the  amount  or 
source  of  income,  profits,  losses,  expenditures,  or  any  particular  thereof,  set 
forth  or  disclosed  in  any  such  return,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  be 
punished  by  a  fine  not  exceeding  $1,000,  or  by  imprisonment  not  exceeding  one 
year,  or  both. 

The  Commissioner  shall  as  soon  as  practicable  in  each  year  cause  to  be  pre- 
pared and  made  available  to  public  inspection  in  such  manner  as  he  may  deter- 
mine, in  the  office  of  the  collector  in  each  internal-revenue  district  and  in  such 
other  places  as  he  may  determine,  lists  containing  the  names  and  the  post-office 
addresses  of  all  individuals  making  income-tax  returns  in  such  district. 

Sec.  258.  Publication  of  statistics.  That  the  Commissioner,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary,  shall  prepare  and  publish  annually  statistics  reason- 
ably available  with  respect  to  the  operation  of  the  income,  war-profits  and 
excess-profits  tax  laws,  including  classifications  of  taxpayers  and  of  income,  the 
amounts  allowed  as  deductions,  exemptions,  and  credits,  and  any  other  facts 
deemed  pertinent  and  valuable. 

Sec.  259.  Collection  of  foreign  items.  That  all  individuals,  corporations, 
or  partnerships  undertaking  as  a  matter  of  business  or  for  profit  the  collection 
of  foreign  payments  of  interest  or  dividends  by  means  of  coupons,  checks,  or 
bills  of  exchange  shall  obtain  a  license  from  the  Commissioner  and  shall  be 
subject  to  such  regulations  enabling  the  Government  to  obtain  the  information 
required  under  this  title  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary, shall  prescribe;  and  whoever  knowingly  undertakes  to  collect  such  pay- 
ments without  having  obtained  a  license  therefor,  or  without  complying  with 
such  regulations,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be  fined  not  more 
than  $5,000,  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both. 

Sec.  260.  Citizens  of  possessions  of  the  United  States.  That  any  indi- 
vidual who  is  a  citijsen  of  any  possession  of  the  United  States  (but  not  other- 
wise a  citizen  of  the  United  States)  and  who  is  not  a  resident  of  the  United 
States,  shall  be  subject  to  taxation  under  this  title  only  as  to  income  derived 
from  sources  within  the  United  States,  and  in  such  case  the  tax  shall  be  computed 
and  paid  in  the  same  manner  and  subject  to  the  same  conditions  as  in  the  case 
of  other  persons  who  are  taxable  only  as  to  income  derived  from  such  sources. 

Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  alter  or  amend  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for 
the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1922,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  July  12, 
1921,  relating  to  the  imposition  of  income  taxes  in  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
United  States. 

For  Act  of  July  12,  1921,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  infra,  this  volume,  title  Viboin 
IsLAinis. 


INTERNAL  REVENUE  169 

Sec.  261.  Porto  Eico  and  Philippine  Islands.  That  in  Porto  Rico  and  the 
Philippine  Islands  the  income  tax  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid 
as  provided  by  law  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  Act. 

The  Porto  Riean  or  Philippine  Legislature  shall  have  power  by  due  enact- 
ment to  amend,  alter,  modify,  or  repeal  the  income  tax  laws  in  force  in  Porto 
Rico  or  the  Philippine  Islands,  respectively. 

Sec.  262.  Income  from  sources  within  the  possessions  of  the  United  States. 
(a)*  That  in  the  case  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  or  domestic  corporations, 
satisfying  the  following  conditions,  gross  income  means  only  gross  income  from 
sources  within  the  United  States  — 

(1)  If  80  per  centum  or  more  of  the  gross  income  of  such  citizen  or  domestic 
corporation  (computed  without  the  benefit  of  this  section)  for  the  three-year 
period  immediately  preceding  the  close  of  the  taxable  year  (or  for  such  part 
of  such  period  immediately  preceding  the  close  of  such  taxable  year  as  may  be 
applicable)  was  derived  from  sources  within  a  possession  of  the  United  States; 
and 

(2)  If,  in  the  case  of  such  corporation,  50  per  centum  or  more  of  its  gross 
income  (computed  without  the  benefit  of  this  section)  for  such  period  or  such 
part  thereof  was  derived  from  the  active  conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  within  a 
possession  of  the  United  States;  or 

(3)  If,  in  the  case  of  such  citizen,  50  per  centum  or  more  of  his  gross  income 
(computed  without  the  benefit  of  this  section)  for  such  period  or  such  part 
thereof  was  derived  from  the  active  conduct  of  a  trade  or  business  within  a 
possession  of  the  United  States  either  on  his  own  account  or  as  an  employee  or 
agent  of  another. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  there  shall  be  included 
in  gross  income  all  amounts  received  by  such  citizens  or  corporations  within  the 
United  States,  whether  derived  from  sources  within  or  without  the  United  States. 

(c)  As  used  in  this  section  the  term  **  possession  of  the  United  States  "  does 
not  include  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  263.  Effective  date  of  title.  That  this  title  shall  take  effect  as  of 
January  1,  1921. 

Title  III. —  War-Propits  and  Excess-Profits  Tax  for  1921. 

PART  I. general  definitions. 

Sec.  300.  [Terms  used  in  title  defined.]  That  when  used  in  this  title  the 
terms  '*  taxable  year,"  '*  fiscal  year/'  **  personal  service  corporation,"  **  paid 
or  accrued,"  and  *'  dividends  "  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  provided  for  the 
purposes  of  income  tax  in  sections  200  and  201. 

PART  II. —  IMPOSITION  OP  TAX. 

Sec.  301.  [Bate  of  tax.]  (a)  That  in  lieu  of  the  tax  imposed  by  Title  III 
of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  but  in  addition  to  the  other  taxes  imposed  by  this 
Act,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected  and  paid  for  the  calendar  year  1921  upon 
the  net  income  of  every  corporation  (except  corporations  taxable  under  sub- 
division (b)  of  this  section)  a  tax  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  following : 
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First  Bracket. 

20  per  centum  of  the  amount  of  the  net  income  in  excess  of  the  excess-profits 
credit  (determined  under  section  312)  and  not  in  excess  of  20  per  centum  of 
the  invested  capital; 

Second  Bracket, 

40  per  centum  of  the  amount  of  the  net  income  in  excess  of  20  per  centum  of 
the  invested  capital. 

(b)  For  the  calendar  year  1921  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  upon 
the  net  income  of  every  corporation  which  derives  in  such  year  a  net  income  of 
more  than  $10,000  from  any  Government  contract  or  contracts  made  between 
April  6,  1917,  and  November  11,  1918,  both  dates  inclusive,  a  tax  equal  to  the 
sum  of  the  following : 

(1)  Such  a  portion  of  a  tax  computed  at  the  rates  specified  in  subdivision  (a) 
of  section  301  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  as  the  part  of  the  net  income  attribu- 
table to  such  Government  contract  or  contracts  bears  to  the  entire  net  income. 
In  computing  such  tax  the  excess-profits  credit  and  the  war-profits  credit  which 
would  be  applicable  to  such  calendar  year  under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  if  it 
had  been  continued  in  force,  shall  be  used ; 

(2)  Such  a  portion  of  a  tax  computed  at  the  rates  specified  in  subdivision  (a) 
of  this  section  as  the  part  of  the  net  income  not  attributable  to  such  Government 
contract  or  contracts  bears  to  the  entire  net  income. 

For  the  purpose  of  determining  the  part  of  the  net  income  attributable  to 
such  Government  contract  or  contracts,  the  proper  apportionment  and  alloca- 
tion of  the  deductions  with  respect  to  gross  income  derived  from  such  Govern- 
ment contract  or  contracts  and  from  other  sources,  respectively,  shall  be  deter- 
mined under  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary. 

(c)  In  any  case  where  the  full  amount  of  the  excess-profits  credit  is  not 
allowed  under  the  first  bracket  of  subdivision  (a),  by  reason  of  the  fact  that 
such  credit  is  in  excess  of  20  per  centum  of  the  invested  capital,  the  part  not 
so  allowed  shall  be  deducted  from  the  amount  in  the  second  bracket. 

For  Revenue  Act  of  1918  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  90. 

Sec.  302.  [Tax  limitations.]  That  the  tax  imposed  by  subdivision  (a)  of 
section  301  shall  in  no  case  be  more  than  20  per  centum  of  the  amount  of  the 
net  income  in  excess  of  $3,000  and  not  in  excess  of  $20,000,  plus  40  per  centum 
of  the  amount  of  the  net  income  in  excess  of  $20,000;  and  the  limitations 
imposed  by  section  302  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  (upon  taxes  computed  under 
subdivision  (c)  of  section  301  of  that  Act)  are  hereby  made  applicable  to  taxes 
computed  under  subdivision  (b)  of  section  301  of  this  Act.  Nothing  in  this 
section  shall  be  construed  in  such  manner  as  to  increase  the  tax  imposed  by 
section  301  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  303.  [Net  income  derived  firom  different  sources  —  computation.] 
That  if  part  of  the  net  income  of  a  corporation  is  derived  (1)  from  a  trade  or 
business  (or  a  branch  of  a  trade  or  business)  in  which  the  employment  of  capi- 
tal is  necessary,  and  (2)  a  part  (constituting  not  less  than  30  per  centum 
of  its  total  net  income)  is  derived  from  a  separate  trade  or  business  (or  a  dis- 
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tinetly  separate  branch  of  the  trade  or  business)  which  if  constituting  the  sole 
trade  or  business  would  bring  it  within  the  class  of  *  *  personal  service  corpora- 
tions," then  (under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary)  the  tax  upon  the  first  part  of  such  net  income  shall 
be  separately  computed  (allowing  in  such  computation  only  the  same  propor- 
tionate part  of  the  credits  authorized  in  section  312) ,  and  the  tax  upon  the  second 
part  shall  be  the  same  percentage  thereof  as  the  tax  so  computed  upon  the  first 
part  is  of  such  first  part :  Provided,  That  the  tax  upon  such  second  part  shall 
in  no  case  be  less  than  20  per  centum  thereof,  unless  the  tax  upon  the  entire  net 
income,  if  computed  without  benefit  of  this  section,  would  constitute  less  than 
20  per  centum  of  such  entire  net  income,  in  which  event  the  tax  shall  be  deter- 
mined upon  the  entire  net  income,  without  reference  to  this  section,  as  other  taxes 
are  determined  under  this  title.  The  total  tax  computed  under  this  section  shall 
be  subject  to  the  limitations  provided  in  section  302. 

Sec.  304.  [CorporatioBS  when  exempt  from  taxation  under  this  title.] 
(a)  That  the  corporations  enumerated  in  section  231  shall,  to  the  extent  that 
they  are  exempt  from  income  tax  under  Title  II,  be  exempt  from  taxation  under 
this  title. 

(b)  Any  corporation  whose  net  income  for  the  taxable  year  is  less  than 
$3,000  shall  be  exempt  from  taxation  under  this  title. 

(c)  In  the  case  of  any  corporation  engaged  in  the  mining  of  gold,  the  por- 
tion of  the  net  income  derived  from  the  mining  of  gold  shall  be  exempt  from 
the  tax  imposed  by  this  title  or  any  tax  imposed  by  Title  II  of  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1917,  and  the  tax  on  the  remaining  portion  of  the  net  income  shall  be 
the  same  proportion  of  a  tax  computed  without  the  benefit  of  this  subdivision 
which  such  remaining  portion  of  the  net  income  bears  to  the  entire  net  income* 

For  Revenue  Act  of  1017,  see  1018  Supp.  270. 

Sec.  305.  [Period  of  computation  as  affecting  amount  of  exemption.]  That 
if  a  tax  is  computed  under  this  title  for  a  period  of  less  than  twelve  months, 
the  specific  exemption  of  $3,000,  wherever  referred  to  in  this  title,  shall  be 
reduced  to  an  amount  which  is  the  same  proportion  of  $3,000  as  the  number  of 
months  in  the  period  is  of  twelve  months. 

PART  m. —  EXCESS-PROFITS  CREDIT. 

Sec.  312.  [Elements  of  credit  —  foreign  corporation.]  That  the  excess-profits 
credit  shall  consist  of  a  specific  exemption  of  $3,000  plus  an  amount  equal  to 
8  per  centum  of  the  invested  capital  for  the  taxable  year. 

A  foreign  corporation  or  a  corporation  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  section  262 
shall  not  be  entitled  to  the  specific  exemption  of  $3,000. 

PART  IV. —  NET  INCOME. 

Sec.  320.  [Basis  of  ascertainment.]  That  for  the  purpose  of  this  title  the  net 
income  of  a  corporation  shall  be  ascertained  and  returned  for  the  taxable  year 
upon  the  same  basis  and  in  the  same  manner  as  provided  for  income  tax  purposes 
in  Title  II  of  this  Act. 
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PART  V. —  INVESTED  CAPITAIi. 

Sec.  325.  [Terms  in  title  defined.]    (a)  That  as  used  in  this  title  — 

The  term  '*  intangible  property  "  means  patents,  copyrights,  secret  processes 
and  formulae,  good  will,  trade-marks,  trade-brands,  franchises,  and  other  like 
property ; 

The  term  *'  tangible  property  "  means  stocks,  bonds,  notes,  and  other  evi- 
dences of  indebtedness,  bills  and  accounts  receivable,  leaseholds,  and  other 
property  other  than  intangible  property ; 

The  term  *'  borrowed  capital  "  means  money  or  other  property  borrowed, 
whether  represented  by  bonds,  notes,  open  accounts,  or  otherwise ; 

The  term  '*  inadmissible  assets  "  means  stocks,  bonds,  and  other  obligations 
(other  than  obligations  of  the  United  States),  the  dividends  or  interest  from 
which  is  not  included  in  computing  net  income,  but  where  the  income  derived 
from  such  assets  consists  in  part  of  gain  or  profit  derived  from  the  sale  or  other 
disposition  thereof,  or  where  all  or  part  of  the  interest  derived  from  such  assets 
is  in  effect  included  in  the  net  income  because  of  the  limitation  on  the  deduction 
of  interest  under  paragraph  (2)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  234,  a  correspond- 
ing part  of  the  capital  invested  in  such  assets  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  inadmis- 
sible assets; 

The  term  "  admissible  assets  "  means  all  assets  other  than  inadmissible  assets, 
valued  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (a)  of  section  326  and 
section  331. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  this  title  the  par  value  of  stock  or  shares  shall,  in 
the  case  of  stock  or  shares  issued  at  a  nominal  value  or  having  no  par  value,  be 
deemed  to  be  the  fair  market  value  as  of  the  date  or  dates  of  issue  of  such  stock 
or  shares. 

Sec.  326.  [Invested  capital  —  meaning  and  scope  of  term.]  (a)  That  as 
used  in  this  title  the  term  '*  invested  capital  ''  for  any  year  means  (except  as 
provided  in  subdivision  (b)  and  (c)  of  this  section) : 

(1)  Actual  cash  bona  fide  paid  in  for  stock  or  shares; 

(2)  Actual  cash  value  of  tangible  property,  other  than  cash,  bona  fide  paid 
in  for  stock  or  shares,  at  the  time  of  such  payment,  but  in  no  case  to  exceed 
the  par  value  of  the  original  stock  or  shares  specifically  issued  therefor,  unless 
the  actual  cash  value  of  such  tangible  property  at  the  time  paid  in  is  shown 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Commissioner  to  have  been  clearly  and  substantially 
in  excess  of  such  par  value,  in  which  case  such  excess  shall  be  treated  as  paid-in 
surplus:  Provided,  That  the  Commissioner  shall  keep  a  record  of  all  cases 
in  which  tangible  property  is  included  in  invested  capital  at  a  value  in  excess 
of  the  stock  or  shares  issued  therefor,  containing  the  name  and  address  of  each 
taxpayer,  the  business  in  which  engaged,  the  amount  of  invested  capital  and  net 
income  shown  by  the  return,  the  value  of  the  tangible  property  at  the  time  paid 
in,  the  par  value  of  the  stock  or  shares  specifically  issued  therefor,  and  the 
amount  included  under  this  paragraph  as  paid-in  surplus.  The  Commissioner 
shall  furnish  a  copy  of  such  record  and  other  detailed  information  with  respect 
to  such  cases  when  required  by  resolution  of  either  House  of  Congress,  without 
regard  to  the  restrictions  contained  in  section  257 ; 


INTERNAL  REVENUE  173 

(3)  Paid-in  or  earned  surplus  and  undivided  profits;  not  including  surplus 
and  undivided  profits  earned  during  the  year; 

(4)  Intangible  property  bona  fide  paid  in  for  stock  or  shares  prior  to 
March  3,  1917,  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  (a)  the  actual  cash  value  of  such 
property  at  the  time  paid  in,  (b)  the  par  value  of  the  stock  or  shares  issued 
therefor,  or  (c)  in  the  aggregate  25  per  centum  of  the  "psr  value  of  the  total 
stock  or  shares  of  the  corporation  outstanding  on  March  3,  1917,  whichever  is 
lowest; 

(5)  Intangible  property  bona  fide  paid  in  for  stock  or  shares  on  or  after 
March  3,  1917,  in  an  amount  not  exceeding  (a)  the  actual  cash  value  of  such 
property  at  the  time  paid  in,  (b)  the  par  value  of  the  stock  or  shares  issued 
therefor,  or  (c)  in  the  aggregate  25  per  centum  of  the  par  value  of  the  total 
stock  or  shares  of  the  corporation  outstanding  at  the  beginning  of  the  taxable 
year,  whichever  is  lowest:  Provided,  That  in  no  case  shall  the  total  amount 
included  under  paragraphs  (4)  and  (5)  exceed  in  the  aggregate  25  per  centum 
of  the  par  value  of  the  total  stock  or  shares  of  the  corporation  outstanding  at 
the  beginning  of  the  taxable  year ;  but 

(b)  As  used  in  this  title  the  term  '*  invested  capital  "  does  not  include  bor- 
rowed capital. 

(c)  There  shall  be  deducted  from  invested  capital  as  above  defined  a  per- 
centage thereof  equal  to  the  percentage  which  the  amount  of  inadmissible  assets 
is  of  the  amount  of  admissible  and  inadmissible  assets  held  during  the  taxable 
year. 

(d)  The  invested  capital  for  any  period  shall  be  the  average  invested  capital 
for  such  period,  but  in  the  case  of  a  corporation  making  a  return  for  a  frac- 
tional part  of  a  year,  it  shall  be  the  same  fractional  part  of  such  average  invested 
capital. 

Sec.  327.  [Enumeration  of  cases  specially  considered  for  purposes  of  taxa- 
tion.] That  in  the  following  cases  the  tax  shall  be  determined  as  provided  in 
section  328: 

(a)  Where  the  Commissioner  is  unable  to  determine  the  invested  capital  as 
provided  in  section  326 ; 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  foreign  corporation  or  of  a  corporation  entitled  to  the 
benefits  of  section  262 ; 

(c)  Where  a  mixed  aggregate  of  tangible  property  and  intangible  property 
has  been  paid  in  for  stock  or  for  stock  and  bonds  and  the  Commissioner  is  unable 
satisfactorily  to  determine  the  respective  values  of  the  several  classes  of  prop- 
erty at  the  time  of  payment,  or  to  distinguish  the  classes  of  property  paid  in 
lor  stock  and  for  bonds,  respectively ; 

(d)  Where  upon  application  by  the  corporation  the  Commissioner  finds  and 
so  declares  of  record  that  the  tax  if  determined  without  benefit  of  this  section 
would,  owing  to  abnormal  conditions  affecting  the  capital  or  income  of  the  cor- 
poration, work  upon  the  corporation  an  exceptional  hardship  evidenced  by  gross 
disproportion  between  the  tax  computed  without  benefit  of  this  section  and 
the  tax  computed  by  reference  to  the  representative  corporations  specified  in 
section  328.  This  subdivision  shall  not  apply  to  any  case  (1)  in  which  the  tax 
(computed  without  benefit  of  this  section)  is  high  merely  because  the  corpora- 
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tion  earned  within  the  taxable  year  a  high  rate  of  profit  upon  a  normal  invested 
capital,  nor  (2)  in  which  50  per  centum  or  more  of  the  gross  income  of  the 
corporation  for  the  taxable  year  (computed  under  section  233  of  Title  II)  con- 
sists of  gains,  profits,  commissions,  or  other  income,  derived  on  a  cost-plus  basis 
from  a  Government  contract  or  contracts  made  between  April  6,  1917,  and 
November  11,  1918,  both  dates  inclusive. 

Sec.  328.  [Determination  of  tax  of  specially  considered  cases.]  (a)  That 
in  the  cases  specified  in  section  327  the  tax  shall  be  the  amount  which  bears  the 
same  ratio  to  the  net  income  of  the  taxpayer  (in  excess  of  the  specific  exemption 
of  $3,000)  for  the  taxable  year,  as  the  average  tax  of  representative  corpora- 
tions engaged  in  a  like  or  similar  trade  or  business,  bears  to  their  average  net 
income  (in  excess  of  the  specific  exemption  of  $3,000)  for  such  year.  In  the 
case  of  a  foreign  corporation  or  of  a  corporation  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  sec- 
tion 262  the  tax  shall  be  computed  without  deducting  the  specific  exemption  of 
$3,000  either  for  the  taxpayer  or  the  representative  corporations. 

In  computing  the  tax  under  this  section  the  Commissioner  shall  compare  the 
taxpayer  only  with  representative  corporations  whose  invested  capital  can  be 
satisfactorily  determined  under  section  326  and  which  are,  as  nearly  as  may  be, 
similarly  circumstanced  with  respect  to  gross  income,  net  income,  profits  per  unit 
of  business  transacted  and  capital  employed,  the  amount  and  rate  of  war  profits 
or  excess  profits,  and  all  other  relevant  facts  and  circumstances. 

(b)  For  the  purposes  of  subdivision  (a)  the  ratios  between  the  average  tax 
and  the  average  net  income  of  representative  corporations  shall  be  determined 
by  the  Commissioner  in  accordance  with  regulations  prescribed  by  him  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary. 

(c)  The  Commissioner  shall  keep  a  record  of  all  cases  in  which  the  tax  is 
determined  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  subdivision  (a),  containing  the  name 
and  address  of  each  taxpayer,  the  business  in  which  engaged,  the  amount  of 
invested  capital  and  net  income  shown  by  the  return,  and  the  amount  of  invested 
capital  as  determined  under  such  subdivision.  The  Commissioner  shall  furnish  a 
copy  of  such  record  and  other  detailed  information  with  respect  to  such  eases 
when  required  by  resolution  of  either  House  of  Congress,  without  regard  to  the 
restrictions  contained  in  section  257. 

PART  VI. —  REOROANIZATIONS. 

Sec.  331.  [Reorganizations,  etc.,  after  March  Z,  1917  —  determination  of 
invested  capital  —  truisferred  assets.]  That  in  the  case  of  the  reorganization, 
consolidation,  or  change  of  ownership  of  a  trade  or  business,  or  change  of  owner- 
ship of  property,  after  March  3,  1917,  if  an  interest  or  control  in  such  trade 
or  business  or  property  of  50  per  centum  or  more  remains  in  the  same  persons, 
or  any  of  them,  then  no  asset  transferred  or  received  from  the  previous  owner 
shall,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  invested  capital,  be  allowed  a  greater 
value  than  would  have  been  allowed  under  this  title  in  computing  the  invested 
capital  of  such  previous  owner  if  such  asset  had  not  been  so  transferred  or 
received:  Provided,  That  if  such  previous  owner  was  not  a  corporation,  then 
the  value  of  any  asset  so  transferred  or  received  shall  be  taken  at  its  cost  of 
acquisition  (at  the  date  when  acquired  by  such  preyious  owner)  with  proper 
allowance  for  depreciation,  impairment,  betterment  or  development,  but  no 
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addition  to  the  original  cost  shall  be  made  for  any  chaise  or  expenditure 
deducted  as  expense  or  otherwise  on  or  after  March  1,  1913,  in  computing  the 
net  income  of  such  previous  owner  for  purposes  of  taxation. 

PART  Vn. —  MISCELLANEOUS. 

Sec.  335.  [Period  covered  by  return  of  corporation  as  affecting  amount  of 
tax  —  refund  of  tax.]  (a)  That  if  a  corporation  (other  than  a  personal  service 
corporation)  makes  return  for  a  fiscal  year  beginning  in  1920  and  ending  in 
1921,  the  war-profits  and  excess-profits  tax  for  the  taxable  year  1921  shall  be 
the  sum  of:  (1)  the  same  proportion  of  a  tax  for  the  entire  period  computed 
under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  which  the  portion  of  such  period  falling  within 
the  calendar  year  1920  is  of  the  entire  period,  and  (2)  the  same  proportion  of 
a  tax  for  the  entire  period  computed  under  this  title,  which  the  portion  of  such 
period  f alKng  within  the  calendar  year  1921  is  of  the  entire  period.  Any  amount 
heretofore  or  hereafter  paid  on  account  of  the  tax  imposed  for  such  taxable  year 
by  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  shall  be  credited  towards  the  payment  of  the  tax 
as  above  computed,  and  if  the  amount  so  paid  exceeds  the  amount  of  such  tax, 
the  excess  shall  be  credited  or  refunded  to  the  corporation  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  252  of  this  Act. 

(b)  If  a  corporation  (other  than  a  personal  service  corporation)  makes  a 
return  for  a  fiscal  year  beginning  in  1921  and  ending  in  1922,  the  war-profits 
and  excess-profits  tax  for  the  portion  of  the  year  falling  within  the  calendar 
year  1921  shall  be  an  amount  equivalent  to  the  same  proportion  of  a  tax  for 
the  entire  period  computed  under  this  title,  which,  the  portion  of  such  period 
falling  within  the  calendar  year  1921  is  of  the  entire  period. 

For  Hevenue  Act  of  1018  mentioned  in  the  text>  see  1919  Supp.  90. 

Sec.  336.  [Corporations  required  to  make  return  under  title  —  laws  affect- 
ing returns  and  payment  of  taxes.]  That  every  corporation,  not  exempt  under 
sectioK  304,  shall  make  a  return  for  the  purposes  of  this  title.  Such  returns 
shall  be  made,  and  the  taxes  imposed  by  this  title  shall  be  paid,  at  the  same 
times  and  places,  in  the  same  manner,  and  subject  to  the  same  conditions,  as 
is  provided  in  the  case  of  returns  and  payment  of  income  tax  by  corporations 
for  the  purposes  of  Title  II,  and  all  the  provisions  of  that  title  not  inapplicable, 
including  penalties,  are  hereby  made  applicable  to  the  taxes  imposed  by  this  title. 

Sec.  337.  [Sales  of  mines,  oil  or  gas  wells  —  amount  of  tax.]  That  in  the 
case  of  a  bona  fide  sale  of  mines,  oil  or  gas  wells,  or  any  interest  therein,  where 
the  principal  value  of  the  property  has  been  demonstrated  by  prospecting  or 
exploration  and  discovery  work  done  by  the  taxpayer,  the  portion  of  the  tax 
imposed  by  this  title  attributable  to  such  sale  shall  not  exceed  20  per  centum 
of  the  selling  price  of  such  property  or  interest. 

Sec.  338.  Effective  date  of  title.  That  this  title  shall  take  effect  as  of 
January  1, 1921. 

Title  IV. —  Estate  Tax. 

Sec.  400.  [Terms  defined—  "  executor  "  —  "  net  estate  '*  —  "  month  "  — 
•*  collector."]    That  when  used  in  this  title  — 

The  term  **  executor  "  means  the  executor  or  administrator  of  the  decedent, 
or,  if  there  is  no  executor  or  administrator,  any  person  in  actual  or  constructive 
possession  of  any  property  of  the  decedent; 
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The  term  **  net  estate  ''  means  the  net  estate  as  determined  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  403 ; 

The  term  *'  month  "  means  calendar  month;  and 

The  term  '*  collector  *'  means  the  collector  of  internal  revenue  of  the  district 
in  which  was  the  domicile  of  the  decedent  at  the  time  of  his  death,  or,  if  there 
was  no  such  domicile  in  the  United  States,  then  the  collector  of  the  district  in 
which  is  situated  the  part  of  the  gross  estate  of  the  decedent  in  the  United 
States,  or,  if  such  part  of  the  gross  estate  is  situated  in  more  than  one  district, 
then  the  collector  of  internal  revenue  of  such  district  as  may  be  designated  by  the 
Commissioner. 

Sec.  401.  [Imposition  of  tax  —  amount  —  persons  dying  in  military  or 
naval  services.]  That,  in  lieu  of  the  tax  imposed  by  Title  IV  of  thp  Revenue 
Act  of  1918,  a  tax  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  following  percentages  of  the  value  of 
the  net  estate  (determined  as  provided  in  section  403)  is  hereby  imposed  upon 
the  transfer  of  the  net  estate  of  every  decedent  dying  after  the  passage  of  this 
Act,  whether  a  resident  or  nonresident  of  the  United  States: 

1  per  centum  of  the  amount  of  the  net  estate  not  in  excess  of  $50,000 ; 

2  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $50,000  and  does 
not  exceed  $150,000 ; 

3  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $150,000  and  does 
not  exceed  $250,000 ; 

4  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $250,000  and  does 
not  exceed  $450,000 ; 

6  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $450,000  and  does 
not  exceed  $750.000 ; 

8  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $750,000  and  does 
not  exceed  $1 ,000,000  ; 

10  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $1,000,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $1,500,000 ; 

12  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $1,500,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $2,000,000 ; 

14  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $2,000,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $3,000,000 ; 

16  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $3,000,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $4,000,000 ; 

18  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $4,000,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $5,000,000 ; 

20  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $5,000,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $8,000,000 ; 

22  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $8,000,000  and 
does  not  exceed  $10,000,000 ;  and 

25  per  centum  of  the  amount  by  which  the  net  estate  exceeds  $10,000,000. 

The  taxes  imposed  by  this  title  or  by  Title  II  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1916 
(as  amended  by  the  Act  entitled  ''An  Act  to  provide  increased  revenue  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  the  increased  appropriations  for  the  Army  and  Navy  and 
the  extensions  of  fortifications,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  March  3, 
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1917)  or  by  Title  IX  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1917,  or  by  Title  IV  of  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1918,  shall  not  apply  to  the  transfer  of  the  net  estate  of  any  decedent 
who  has  died  or  may  die  from  injuries  received  or  disease  contracted  in  line  of 
duty  while  serving  in  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  in  the 
war  against  the  German  Government,  or  to  the  transfer  of  the  net  estate  of  any 
citizen  of  the  United  States  who  has  died  or  may  die  from  injuries  received 
or  disease  contracted  in  line  of  duty  while  serving  in  the  military  or  naval  forces 
of  any  country  while  associated  with  the  United  States  in  the  prosecution  of 
such  war,  or  prior  to  the  entrance  therein  of  the  United  States,  and  any  tax  col- 
lected upon  such  transfer  shall  be  refunded  to  the  estate  of  such  decedent. 

For  different  revenue  Acta  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  270;  1910  8upp.  90. 

Sec.  402.  [Value  of  gross  estate  —  determinatioii.]  That  the  value  of  the 
gross  estate  of  the  decedent  shall  be  determined  by  including  the  value  at  the 
time  of  his  death  of  all  property,  real  or  personal,  tangible  or  intangible,  wherever 
situated  — 

(a)  To  the  extent  of  the  interest  therein  of  the  decedent  at  the  time  of  his 
death  which  after  his  death  is  subject  to  the  payment  of  the  charges  against 
his  estate  and  the  expenses  of  its  administration  and  is  subject  to  distribution  as 
part  of  his  estate ; 

(b)  To  the  extent  of  any  interest  therein  of  the  surviving  spouse,  existing 
at  the  time  of  the  decedent's  death  as  dower,  curtesy,  or  by  virtue  of  a  statute 
creating  an  estate  in  lieu  of  dower  or  curtesy ; 

(c)  To  the  extent  of  any  interest  therein  of  which  the  decedent  has  at  any 
time  made  a  transfer,  or  with  respect  to  which  he  has  at  any  time  created  a 
trust,  in  contemplation  of  or  intended  to  take  effect  in  possession  or  enjoyment 
at  or  after  his  death  (whether  such  transfer  or  trust  is  made  or  created  before 
or  after  the  passage  of  this  Act) ,  except  in  case  of  a  bona  fide  sale  for  a  fair 
consideration  in  money  or  money's  worth.  Any  transfer  of  a  material  part  of 
his  property  in  the  nature  of  a  final  disposition  or  distribution  thereof,  made 
by  the  decedent  within  two  years  prior  to  his  death  without  such  a  considera- 
tion, shall,  unless  shown  to  the  contrary,  be  deemed  to  have  been  made  in  con- 
templation of  death  within  the  meaning  of  this  title ; 

(d)  To  the  extent  of  the  interest  therein  held  jointly  or  as  tenants  in  the 
entirety  by  the  decedent  and  any  other  person,  or  deposited  in  banks  or  other 
institutions  in  their  joint  names  and  payable  to  either  or  the  survivor,  except 
such  part  thereof  as  may  be  shown  to  have  originally  belonged  to  such  other 
person  and  never  to  have  been  received  or  acquired  by  the  latter  from  the 
decedent  for  less  than  a  fair  consideration  in  money  or  money's  worth:  Pro- 
vided, That  where  such  property  or  any  part  thereof,  or  part  of  the  considera- 
tion with  which  such  property  was  acquired,  is  shown  to  have  been  at  any  time 
acquired  by  such  other  person  from  the  decedent  for  less  than  a  fair  considera- 
tion in  money  or  money's  worth,  there  shall  be  excepted  only  such  part  of  the 
value  of  such  property  as  is  proportionate  to  the  consideration  furnished  by 
such  other  person:  Provided  further,  That  where  any  property  has  been 
acquired  by  gift,  bequest,  devise,  or  inheritance,  as  a  tenancy  in  the  entirety  by 
the  decedent  and  spouse,  or  where  so  acquired  by  the  decedent  and  any  other 
person  as  joint  tenants  and  their  interests  are  not  otherwise  specified  or  fixed 
by  law,  then  to  the  extent  of  one-half  of  the  value  thereof; 
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(e)  To  the  extent  of  any  property  passing  under  a  general  power  of  appoint- 
ment exercised  by  the  decedent  (1)  by  will,  or  (2)  by  deed  executed  in  con- 
templation of,  or  intended  to  take  effect  in  possession  or  enjojrment  at  or  after, 
his  death,  except  in  case  of  a  bona  fide  sale  for  a  fair  consideration  in  money 
or  money's  worth;  and 

(f)  To  the  extent  of  the  amount  receivable  by  the  executor  as  insurance 
under  policies  taken  out  by  the  decedent  upon  his  own  life ;  and  to  the  extent 
of  the  excess  over  $40,000  of  the  amount  receivable  by  all  other  beneficiaries  as 
insurance  under  policies  taken  out  by  the  decedent  upon  his  own  life. 

Sec.  408.  [Value  of  net  estate  — ^  determination.]  That  for  the  purpose  of 
the  tax  the  value  of  the  net  estate  shall  be  determined  — 

(a)  In  the  case  of  a  resident,  by  deducting  from  the  value  of  the  gross 
estate  — 

(1)  Such  amounts  for  funeral  expenses,  administration  expenses,  claims 
against  the  estate,  unpaid  mortgages  upon,  or  any  indebtedness  in  respect  to, 
property  (except,  in  the  case  of  a  resident  decedent,  where  such  property  is 
not  situated  in  the  United  States),  losses  incurred  during  the  settlement  of  the 
estate  arising  from  fires,  storms,  shipwreck,  or  other  casualty,  or  from  theft, 
when  such  losses  are  not  compensated  for  by  insurance  or  otherwise,  and  such 
amounts  reasonably  required  and  actually  expended  for  the  support  during  the 
settlement  of  the  estate  of  those  dependent  upon  the  decedent,  as  are  allowed 
by  the  laws  of  the  jurisdiction,  whether  within  or  without  the  United  States, 
under  which  the  estate  is  being  administered,  but  not  including  any  income  taxes 
upon  income  received  after  the  death  of  the  decedent,  or  any  estate,  succession, 
legacy  or  inheritance  taxes; 

(2)  An  amount  equal  to  the  value  of  any  property  forming  a  part  of  the 
gross  estate  situated  in  the  United  States  of  any  person  who  died  within  five 
years  prior  to  the  death  of  the  decedent  where  such  property  can  be  identified 
as  having  been  received  by  the  decedent  from  such  prior  decedent  by  gift, 
bequest,  devise,  or  inheritance,  or  which  can  be  identified  as  having  been 
acquired  in  exchange  for  property  so  received :  Provided,  That  this  deduction 
shall  be  allowed  only  where  an  estate  t^x  under  this  or  any  prior  Act  of  Con- 
gress was  paid  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  estate  of  such  prior  decedent,  and  only 
in  the  amount  of  the  value  placed  by  the  Commissioner  on  such  property  in 
determining  the  value  of  the  gross  estate  of  such  prior  decedent,  and  only  to 
the  extent  that  the  value  of  such  property  is  included  in  the  decedent's  gross 
estate  and  not  deducted  under  paragraphs  (1)  or  (3)  of  subdivision  (a)  of  this 
section.  This  deduction  shall  be  made  in  case  of  the  estates  of  all  decedents 
who  have  died  since  September  8,  1916 ; 

(3)  The  amount  of  all  bequests,  legacies,  devises,  or  transfers,  except  bona  fide 
sales  for  a  fair  consideration  in  money  or  money's  worth,  in  contemplation  of 
or  intended  to  take  effect  in  possession  or  enjoyment  at  or  after  the  decedent's 
death,  to  or  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  any  State,  Territory,  any  political 
subdivision  thereof,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  exclusively  public  purposes, 
or  to  or  for  the  use  of  any  corporation  organized  and  operated  exclusively  for 
religious,  charitable,  scientific,  literary,  or  educational  purposes,  including  the 
encouragement  of  art  and  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to  children  or  animals, 
no  part  of  the  net  earnings  of  which  inures  to  the  benefit  of  any  private  stock- 
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holder  or  individual,  or  to  a  tmstee  or  trustees  exclusively  for  such  religious, 
charitable,  scientific,  literary,  or  educational  purposes.  This  deduction  shall  be 
made  in  case  of  the  estates  of  all  decedents  who  have  died  since  December  31, 
1917 ;  and 

(4)  An  exemption  of  $50,000 ; 

(b)  In  the  case  of  a  nonresident,  by  deducting  from  the  value  of  that  part 
of  his  gross  estate  which  at  the  time  of  his  death  is  situated  in  the  United 
States  — 

(1)  That  proportion  of  the  deductions  specified  in  paragraph  (1)  of  sub- 
division (a)  of  this  section  which  the  value  of  such  part  bears  to  the  value  of 
his  entire  gross  estate,  wherever  situated,  but  in  no  case  shall  the  amount  so 
deducted  exceed  10  per  centum  of  the  value  of  that  part  of  his  gross  estate  which 
at  the  time  of  his  death  is  situated  in  the  United  States ; 

(2)  An  amount  equal  to  the  value  of  any  property  forming  a  part  of  the 
gross  estate  situated  in  the  United  States  of  any  person  who  died  within  five 
years  prior  to  the  death  of  the  decedent  where  such  property  can  be  identified 
as  having  been  received  by  the  decedent  from  such  prior  decedent  by  gift, 
bequest,  devise,  or  inheritance,  or  which  can  be  identified  as  having  been  acquired 
in  exchange  for  property  so  received:  Provided,  That  this  deduction  shall  be 
allowed  only  where  an  estate  tax  under  this  or  any  prior  Act  of  Congress  was 
paid  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  estate  of  such  prior  decedent,  and  only  in  the 
amount  of  the  value  placed  by  the  Commissioner  on  such  property  in  determin- 
ing the  value  of  the  gross  estate  of  such  prior  decedent,  and  only  to  the  extent 
that  the  value  of  such  property  is  included  in  that  part  of  the  decedent's  gross 
estate  which  at  the  time  of  his  death  is  situated  in  the  United  States  and  not 
deducted  under  paragraphs  (1)  or  (3)  of  subdivision  (b)  of  this  section.  This 
deduction  shall  be  made  in  case  of  the  estates  of  all  decedents  who  have  died 
since  September  8,  1916;  and 

(3)  The  amount  of  all  bequests,  legacies,  devises,  or  transfers,  except  bona 
fide  sales  for  a  fair  consideration,  in  money,  or  money's  worth,  in  contemplation 
of  or  intended  to  take  eflEect  in  possession  or  enjoyment  at  or  after  the  dece- 
dent's death,  to  or  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  any  State,  Territory,  any 
political  subdivision  thereof,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  for  exclusively  public 
purposes,  or  to  or  for  the  use  of  any  domestic  corporation  organized  and 
operated  exclusively  for  religious,  charitable,  scientific,  literary,  or  educational 
purposes,  including  the  encouragement  of  art  and  the  prevention  of  cruelty  to 
children  or  animals,  no  part  of  the  net  earnings  of  which  inures  to  the  benefit 
of  any  private  stockholder  or  individual,  or  to  a  trustee  or  trustees  exclusively 
for  such  religious,  charitable,  scientific,  literary,  or  educational  purposes  within 
the  United  States.  This  deduction  shall  be  made  in  case  of  the  estates  of  all 
decedents  who  have  died  since  December  31,  1917. 

No  deduction  shall  be  allowed  in  the  case  of  a  nonresident  unless  the  executor 
includes  in  the  return  required  to  be  filed  under  section  404  the  value  at  the 
time'  of  his  death  of  that  part  of  the  gross  estate  of  the  nonresident  not  situated 
in  the  United  States. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  title  stock  in  a  domestic  corporation  owned  and  held 
by  a  nonresident  decedent  shall  be  deemed  property  within  the  United  States, 
and  any  property  of  which  the  decedent  has  made  a  transfer  or  with  respect 
to  which  he  has  created  a  trust,  within  the  meaning  of  subdivision  (c)  of  sec- 
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tion  402,  shall  be  deemed  to  be  situated  in  the  United  States,  if  so  situated  either 
at  the  time  of  the  transfer  or  the  creation  of  the  trust,  or  at  the  time  of  the 
decedent's  death. 

The  amount  receivable  as  insurance  upon  the  life  of  a  nonresident  decedent, 
and  any  moneys  deposited  with  any  person  carrying  on  the  banking  business, 
by  or  for  a  nonresident  decedent  who  was  not  engaged  in  business  in  the  United 
States  at  the  time  of  his  death,  shall  not,  for  the  purpose  of  this  title,  be  deemed 
property  within  the  United  States. 

Missionaries  duly  commissioned  and  serving  under  boards  of  foreign  mis- 
sions of  the  various  religious  denominations  in  the  United  States,  dying  while 
in  the  foreign  missionary  service  of  such  boards,  shall  not,  by  reason  merely 
of  their  intention  to  permanently  remain  in  such  foreign  service,  be  deemed 
nonresidents  of  the  United  States,  but  shall  be  presumed  to  be  residents  of  the 
State,  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  the  Territories  of  Alaska  or  Hawaii  wherein 
they  respectively  resided  at  the  time  of  their  commission  and  their  departure 
for  such  foreign  service. 

In  the  case  of  any  estate  in  respect  to  which  the  tax  has  been  paid,  if  neces- 
sary to  allow  the  benefit  of  the  deduction  under  paragraphs  (2)  and  (3)  of 
subdivision  (a)  or  (b)  the  tax  shall  be  redetermined  and  any  excess  of  tax  paid 
shall  be  refunded  to  the  executor. 

Sec.  404.  [Duty  of  executor  —  notice — return  —  assessment  of  tax.]  That 
the  executor,  within  two  months  after  the  decedent's  death,  or  within  a  like 
period  after  qualifying  as  such,  shall  give  written  notice  thereof  to  the  col- 
lector. The  executor  shall  also,  at  such  times  and  in  such  manner  as  may  be 
required  by  regulations  made  pursuant  to  law,  file  with  the  collector  a  return 
under  oath  in  duplicate,  setting  forth  (a)  the  value  of  the  gross  estate  of  the 
decedent  at  the  time  of  his  death,  or,  in  case  of  a  nonresident,  of  that  part  of 
his  gross  estate  situated  in  the  United  States;  (b)  the  deductions  allowed  under 
section  403;  (c)  the  value  of  the  net  estate  of  the  decedent  as  defined  in  sec- 
tion 403;  and  (d)  the  tax  paid  or  payable  thereon;  or  such  part  of  such  infor- 
mation as  may  at  the  time  be  ascertainable  and  such  supplemental  data  as  may 
be  necessary  to  establish  the  correct  tax. 

Return  shall  be  made  in  all  cases  where  the  gross  estate  at  the  death  of  the 
decedent  exceeds  $50,000,  and  in  the  case  of  the  estate  of  every  nonresident 
any  part  of  whose  gross  estate  is  situated  in  the  United  States.  If  the  executor 
is  unable  to  make  a  complete  return  as  to  any  part  of  the  gross  estate  of  the 
decedent,  he  shall  include  in  his  return  a  description  of  such  part  and  the 
name  of  every  person  holding  a  legal  or  beneficial  interest  therein,  and  upon 
notice  from  the  collector  such  person  shall  in  like  manner  make  a  return  as  to 
such  part  of  the  gross  estate.  The  Commissioner  shall  make  all  assessments  of 
the  tax  under  the  authority  of  existing  administrative  special  and  general 
provisions  of  law  relating  to  the  assessment  and  collection  of  taxes. 

Sec.  405.  [Return  when  required  to  be  made  by  collector.]  That  if  no 
administration  is  granted  upon  the  estate  of  a  decedent,  or  if  no  return  is  filed 
as  provided  in  section  404,  or  if  a  return  contains  a  false  or  incorrect  state- 
ment of  a  material  fact,  the  collector  or  deputy  collector  shall  make  a  return  and 
the  Commissioner  shall  assess  the  tax  thereon. 
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Sec.  406.  [Payment  of  tax  —  time  —  interest.]  That  the  tax  shall  be  due 
and  payable  one  year  after  the  decedent's  death;  but  in  any  case  where  the 
Commissioner  finds  that  payment  of  the  tax  within  such  period  would  impose 
undue  hardship  upon  the  estate,  he  may  grant  an  extension  or  extensions  of 
time  for  payment  not  to  exceed  three  years  from  the  due  date. 

The  executor  shall  pay  the  tax  to  the  collector  or  deputy  collector,  and  to 
such  portion  of  the  tax,  not  paid  within  one  year  and  six  months  after  the  dece- 
dent's  death,  interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  centum  per  annum  from  the  expira- 
tion of  one  year  after  such  death  shall  be  added  as  part  of  the  tax  irrespective 
of  any  extension  or  extensions  of  time  that  may  have  been  granted  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  tax,  or  any  portion  thereof. 

Sec  407.  [Payment  of  tax  —  to  whom  made  —  amount  undetermined.]  That 
where  the  amount  of  tax  shown  upon  a  return  made  in  good  faith  has  been 
fully  paid,  or  time  for  payment  has  been  extended,  as  provided  in  section  406, 
beyond  one  year  and  six  months  after  the  decedent's  death,  and  an  additional 
amount  of  tax  is,  after  the  expiration  of  such  period  of  one  year  and  six 
months,  found  to  be  due,  then  such  additional  amount  shall  be  paid  upon 
notice  and  demand  by  the  collector,  and  if  it  remains  unpaid  for  one  month 
after  such  notice  and  demand  there  shall  be  added  as  part  of  the  tax  interest 
on  such  additional  amount  at  the  rate  of  10  per  centum  per  annum  from  the 
expiration  of  such  period  until  paid,  and  such  additional  tax  and  interest  shall, 
until  paid,  be  and  remain  a  lien  upon  the  entire  gross  estate. 

The  collector  shall  grant  to  the  person  paying  the  tax  duplicate  receipts, 
either  of  which  shall  be  suflScient  evidence  of  such  payment,  and  shall  entitle 
the  executor  to  be  credited  and  allowed  the  amount  thereof  by  any  court  having 
jurisdiction  to  audit  or  settle  his  accounts. 

If  the  executor  files  a  complete  return  and  makes  written  application  to  the 
Commissioner  for  determination  of  the  amount  of  the  tax  and  discharge  from 
personal  liability  therefor,  the  Commissioner,  as  soon  as  possible  and  in  any 
event  within  one  year  after  receipt  of  such  application,  shall  notify  the  executor 
of  the  amount  of  the  tax,  and  upon  payment  thereof  the  executor  shall  be  dis- 
charged from  personal  liability  for  any  additional  tax  thereafter  found  to  be 
due,  and  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  receipt  or  writing  showing  such  discharge : 
Provided,  however,  That  such  discharge  shall  not  operate  to  release  the  gross 
estate  from  the  lien  of  any  additional  tax  that  may  thereafter  be  found  to  be 
due  while  the  title  to  such  gross  estate  remains  in  the  heirs,  devisees,  or  dis- 
tributees thereof;  but  no  part  of  such  gross  estate  shall  be  subject  to  such  lien 
or  to  any  claim  or  demand  for  any  such  tax  if  the  title  thereto  has  passed  to  a 
bona  fide  purchaser  for  value. 

Sec.  408.  [Unpaid  taxes  —  collection — satisfaction  of  tax  out  of  dis- 
tributed portion  of  estate  —  proceeds  of  insurance  policies.]  That  if  the  tax 
herein  imposed  is  not  paid  on  or  before  the  due  date  thereof  the  collector  shall, 
upon  instruction  from  the  Commissioner,  proceed  to  collect  the  tax  under  the 
provisions  of  general  law,  or  commence  appropriate  proceedings  in  any  court 
of  the  United  States,  in  the  name  of  the  United  States,  to  subject  the  prop- 
erty of  the  decedent  to  be  sold  under  the  judgment  or  decree  of  the  court. 
Prom  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  the  amount  of  the  tax,  together  with  the  costs 
and  expenses  of  every  description  to  be  allowed  by  the  court,  shall  be  fii*st 
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paid,  and  the  balance  shall  be  deposited  according  to  the  order  of  the  court, 
to  be  paid  under  its  direction  to  the  person  entitled  thereto. 

If  the  tax  or  any  part  thereof  is  paid  by,  or  collected  out  of  that  part  of 
the  estate  passing  to  or  in  the  possession  of,  any  person  other  than  the  executor 
in  his  capacity  as  such,  such  person  shall  be  entitled  to  reimbursement  out  of 
any  part  of  the  estate  still  undistributed  or  by  a  just  and  equitable  contribu- 
tion by  the  persons  whose  interest  in  the  estate  of  the  decedent  would  have  been 
reduced  if  the  tax  had  been  paid  before  the  distribution  of  the  estate  or  whose 
interest  is  subject  to  equal  or  prior  liability  for  the  payment  of  taxes,  debts, 
or  other  charges  against  the  estate,  it  being  the  purpose  and  intent  of  this  title 
that  so  far  as  is  practicable  and  unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  will  of  the 
decedent  the  tax  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  estate  before  its  distribution.  If  any 
part  of  the  gross  estate  consists  of  proceeds  of  policies  of  insurance  upon  the 
life  of  the  decedent  receivable  by  a  beneficiary  other  than  the  executor,  the 
executor  shall  be  entitled  to  recover  from  such  beneficiary  such  portion  of  the 
total  tax  paid  as  the  proceeds,  in  excess  of  $40,000,  of  such  policies  bear  to  the 
net  estate.  If  there  is  more  than  one  such  beneficiary  the  executor  shall  be 
entitled  to  recover  from  such  beneficiaries  in  the  same  ratio. 

Sec.  409.  [Unpaid  tax  as  lien  —  transfers  of  property  in  anticipation  of 
death  —  innocent  purchasers  for  value.]  That  unless  the  tax  is  sooner  paid  in 
full,  it  shall  be  a  lien  for  ten  years  upon  the  gross  estate  of  the  decedent,  except 
that  such  part  of  the  gross  estate  as  is  used  for  the  payment  of  charges  against 
the  estate  and  expenses  of  its  administration,  allowed  by  any  court  having 
jurisdiction  thereof,  shall  be  divested  of  such  lien.  If  the  Commissioner  is 
satisfied  that  the  tax  liability  of  an  estate  has  been  fully  discharged  or  provided 
for,  he  may,  under  regulations  prescribed  by  him  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary, issue  his  certificate,  releasing  any  or  all  property  of  such  estate  from  the 
lien  herein  imposed. 

If  (a)  the  decedent  makes  a  transfer  of,  or  creates  a  trust  with  respect  to, 
any  property  in  contemplation  of  or  intended  to  take  effect  in  possession  or 
enjoyment  at  or  after  his  death  (except  in  the  case  of  a  bona  fide  sale  for  a 
fair  consideration  in  money  or  money's  worth)  or  (b)  if  insurance  passes  under 
a  contract  executed  by  the  decedent  in  favor  of  a  specific  beneficiary,  and  if  in 
either  case  the  tax  in  respect  thereto  is  not  paid  when  due,  then  the  transferee, 
trustee,  or  beneficiary  shall  be  personally  liable  for  such  tax,  and  such  property, 
to  the  extent  of  the  decedent's  interest  therein  at  the  time  of  such  transfer, 
or  to  the  extent  of  such  beneficiary's  interest  under  such  contract  of  insurance, 
shall  be  subject  to  a  like  lien  equal  to  the  amount  of  such  tax.  Any  part  of 
such  property  sold  by  such  transferee  or  trustee  to  a  bona  fide  purchaser  for 
a  fair  consideration  in  money  or  money's  worth  shall,  be  divested  of  the  lien 
and  a  like  lien  shall  then  attach  to  all  the  property  of  such  transferee  or  trustee, 
except  any  part  sold  to  a  bona  fide  purchaser  for  a  fair  consideration  in  money 
or  money's  worth. 

Sec.  410.  [Violations  of  Act — ^penalties.]  That  whoever  knowingly  makes 
any  false  statement  in  any  notice  or  return  required  to  be  filed  under  this  title 
shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  not  exceeding  $5,000,  or  imprisonment  not  exceed- 
ing one  year,  or  both. 

Whoever  fails  to  comply  with  any  duty  imposed  upon  him  by  section  404, 
or,  having  in  his  possession  or  control  any  record,  file,  or  paper,  containing  or 
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supposed  to  contain  any  information  concerning  the  estate  of  the  decedent,  or, 
having  in  his  possession  or  control  any  property  comprised  in  the  j^roes  estate 
of  the  decedent,  fails  to  exhibit  the  same  upon  request  to  the  Commissioner  or 
any  collector  or  law  officer  of  the  United  States,  or  his  duly  authorized  deputy 
or  agent,  who  desires  to  examine  the  same  in  the  performance  of  his  duties  under 
this  title,  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  not  exceeding  $500,  to  be  recovered, 
with  costs  of  suit,  in  a  civil  action  in  the  name  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  411.  [Property  situated  in  Ohina  —  collection  of  tax  — repeal  of  pro- 
viso in  Act  of  June  4,  1920.]  (a)  That  the  term  ''  resident  "  as  used  in  this 
title  includes  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  with  respect  to  whose  property  any 
probate  or  administration  proceedings  are  had  in  the  United  States  Court  for 
China.  Where  no  part  of  the  gross  estate  of  such  decedent  is  situated  in  the 
United  States  at  the  time  of  his  death,  the  total  amount  of  tax  due  under  this  title 
shall  be  paid  to  or  collected  by  the  clerk  of  such  court,  but  where  any  part 
of  the  gross  estate  of  such  decedent  is  situated  in  the  United  States  at  the  time 
of  his  death,  the  tax  due  under  this  title  shall  be  paid  to  or  collected  by  the 
collector  of  the  district  in  which  is  situated  the  part  of  the  gross  estate  in  the 
United  States,  or,  if  such  part  is  situated  in  more  than  one  district,  then  the 
collector  of  such  district  as  may  be  designated  by  the  Commissioner. 

(b)  For  the  purpose  of  this  section  the  clerk  of  the  United  States  Court  for 
China  shall  be  a  collector  for  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  such  court,  and 
taxes  shall  be  collected  by  and  paid  to  him  in  the  same  manner  and  subject  to 
the  same  provisions  of  law,  including  penalties,  as  the  taxes  collected  by  and  paid 
to  a  collector  in  the  United  States. 

(c)  The  proviso  in  the  Act  entitled  '*An  Act  making  appropriation  for  the 
Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1921," 
approved  June  4,  1920,  which  reads  as  follows:  ^* Provided,  That  in  probate 
and  administration  proceedings  there  shall  be  collected  by  said  clerk,  before 
entering  the  order  of  final  distribution,  to  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  the  same  inheritance  taxes  from  time  to  time  collected  under 
the  laws  enacted  by  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  from  the  estates  of 
decedents  residing  within  the  territorial  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,"  is 
hereby  repefJed. 

For  proviso  in  Act  of  June  4,  1920,  here  repealed,  see  1920  Supp.  133. 

Title  V. —  Tax  on  Telegraph  and  Telephone  Messages. 

Sec.  500.  [Amount  of  tax.]  That  from  and  after  January  1,  1922,  there 
shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid,  in  lieu  of  the  taxes  imposed  by 
section  500  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  — 

(a)  In  the  case  of  each  telegraph,  telephone,  cable,  or  radio,  dispatch,  mes- 
sage, or  conversation,  which  originates  on  or  after  such  date  within  the  United 
States,  and  for  the  transmission  of  which  the  charge  is  more  than  14  cents  and 
not  more  than  50  cents,  a  tax  of  5  cents ;  and  if  the  charge  is  more  than  50  cents, 
a  tax  of  10  cents:  Provided,  That  only  one  payment  of  such  tax  shall  be 
required,  notwithstanding  the  lines  or  stations  of  one  or  more  persons  are  used 
for  the  transmission  of  such  dispatch,  message,  or  conversation;  and 

(b)  A  tax  equivalent  to  10  per  centum  of  the  amount  paid  after  such  date 
to  any  telegraph  or  telephone  company  for  any  leased  wire  or  talking  circuit 
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special  service  furnished  after  such  date.  This  subdivision  shall  not  apply  to  the 
amount  paid  for  so  much  of  such  service  as  is  utilized  (1)  in  the  collection  and 
dissemination  of  news  through  the  public  press,  or  (2)  in  the  conduct,  by  a 
common  carrier  or  telegraph  or  telephone  company,  of  its  business  as  such; 

(c)  No  tax  shall  be  imposed  under  this  section  upon  any  payment  received 
for  services  rendered  to  the  United  States  or  to  any  State  or  Territory  or  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  right  to  exemption  under  this  subdivision  shall  be 
evidenced  in  such  manner  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secre- 
tary, may  by  regulation  prescribe. 

(d)  Under  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of 
the  Secretary,  refund  shall  be  made  of  the  proportionate  part  of  the  tax  collected 
under  subdivision  (c)  or  (d)  of  section  500  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  on 
tickets  or  mileage  books  purchased  and  only  partially  used  before  January  1, 
1922. 

For  sec.  500  of  Revenue  Act  of  1918  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  136. 

Sec.  501.  [Tax  by  whom  paid.]  That  the  taxes  imposed  by  section  500  shall 
be  paid  by  the  person  paying  for  the  services  or  facilities  rendered. 

Sec.  502.  [Collection  of  tax  —  refunds  —  returns  —  penalty  for  nonpay- 
ment.] (a)  That  each  person  receiving  any  payments  referred  to  in  section  500 
shall  collect  the  amount  of  the  tax,  if  any,  imposed  by  such  section  from  the 
person  making  such  payments,  and  shall  make  monthly  returns  under  oath, 
in  duplicate,  and  pay  the  taxes  so  collected  to  the  collector  of  the  district  in 
which  the  principal  office  or  place  of  business  is  located.- 

(b)  Any  person  making  a  refund  of  any  payment  upon  which  tax  is  collected 
under  this  section  may  repay  therewith  the  amount  of  the  tax  collected  on  such 
payment ;  and  the  amount  so  repaid  may  be  credited  against  amounts  included 
in  any  subsequent  monthly  return. 

(c)  The  returns  required  under  this  section  shall  contain  such  information, 
and  be  made  at  such  times  and  in  such  manner,  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  by  regulation  prescribe. 

(d)  The  tax  shall,  without  assessment  by  the  Commissioner  or  notice  from 
the  collector,  be  due  and  payable  to  the  collector  at  the  time  so  fixed  for  filing 
the  return.  If  the  tax  is  not  paid  when  due,  there  shall  be  added  as  part  of 
the  tax  a  penalty  of  5  per  centum,  together  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  1  per 
centum  for  each  full  month,  from  the  time  when  the  tax  became  due. 

TiTi^B  VI. —  Tax  on  Beveraoes  and  Constituent  Parts  Theresop. 

Sec.  600.  [Distilled  spirits  —  amount  of  tax  —  when  due  —  sec.  600  (a)  of 
Revenue  Act  of  1918  amended.]  That  subdivision  (a)  of  section  600  of  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1918  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  thereof 
and  inserting  a  colon  and  the  following:  *^ Provided,  That  on  all  distilled 
spirits  on  which  tax  is  paid  at  the  nonbeverage  rate  of  $2.20  per  proof  gallon  and 
which  are  diverted  to  beverage  purposes  or  for  use  in  the  manufacture  or  pro- 
duction of  any  article  used  or  intended  for  use  as  a  beverage,  there  shall  be 
levied  and  collected  an  additional  tax  of  $4.20  on  each  proof  gallon,  and  a  pro- 
portionate tax  at  a  like  rate  on  all  fractional  parts  of  such  proof  gallon,  to  be 
paid  by  the  person  responsible  for  such  diversion." 

For  sec.  000  of  Revenue  Act  of  1918  here  amended,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  600. 
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Sec.  601.  [Distilled  spirits  and  wines  hereafter  rectified,  etc. —  additional 
tax  —  floor  tax  —  cordials  and  liquors  —  blends  —  rectifiers  —  sec.  605  of 
Revenue  Act  of  1918  amended.]  That  section  605  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918 
is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following:  **  The  process  of 
extraction  of  water  from  high-proof  spirits  for  the  production  of  absolute  alcohol 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  rectification  within  the  meaning  of  section  3244  of  the 
Revised  Statutes,  and  absolute  alcohol  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  tax  imposed 
by  this  section,  but  the  production  of  such  absolute  alcohol  shall  be  under  such 
regulations  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may 
prescribe." 

For  sec.  605  of  Revenue  Act  of  1918  here  ameDded,  see  1910  Supp.  144. 
For  R.  S.  sec.  3244,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed)  1045. 

Sec.  602.  [Soft  drinks.]  That  from  and  after  January  1,  1922,  there  shall 
be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid,  in  lieu  of  the  taxes  imposed  by  sec- 
tions 628  and  630  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  — 

For  sees.  628  and  630  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  see  1919  Supp.  153,  154. 

(a)  [Cereal  drinks.]  Upon  all  beverages  derived  wholly  or  in  part  from 
cereals  or  substitutes  therefor,  containing  less  than  one-half  of  1  per  centum 
of  alcohol  by  volume,  sold  by  the  manufacturer,  producer,  or  importer,  a  tax 
of  2  cents  per  gallon. 

(b)  [Fruit  juices.]  Upon  all  unfermented  fruit  juices,  in  natural  or  slightly 
concentrated  form,  or  such  fruit  juices  to  which  sugar  has  been  added  (as  dis- 
tinguished from  finished  or  fountain  sirups),  intended  for  consumption  as 
beverages  with  the  addition  of  water  or  water  and  sugar,  and  upon  all  imitations 
of  any  such  fruit  juices,  and  upon  all  carbonated  beverages,  commonly  known 
as  soft  drinks  (except  those  described  in  subdivision  (a),  manufactured,  com- 
pounded, or  mixed  by  the  use  of  concentrate,  essence,  or  extract,  instead  of  a 
finished  or  fountain  sirup,  sold  by  the  manufacturer,  producer  or  importer,  a 
tax  of  2  cents  per  gallon. 

(c)  [Still  drinks.]  Upon  all  still  drinks,  containing  less  than  one-half  ot 
1  per  centum  of  alcohol  by  volume,  intended  for  consumption  as  beverages  in 
the  form  in  which  sold  (except  natural  or  artificial  mineral  and  table  waters 
and  imitations  thereof,  and  pure  apple  cider),  sold  by  the  manufacturer,  pro- 
ducer or  importer,  a  tax  of  2  cents  per  gallon. 

(d)  [Minerals  and  other  table  waters.]  Upon  all  natural  or  artificial  mineral 
waters  or  table  waters,  whether  carbonated  or  not,  and  all  imitations  thereof, 
sold  by  the  producer,  bottler,  or  importer  thereof,  in  bottles  or  other  closed  con- 
tainers, at  over  12i^  cents  per  gallon,  a  tax  of  2  cents  per  gallon. 

(e)  [Fountain  sirups.]  Upon  all  finished  or  fountain  sirups  of  the  kinds 
used  in  manufacturing,  compounding,  or  mixing  drinks  commonly  known  as 
soft  drinks,  sold  by  the  manufacturer,  producer,  or  importer,  a  tax  of  9  cents 
per  gallon;  except  that  in  the  case  of  any  such  sirups  intended  to  be  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  carbonated  beverages  sold  in  bottles  or  other  closed  con- 
tainers the  rate  shall  be  5  cents  per  gallon.  Where  any  person  conducting  a 
soda  fountain,  ice  cream  parlor,  or  other  similar  place  of  business  manufactures 
any  sirups  of  the  kinds  described  in  this  subdivision,  there  shall  be  levied, 
assessed,  collected,  and  paid  on  each  gallon  manufactured  and  used  in  the 
preparation  of  soft  drinks  a  tax  of  9  cents  per  gallon;  and  where  any  person 
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manufacturing  carbonated  beverages  manufactures  and  uses  any  such  sirups 
in  the  manufacture  of  carbonated  beverages  sold  in  bottles  or  other  closed  con- 
tainers there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid  on  each  gallon  of  such 
sirups  a  tax  of  5  cents  per  gallon.  The  taxes  imposed  by  this  subdivision  shall 
not  apply  to  finished  or  fountain  sirups  sold  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  a 
beverage  subject  to  tax  under  subdivision  (a)  or  (c). 

(f )  [Carbonic  acid  gas.]  Upon  all  carbonic  acid  gas  sold  by  the  manufac- 
turer, producer,  or  importer  to  a  manufacturer  of  any  carbonated  beverages,  or  to 
any  person  conducting  a  soda  fountain,  ice  cream  parlor,  or  other  similar  place 
of  business,  and  upon  all  carbonic  acid  gas  used  by  the  manufacturer,  producer, 
or  importer  thereof  in  the  preparation  of  soft  drinks,  a  tax  of  4  cents  per  pound. 

Sec.  603.  [Returns  —  payment  of  taxes  —  penalties  —  registration  of  per- 
sons subject  to  tax.]  (a)  That  each  manufacturer,  producer,  or  importer  of 
any  of  the  articles  enumerated  in  section  602  and  each  person  who  sells  carbonic 
acid  gas  to  a  manufacturer  of  carbonated  beverages  or  to  a  person  conducting 
a  soda  fountain,  ice  cream  parlor,  or  other  similar  place  of  business,  shall  make 
monthly  returns  under  oath  in  duplicate  and  pay  the  tax  imposed  in  respect 
to  the  articles  enumerated  in  section  602  to  the  collector  for  the  district  in 
which  is  located  the  principal  place  of  business.  Such  returns  shall  contain 
such  information  and  be  made  at  such  times  and  in  such  manner  as  the  Com- 
missioner, with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  by  regulations  prescribe. 
The  tax  shall,  without  assessment  by  the  Commissioner  or  notice  from  the  col- 
lector, be  due  and  payable  to  the  collector  at  the  time  so  fixed  for  filing  the 
return.  If  the  tax  is  not  paid  when  due,  there  shall  be  added  as  part  of  the 
tax  a  penalty  of  5  per  centum,  together  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  1  per  centum 
for  each  full  month  from  the  time  when  the  tax  became  due. 

(b)  Each  person  required  to  pay  any  tax  imposed  by  section  602  shall  procure 
and  keep  posted  a  certificate  of  registry  in  accordance  with  regulations  to  be 
prescribed  by  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary.  Any  person 
who  fails  to  register  or  keep  posted  any  certificate  of  registry  in  accordance 
with  such  regulations,  shall  be  subject  to  a  penalty  of  not  more  than  $1,000  for 
each  such  offense. 

Title  VII. —  Tax  on  Cigars,  Tobacco,  and  Manufactures  Thereof. 

Sec.  700.  (a)  [Cigars  and  cigarettes  —  amount  of  tax.]  That  upon  cigars 
and  cigarettes  manufactured  in  or  imported  into  the  United  States,  and  here- 
after sold  by  the  manufacturer  or  importer,  or  removed  for  consumption  or  sale, 
there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  under  the  provisions  of  existing  law, 
in  lieu  of  the  internal-revenue  taxes  now  imposed  thereon  by  section  700  of  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1918,  the  following  taxes,  to  be  paid  by  the  manufacturer  or 
importer  thereof  — 

On  cigars  of  all  descriptions  made  of  tobacco,  or  any  substitute  therefor,  and 
weighing  not  more  than  three  pounds  per  thousand,  $1.50  per  thousand ; 

On  cigars  made  of  tobacco,  or  any  substitute  therefor,  and  weighing  more  than 
three  pounds  per  thousand,  if  manufactured  or  imported  to  retail  at  not  more 
than  5  cents  each,  $4  per  thousand; 

If  manufactured  or  imported  to  retail  at  more  than  5  cents  each  and  not  more 
than  8  cents  each,  $6  per  thousand ; 
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If  manufactured  or  imported  to  retail  at  more  than  8  cents  each  and  not 
more  than  15  cents  each,  $9  per  thousand ; 

If  manufactured  or  imported  to  retail  at  more  than  15  cents  each  and  not 
more  than  20  cents  each,  $12  per  thousand ; 

If  manufactured  or  imported  to  retail  at  more  than  20  cents  each,  $15  per 
thousand ; 

On  cigarettes  made  of  tobacco,  or  any  substitute  therefor,  and  weighing  not 
more  than  three  pounds  per  thousand,  $3  per  thousand ; 

Weighing  more  than  three  pounds  per  thousand,  $7.20  per  thousand. 

For  sec.  700  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1018  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1910  Supp.  154. 

(b)  [Price  of  cigars,  how  fixed.]  Whenever  in  this  section  reference  is  made 
to  cigars  manufactured  or  imported  to  retail  at  not  over  a  certain  price  each, 
then  in  determining  the  tax  to  be  paid  regard  shall  be  had  to  the  ordinary 
retail  price  of  a  single  cigar. 

(c)  [Labels  on  boxes,  etc.]  The  Commissioner  may,  by  regulation,  require 
the  manufacturer  or  importer  to  affix  to  each  box,  package,  or  container  a  con- 
spicuous label  indicating  the  clause  of  this  section  under  which  the  cigars  therein 
contained  have  been  tax-paid,  which  must  correspond  with  the  tax-paid  stamp 
on  such  box  or  container. 

(d)  [Cigarettes  and  small  cigars  —  packing  and  stamping.]  Every  manu- 
facturer of  cigarettes  (including  small  cigars  weighing  not  more  than  three 
pounds  per  thousand)  shall  put  up  all  the  cigarettes  and  such  small  cigars  that 
he  manufactures  or  has  manufactured  for  him,  and  sells  or  removes  for  con- 
sumption or  sale,  in  packages  or  parcels  containing  five,  eight,  ten,  twelve, 
fiften,  sixteen,  twenty,  twenty-four,  forty,  fifty,  eighty,  or  one  hundred  cigarettes 
each,  and  shall  securely  affix  to  each  of  such  packages  or  parcels  a  suitable  stamp 
denoting  the  tax  thereon  and  shall  properly  cancel  the  same  prior  to  such  sale 
or  removal  for  consumption  or  sale  under  such  regulations  as  the  Commissioner, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  shall  prescribe ;  and  all  cigarettes  imported 
from  a  foreign  country  shall  be  packed,  stamped,  and  the  stamps  canceled  in  a 
like  manner,  in  addition  to  the  import  stamp  indicating  inspection  of  the  custom- 
house before  they  are  withdrawn  therefrom. 

Sec.  701.  (a)  [Tobacco  and  snnlT  —  amount  of  tax.]  That  upon  all  tobacco 
and  snuif  manufactured  in  or  imported  into  the  United  States,  and  hereafter 
sold  by  the  manufacturer  or  importer,  or  removed  for  consumption  or  sale,  there 
shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid,  in  lieu  of  the  internal-revenue  taxes  now 
imposed  thereon  by  section  701  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  a  tax  of  18  cents 
per  i)Ound,  to  be  paid  by  the  manufacturer  or  importer  thereof. 

For  Bee.  701  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1018  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1010  Supp.  156. 

(b)  [Tobacco  and  snuff,  how  put  up  and  prepared  — R.  8.  sec.  3362 
re-enacted.]  Section  3362  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  by  section  701 
of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  is  re-enacted  without  change,  as  follows : 

*'  Sec.  3362.  All  manufactured  tobacco  shall  be  put  up  and  prepared  by  the 
manufacturer  for  sale,  or  removal  for  sale  or  consumption,  in  packages  of  the 
following  description  and  in  no  other  manner : 

"All  smoking  tobacco,  snuff,  fine-cut  chewing  tobacco,  all  cut  and  granulated 
tobacco,  all  shorts,  the  refuse  of  fine-cut  chewing,  which  has  passed  through  a 
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riddle  of  thirty-six  meshes  to  the  square  inch,  and  all  refuse  scraps,  clippings,  cut- 
tings, and  sweepings  of  tobacco,  and  all  other  kinds  of  tobacco  not  otherwise  pro- 
vided for,  in  packages  containing  one-eighth  of  an  ounce,  three-eighths  of  an 
ounce,  and  further  packages  with  a  difference  between  each  package  and  the  one 
next  smaller  of  one-eighth  of  an  ounce  up  to  and  including  two  ounces,  and  fur- 
ther packages  with  a  difference  between  each  package  and  the  one  next  smaller  of 
one-fourth  of  an  ounce  up  to  and  including  four  ounces,  and  packages  of  five 
ounces,  six  ounces,  seven  ounces,  eight  ounces,  ten  ounces,  twelve  ounces,  four- 
teen ounces,  and  sixteen  ounces :  Provided,  That  snuff  may,  at  the  option  of 
the  manufacturer,  be  put  up  in  bladders  and  in  jars  containing  not  exceeding 
twenty  pounds. 

**A11  cavendish,  plug,  and  twist  tobacco,  in  wooden  packages  not  exceeding 
two  hundred  pounds  net  weight. 

''And  every  such  wooden  package  shall  have  printed  or  marked  thereon  the 
manufacturer's  name  and  place  of  manufacture,  the  registered  number  of  the 
manufactory,  and  the  gross  weight,  the  tare,  and  the  net  weight  of  the  tobacco 
in  each  package :  Provided,  That  these  limitations  and  descriptions  of  packages 
shall  not  apply  to  tobacco  and  snuff  transported  in  bond  for  exportation  and 
actually  exported:  And  provided  further ^  That  perique  tobacco,  snuff  flour, 
fine-cut  shorts,  the  refuse  of  fine-cut  chewing  tobacco,  refuse  scraps,  clippings, 
cuttings,  and  sweepings  of  tobacco,  may  be  sold  in  bulk  as  material,  and  without 
the  payment  of  tax,  by  one  manufacturer  directly  to  another  manufacturer,  or 
for  export,  under  such  restrictions,  rules,  and  regulations  as  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenue  may  prescribe :  And  provided  further,  That  wood,  metal, 
paper,  or  other  materials  may  be  used  separately  or  in  combination  for  packing 
tobacco,  snuff,  and  cigars,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Commissioner  of  Inter- 
nal Revenue  may  establish.'' 

For  K.  S.  sec.  3362,  before  the  amendment  made  by  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  see  4  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  (2d   ed.)  141. 

Sec.  703.    [Cigarette  paper  —  amount  of  tax — ^bond  —  records  —  return.] 

That  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid,  in  lieu  of  the  taxes  imposed  by 
section  703  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  upon  cigarette  paper  made  up  into 
packages,  books,  sets,  or  tubes,  made  up  in  or  imported  into  the  United  States 
and  hereafter  sold  by  the  manufacturer  or  importer  to  any  person  (other  than 
to  a  manufacturer  of  cigarettes  for  use  by  him  in  the  manufacture  of  cigarettes) 
the  following  taxes,  to  be  paid  by  the  manufacturer  or  importer:  On  each 
package,  book,  or  set,  containing  more  than  twenty-five  but  not  more  than  fifty 
papers,  l^  cent;  containing  more  than  fifty  but  not  more  than  one  hundred 
papers,  1  cent ;  containing  more  than  one  hundred  papers,  y^  cent  for  each  fifty 
papers  or  fractional  part  thereof ;  and  upon  tubes,  1  cent  for  each  fifty  tubes 
or  fractional  part  thereof. 

Every  manufacturer  of  cigarettes  purchasing  any  cigarette  paper  made  up 
into  tubes  (a)  shall  give  bond  in  an  amount  and  with  sureties  satisfactory  to 
the  Commissioner  that  he  will  use  such  tubes  in  the  manufacture  of  cigarettes  or 
pay  thereon  a  tax  equivalent  to  the  tax  imposed  by  this  section,  and  (b)  shall 
keep  such  records  and  render  under  oath  such  returns  as  the  Commissioner  finds 
necessary  to  show  the  disposition  of  all  tubes  purchased  or  imported  by  such 
manufacturer  of  cigarettes. 

For  gee.  703  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  156. 
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Sec.  704«  [Leaf  tobacco  —  requirements  imposed  on  dealers  —  B.  8.  sec. 
3360  re-enacted.]  That  section  3360  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended  by 
section  704  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  is  re-enacted  without  change,  as  follows: 

**  Sec.  3360.  (a)  Every  dealer  in  leaf  tobacco  shall  file  with  the  collector  of 
the  district  in  which  his  business  is  carried  on  a  statement  in  duplicate,  sub- 
scribed under  oath,  setting  forth  the  place,  and,  if  in  a  city,  the  street  and  num- 
ber of  the  street,  where  his  business  is  to  be  carried  on,  and  the  exact  location 
of  each  place  where  leaf  tobacco  is  held  by  him  on  storage,  and,  whenever  he 
adds  to  or  discontinues  any  of  his  leaf  tobacco  storage  places,  he  shall  give 
immediate  notice  to  the  collector  of  the  district  in  which  he  is  registered. 

**  Every  such  dealer  shall  give  a  bond  with  surety,  satisfactory  to,  and  to  be 
approved  by,  the  collector  of  the  district,  in  such  penal  sum  as  the  collector  may 
require,  not  less  than  $500 ;  and  a  new  bond  may  be  required  in  the  discretion  of 
the  collector,  or  under  instructions  of  the  Commissioner. 

**  Every  such  dealer  shall  be  assigned  a  number  by  the  collector  of  the  dis- 
trict, which  number  shall  appear  in  every  inventory,  invoice  and  report  ren- 
dered by  the  dealer,  who  shall  also  obtain  certificates  from  the  collector  of  the 
district  setting  forth  the  place  where  his  business  is  carried  on  and  the  places 
designated  by  the  dealer  as  the  places  of  storage  of  his  tobacco,  which  certificates 
shall  be  posted  conspicuously  within  the  dealer's  registered  place  of  business, 
and  within  each  designated  place  of  storage. 

**  (b)  Every  dealer  in  leaf  tobacco  shall  make  and  deliver  to  the  collector  of 
the  district  a  true  inventory  of  the  quantity  of  the  different  kinds  of  tobacco 
held  or  owned,  and  where  stored  by  him,  on  the  1st  day  of  January  of  each  year, 
or  at  the  time  of  commencing  and  at  the  time  of  concluding  business,  if  before 
or  after  the  1st  day  of  January,  such  inventory  to  be  made  under  oath  and 
rendered  in  such  form  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner. 

**  Every  dealer  in  leaf  tobacco  shall  render  such  invoices  and  keep  such 
records  as  shall  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner,  and  shall  enter  therein, 
day  by  day,  and  upon  the  same  day  on  which  the  circumstance,  thing  or  act  to 
be  recorded  is  done  or  occurs,  an  accurate  account  of  the  number  of  hogsheads, 
tierces,  c&ses  and  bales,  and  quantity  of  leaf  tobacco  contained  therein,  purchased 
or  received  by  him,  on  assignment,  consignment,  for  storage,  by  transfer  or 
otherwise,  and  of  whom  purchased  or  received,  and  the  number  of  hogsheads, 
tierces,  cases  and  bales,  and  the  quantity  of  leaf  tobacco  contained  therein,  sold 
by  him,  with  the  name  and  residence  in  each  instance  of  the  person  to  whom 
sold,  and  if  shipped,  to  whom  shipped,  and  to  what  district ;  such  records  shall 
be  kept  at  his  place  of  business  at  all  times  and  preserved  for  a  period  of  two 
years,  and  the  same  shall  be  open  at  all  hours  for  the  inspection  of  any  internal- 
revenue  officer  or  agent. 

**  Every  dealer  in  leaf  tobacco  on  or  before  the  tenth  day  of  each  month, 
shall  furnish  to  the  collector  of  the  district  a  true  and  complete  report  of  all 
purchases,  receipts,  sales  and  shipments  of  leaf  tobaeco  made  by  him  during 
the  month  next  preceding,  which  report  shall  be  verified  and  rendered  in  such 
form  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  shall  prescribe. 

*'  (c)  Sales  or  shipments  of  leaf  tobacco  by  a  dealer  in  leaf  tobacco  shall  be 
in  quantities  of  not  less  than  a  hogshead,  tierce,  case,  or  bale,  except  loose  leaf 
tobacco  comprising  the  breaks  on  warehouse  floors,  and  except  to  a  duly  regis- 
tered manufacturer  of  cigars  for  use  in  his  own  manufactory  exclusively. 
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**  Dealers  in  leaf  tobacco  shall  make  shipments  of  leaf  tobacco  only  to  other 
dealera  in  leaf  tobacco,  to  registered  manufacturers  of  tobacco,  snuff,  cigars  or 
cigarettes,  or  for  export. 

**(d)  Upon  all  leaf  tobacco  sold,  removed  or  shipped  by  any  dealer  in  leaf 
tobacco  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (c),  or  in  respect  to  which 
no  report  has  been  made  by  such  dealer  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
subdivision  (b),  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected  and  paid  a  tax  equal 
to  the  tax  then  in  force  upon  manufactured  tobacco,  such  tax  to  be  assessed  and 
collected  in  the  same  manner  as  the  tax  on  manufactured  tobacco. 

(e)  Every  dealer  in  leaf  tobacco  — 

(1)  who  neglects  or  refuses  to  furnish  the  statement,  to  give  bond,  to  keep 
books,  to  file  inventory  or  to  render  the  invoices,  returns  or  reports  required 
by  the  Commissioner,  or  to  notify  the  collector  of  the  district  of  additions  to  his 
places  of  storage ;  or 

(2)  who  ships  or  delivers  leaf  tobacco,  except  as  herein  provided;  or 

(3)  who  fraudulently  omits  to  account  for  tobacco  purchased,  received,  sold, 
or  shipped ; 

shall  be  fined  not  less  than  $100  or  more  than  $500,  or  imprisoned  not  more  than 
one  year,  or  both. 

**  (f )  For  the  purposes  of  this  section  a  farmer  or  grower  of  tobacco  shall  not 
be  regarded  as  a  dealer  in  leaf  tobacco  in  respect  to  the  leaf  tobacco  produced 
by  him." 

For  R.  S.  see  3360,  before  its  amendment  by  the  Revenue  Act  of  191)8,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  140. 

Title  VIII. —  Tax  on  Admissions  and  Dues. 

Sec.  800.  [Admissions  — >  amount  of  tax  —  places  affected.]  (a)  That  from 
and  after  January  1,  1922,  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid, 
in  lieu  of  the  taxes  imposed  by  section  800  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  — 

(1)  A  tax  of  1  cent  for  each  10  cents  or  fraction  thereof  of  the  amount  paid 
for  admission  to  any  place  on  or  after  such  date,  including  admission  by  season 
ticket  or  subscription,  to  be  paid  by  the  person  paying  for  such  admission ;  but 
where  the  amount  paid  for  admission  is  10  cents  or  less,  no  tax  shall  be  imposed ; 

(2)  Upon  tickets  or  cards  of  admission  to  theaters,  operas,  and  other  places 
of  amusement,  sold  at  news  stands,  hotels,  and  places  other  than  the  ticket 
offices  of  such  theaters,  operas,  or  other  places  of  amusement,  at  not  to  exceed 
50  cents  in  excess  of  the  sum  of  the  established  price  therefor  at  such  ticket 
offices  plus  the  amount  of  any  tax  imposed  under  paragraph  (1) ,  a  tax  equivalent 
to  5  per  centum  of  the  amount  of  such  excess ;  and  if  sold  for  more  than  50  cents 
in  excess  of  the  sum  of  such  established  price  plus  the  amount  of  any  tax  imposed 
under  paragraph  (1),  a  tax  equivalent  to  50  per  centum  of  the  whole  amount 
of  such  excess,  such  taxes  to  be  returned  and  paid,  in  the  manner  and  subject 
to  the  penalties  and  interest  provided  in  section  903,  by  the  person  selling  such 
tickets; 

(3)  A  tax  equivalent  to  50  per  centum  of  the  amount  for  which  the  pro- 
prietors, managers,  or  employees  of  any  opera  house,  theater,  or  other  place  of 
amusement  sell  or  dispose  of  tickets  or  cards  of  admission  in  excess  of  the  regu- 
lar or  established  price  or  charge  therefor,  such  tax  to  be  returned  and  paid,  in 
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the  manner  and  subject  to  the  penalties  and  interest  provided  in  section  903, 
by  the  person  selling  such  tickets; 

(4)  In  the  case  of  persons  having  the  permanent  use  of  boxes  or  seats  in  an 
opera  house  or  any  place  of  amusement  or  a  lease  for  the  use  of  such  box  or 
seat  in  such  opera  house  or  place  of  amusement  (in  lieu  of  the  tax  imposed  by 
paragraph  (1) ),  a  tax  equivalent  to  10  per  centum  of  the  amount  for  which  a 
similar  box  or  seat  is  sold  for  each  performance  or  exhibition  at  which  the  box 
or  seat  is  used  or  reserved  by  or  for  the  lessee  or  holder,  such  tax  to  be  paid  by 
the  lessee  or  holder ;  and 

(5)  A  tax  of  iy2  cents  for  each  10  cents  or  fraction  thereof  of  the  amount 
paid  for  admission  to  any  public  performance  for  profit  at  any  roof  garden', 
cabaret,  or  other  similar  entertainment,  to  which  the  charge  for  admission  is 
wholly  or  in  part  included  in  the  price  paid  for  refreshment,  service,  or  mer- 
chandise ;  the  amount  paid  for  such  admission  to  be  deemed  to  be  20  per  centum 
of  the  amount  paid  for  refreshment,  service,  and  merchandise ;  such  tax  to  be 
paid  by  the  person  paying  for  such  refreshment,  service,  or  merchandise. 

(b)  No  tax  shall  be  levied  under  this  title  in  respect  to  (1)  any  admissions 
all  the  proceeds  of  which  inure  (A)  exclusively  to  the  benefit  of  religious,  edu- 
cational, or  charitable  institutions,  societies,  or  organizations,  any  post  of  the 
American  Legion  or  the  women's  auxiliary  units  thereof,  societies  for  the  pre- 
vention of  cruelty  to  children  or  animals,  or  societies  or  organizations  conducted 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  maintaining  symphony  orchestra  and  receiving  sub- 
stantial support  from  voluntary  contributions,  or  of  improving  any  city,  town, 
village,  or  other  municipality,  or  of  maintaining  a  cooperative  or  community 
center  moving-picture  theater  —  if  no  part  of  the  net  earnings  thereof  inures 
to  the  benefit  of  any  private  stockholder  or  individual;  or  (B)  exclusively  tQ 
the  benefit  of  persons  in  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States;  or 
(C)  exclusively  to  the  benefit  of  persons  who  have  served  in  such  forces  and 
are  in  need;  or  (2)  any  admissions  to  agricultural  fairs  if  no  part  of  the  net 
earnings  thereof  inures  to  the  benefit  of  any  stockholders  or  members  of  the 
association  conducting  the  same,  or  admissions  to  any  exhibit,  entertainment, 
or  other  pay  feature  conducted  by  such  association  as  part  of  any  such  fair, — 
if  the  proceeds  therefrom  are  used  exclusively  for  the  improvement,  maintenance 
and  operation  of  such  agricultural  fairs. 

(c)  The  term  ''  admission  "  as  used  in  this  title  includes  seats  and  tables, 
reserved  or  otherwise,  and  other  similar  accommodations,  and  the  charges  made 
therefor. 

(d)  The  price  (exclusive  of  the  tax  to  be  paid  by  the  person  paying  for 
admission)  at  which  every  admission  ticket  or  card  is  sold  shall  be  conspicuoush/ 
and  indelibly  printed,  stamped,  or  written  on  the  face  or  back  of  that  part  of 
the  ticket  which  is  to  be  taken  up  by  the  management  of  the  theater,  opera,  or 
other  place  of  amusement,  together  with  the  name  of  the  vendor  if  sold  other 
than  at  the  ticket  office  of  the  theater,  opera,  or  other  place  of  amusement. 
Whoever  sells  an  admission  ticket  or  card  on  which  the  name  of  the  vendor  and 
price  is  not  so  printed,  stamped,  or  written,  or  at  a  price  in  excess  of  the  price 
so  printed,  stamped,  or  written  thereon,  is  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  upon 
conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $100. 

For  sec.  800  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  158. 
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Sec.  801.  [Olnb  dues  and  fees.]  That  from  and  after  January  1,  1922,  there 
shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid,  in  lieu  of  the  taxes  imposed  by 
section  801  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  a  tax  equivalent  to  10  per  centum  of 
any  amount  paid  on  or  after  such  date,  for  any  period  after  such  date,  (a)  as 
dues  or  membership  fees  (where  the  dues  or  fees  of  an  active  resident  annual 
member  are  in  excess  of  $10  per  year)  to  any  social,  athletic,  or  sporting  club 
or  organization;  or  (b)  as  initiation  fees  to  such  a  club  or  organization,  if  such 
fees  amount  to  more  than  $10,  or  if  the  dues  or  membership  fees  (not  including 
initiation  fees)  of  an  active  resident  annual  member  are  in  excess  of  $10  per 
year ;  .such  taxes  to  be  paid  by  the  person  paying  such  dues  or  fees :  Provided, 
That  there  shall  be  exempted  from  the  provisions  of  this  section  all  amounts 
paid  as  dues  or  fees  to  a  fraternal  society,  order,  or  association,  operating  under 
the  lodge  system.  In  the  case  of  life  memberships  a  life  member  shall  pay  annu- 
ally, at  the  time  for  the  payment  of  dues  by  active  resident  annual  members, 
a  tax  equivalent  to  the  tax  upon  the  amount  paid  by  such  a  member,  but  shall 
pay  no  tax  upon  the  amount  paid  for  life  membership. 

For  sec.  801  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  see  1919  Supp.  1^. 

Sec.  802.  [Collection  of  tax  on  admissions,  dues  and  fees.]  That  every  per- 
son receiving  any  payments  for  such  admission,  dues,  or  fees,  shall  collect  the 
amount  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  800  or  801  from  the  person  making  such 
payments.  Every  club  or  oi^anization  having  life  members,  shall  collect  from 
such  members  the  amount  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  801.  In  all  the  above 
cases  returns  and  payments  of  the  amount  so  collected  shall  be  made  at  the  same 
time  and  in  the  same  manner  and  subject  to  the  same  penalties  and  interest  as 
provided  in  section  502. 

Title  IX. —  Excise  Taxes. 

Sec.  900.  [Enumeration  of  articles  taxed  —  amount  of  tax.]  That  from 
and  after  January  1,  1922,  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid 
upon  the  following  articles  sold  or  leased  by  the  manufacturer,  producer,  or 
importer,  a  tax  equivalent  to  the  following  percentage  of  the  price  for  which  so 
sold  or  leased  — 

(1)  Automobile  trucks  and  automobile  wagons  (including  tires,  inner  tubes, 
parts,  and  accessories  therefor,  sold  on  or  in  connection  therewith  or  with  the 
sale  thereof)  3  per  centum ; 

(2)  Other  automobiles  and  motor  cycles  (including  tires,  inner  tubes,  parts, 
and  accessories  therefor,  sold  on  or  in  connection  therewith  or  with  the  sale 
thereof),  except  tractors,  5  per  centum; 

(3)  Tires,  inner  tubes,  parts,  or  accessories  for  any  of  the  articles  enumerate^ 
in  subdivision  (1)  or  (2),  sold  to  any  person  other  than  a  manufacturer  or  pro- 
ducer of  any  of  the  articles  enumerated  in  subdivision  (1)  or  (2),  5  per  centum; 

(4)  Cameras,  weighing  not  more  than  100  pounds,  and  lenses  for  such  cameras, 
10  per  centum; 

(5)  Photographic  films  and  plates  (other  than  moving-picture  films),  5  per 
centum ; 

(6)  Candy,  3  per  centum; 
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(7)  Firearms,  shells,  and  cartridges,  except  those  sold  for  the  use  of  the 
United  States,  any  State,  Territory,  or  possession  of  the  United  States,  any 
political  subdivision  thereof,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  10  per  centum ; 

(8)  Hunting  and  bowie  knives,  10  per  centum; 

(9)  Dirk  knives,  daggers,  sword  caiies,  stilettos,  and  brass  or  metallic  knuckles, 
100  per  centum; 

(10)  Cigar  or  cigarette  holders  and  pipes,  composed  wholly  or  in  part  of 
meerschaiun  or  amber,  humidors,  and  smoking  stands,  10  per  centum ; 

(11)  Automatic  slot-device  vending  machines,  5  per  centum,  and  automatic 
slot-device  weighing  machines,  10  per  centum ;  if  the  manufacturer,  producer,  or 
importer  of  any  such  machine  operates  it  for  profit,  he  shall  pay  a  tax  in  respect 
to  each  such  machine  put  into  operation  equivalent  to  5  per  centum  of  its  fair 
market  value  in  the  case  of  a  vending  machine,  and  10  per  centum  of  its  fair 
market  value  in  the  case  of  a  weighing  machine ; 

(12)  Liveries  and  livery  boots  and  hats,  10  per  centum; 

(13)  Hunting  and  shooting  garments  and  riding  habits,  10  per  centum; 

(14)  Yachts  and  motor  boats  not  designed  for  trade,  fishing,  or  national 
defense;  and  pleasure  boats  and  pleasure  canoes  if  sold  for  more  than  $100^ 
10  per  centum. 

If  any  manufacturer,  producer,  or  importer  of  any  of  the  articles  enumerated 
in  this  section  customarily  sells  such  articles  both  at  wholesale  and  at  retail, 
the  tax  in  the  case  of  any  article  sold  by  him  at  retail  shall  be  computed  on  the 
price  for  which  like  articles  are  sold  by  him  at  wholesale. 

The  taxes  imposed  by  this  section  shall,  in  the  case  of  any  article  in  respect 
to  which  a  corresi>onding  tax  is  imposed  by  section  900  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1918,  be  in  lieu  of  such  tax. 

Sec.  901.  [Articles  subject  to  tax  sold  or  leased  at  less  than  fair  market 
value  —  effect.]  That  if  any  person  who  manufactures,  produces  or  imports 
any  article  enumerated  in  section  900,  or  leases  or  licenses  for  exhibition  any 
positive  motion-picture  film  containing  a  picture  ready  for  projection,  (a)  sells, 
leases,  or  licenses  such  article  to  a  corporation  affiliated  with  such  person  within 
the  meaning  of  section  240  of  this  Act,  at  less  than  the  fair  market  price  obtain- 
able therefor,  the  tax  thereon  shall  be  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  price  at 
which  such  article  is  sold,  leased  or  licensed  by  such  affiliated  corporation; 
and  (b)  if  any  such  person  sells,  leases,  or  licenses  such  article  whether  through 
any  agreement,  arrangement,  or  understanding,  or  otherwise,  at  less  than  the 
fair  market  price  obtainable  therefor,  either  (1)  in  such  manner  as  directly  or 
indirectly  to  benefit  such  person  or  any  person  directly  or  indirectly  interested 
in  the  business  of  such  person,  or  (2)  with  intent  to  cause  such  benefit,  the 
amount  for  which  such  article  is  sold,  leased  or  licensed  shall  be  taken  to  be 
the  amount  which  would  have  been  received  from  the  sale,  lease  or  license  of 
such  article  if  sold,  leased  or  licensed  at  the  fair  market  price. 

Sec.  902.  [Sculpture  and  other  art  articles.]     That  there  shall  be  levied, 

assessed,  collected,  and  paid  upon  sculpture,  paintings,  statuary,  art  porcelains, 

and  bronzes,  sold  by  any  person  other  than  the  artist,  a  tax  equivalent  to  5  per 

centum  of  the  price  for  which  so  sold.    This  section  shall  not  apply  to  the  sale 
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of  any  such  article  (1)  to  an  educational  institution  or  public  art  museum,  or 
(2)  by  any  dealer  in  such  articles  to  another  dealer  in  such  articles  for  resale. 

Sec.  903.  [Betums  —  payment  of  tax  —  penalty  for  nonpayment.]  That 
every  person  liable  for  any  tax  imposed  by  section  900,  902,  or  904,  shall  make 
monthly  returns  under  oath  in  duplicate  and  pay  the  taxes  imposed  by  such 
sections  to  the  collector  for  the  district  in  which  is  located  the  principal  place  of 
business.  Such  returns  shall  contain  such  information  and  be  made  at  such 
times  and  in  such  manner  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary,  may  by  regulations  prescribe. 

The  tax  shall,  without  assessment  by  the  Commissioner  or  notice  from  the 
collector,  be  due  and  payable  to  the  collector  at  the  time  so  fixed  for  filing  the 
return.  If  the  tax  is  not  paid  when  due,  there  shall  be  added  as  part  of  the  tax 
a  penalty  of  5  per  centum,  together  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  1  per  centum 
for  each  full  month,  from  the  time  when  the  tax  became  due. 

Sec.  904.  [Luxury  taxes  —  articles  affected.]  That  from  and  after  Janu- 
ary 1,  1922,  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid,  in  lieu  of  the 
taxes  imposed  by  section  904  of  the  Kevenue  Act  of  1918,  upon  the  following 
articles  sold  or  leased  by  the  manufacturer,  producer,  or  importer,  a  tax  equiva- 
lent to  5  per  centum  of  so  much  of  the  price  for  which  so  sold  or  leased  as  is  in 
excess  of  the  price  hereinafter  specified  as  to  each  such  article  — 

(1)  Carpets  and  rugs,  including  fiber,  on  the  amount  in  excess  of  $4.50  per 
square  yard  in  the  case  of  carpets  and  $6  per  square  yard  in  the  case  of  rugs; 

(2)  Trunks,  on  the  amount  in  excess  of  $35  each ; 

(3)  Valises,  traveling  bags,  suit  cases,  hat  boxes  used  by  travelers,  and  fitted 
toilet  cases,  on  the  amount  in  excess  of  $25  each ; 

(4)  Purses,  pocketbooks,  shopping  and  hand  bags,  on  the  amount  in  excess  of 
$5  each ; 

(5)  Portable  lighting  fixtures,  including  lamps  of  all  kinds  and  lamp  shades, 
on  the  amount  in  excess  of  $10  each ; 

(6)  Fans,  on  the  amount  in  excess  of  $1  each. 

Sec.  905.  [Tax  on  jewelry,  etc. —  watches  and  clocks  —  glasses  —  returns  — 
payment  of  tax.]  (a)  That  on  and  after  January  1,  1922,  there  shall  be  levied, 
assessed,  collected,  and  paid  (in  lieu  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  905  of  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1918)  upon  all  articles  commonly  or  commercially  known  as 
jewelry,  whether  real  or  imitation;  pearls,  precious  and  semiprecious  stones, 
and  imitations  thereof ;  articles  made  of,  or  ornamented,  mounted  or  fitted  with, 
precious  metals  or  imitations  thereof  or  ivory  (not  including  surgical  instru- 
ments, eyeglasses,  and  spectacles);  watches;  clocks;  opera  glasses;  lorgnettes; 
marine  glasses,;  field  glasses;  and  binoculars;  upon  any  of  the  above  when  sold 
by  or  for  a  dealer  or  his  estate  for  consumption  or  use,  a  tax  equivalent  to  5  per 
centum  of  the  price  for  which  so  sold. 

(b)  Every  person  selling  any  of  the  articles  enumerated  in  this  section  shall 
make  returns  under  oath  in  duplicate  (monthly  or  quarterly  as  the  Commis- 
sioner, with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  prescribe)  and  pay  the  taxes 
imposed  in  respect  to  such  articles  by  this  section  to  the  collector  for  the  district 
in  which  is  located  the  principal  place  of  business.    Such  returns  shall  contain 
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such  information  and  be  made  at  such  times  and  in  such  manner  as  the  Com- 
missioner, with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  may  by  regulations  prescribe. 

(e)  The  tax  shall,  without  assessment  by  the  Commissioner  or  notice  from 
the  collector,  be  due  and  payable  to  the  collector  at  the  time  so  fixed  for  filing 
the  return.  If  the  tax  is  not  paid  when  due,  there  shall  be  added  as  part  of  the 
tax  a  penalty  of  5  per  centum,  together  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  1  per  centum 
for  each  full  month,  from  the  time  when  the  tax  became  due. 

For  sec.  905  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  163. 

Sec.  906.  [Executory  contracts  of  sales  made  prior  to  Aug.  16,  1921  — 
payment  of  taxes  —  refunds.]  (a)  That  if  (1)  any  person  has,  prior  to 
August  15,  1921,  made  a  bona  fide  contract  with  a  dealer  for  the  sale  or  lease, 
after  the  tax  takes  effect,  of  any  article  in  respect  to  which  a  tax  is  imposed  by 
section  900  or  904,  or  by  this  subdivision,  and  in  respect  to  which  no  corresi)ond- 
ing  tax  was  imposed  by  section  900  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  and  (2)  such 
contract  does  not  permit  the  adding,  to  the  amount  to  be  paid  thereunder,  of  the 
whole  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  900  or  904  of  this  Act  or  by  this  subdivision ; 
then  the  vendee  or  lessee  shall,  in  lieu  of  the  vendor  or  lessor,  pay  so  much  of 
the  tax  imposed  by  section  900  or  904  of  this  Act  or  by  this  subdivision  as  is  not . 
so  permitted  to  be  added  to  the  contract  price.  If  a  contract  of  the  character 
above  described  was  made  with  any  person  other  than  a  dealer,  no  tax  shall  be 
collected  under  this  Act. 

(b)  If  (1)  any  person  has,  prior  to  August  15,  1921,  made  a  bona  fide  con- 
tract with  any  other  person  for  the  sale  or  lease,  after  the  tax  takes  effect,  of 
any  article  in  respect  to  which  a  tax  is  imposed  by  section  900  of  this  Act,  and 
in  respect  to  which  a  corresponding  but  greater  tax  was  imposed  by  section  900 
of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  (2)  the  contract  price  includes  the  amount  of  the 
tax  imposed  by  section  900  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  and  (3)  such  contract 
does  not  permit  the  deduction,  from  the  amount  to  be  paid  thereunder,  of  the 
whole  of  the  difference  between  the  corresponding  tax  imposed  by  section  900 
of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  and  the  tax  imposed  by  section  900  of  this  Act ; 
then  the  vendor  or  lessor  shall  refund  to  the  vendee  or  lessee  so  much  of  the 
amount  of  such  difference  as  is  not  so  permitted  to  be  deducted  from  the  contract  . 
price. 

(c)  If  (1)  any  person  has,  prior  to  August  15,  1921,  made  a  bona  fide  con- 
tract with  any  other  person  for  the  sale  or  lease,  after  December  31,  1921,  of 
any  article  in  respect  to  which  a  tax  was  imposed  by  section  900  of  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1918,  and  in  respect  to  which  no  corresponding  tax  is  imposed  by  section 
900  of  this  Act,  (2)  the  contract  price  includes  the  amount  of  the  tax 
imposed  by  section  900  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  and  (3)  such  contract  does 
not  permit  deduction,  from  the  amount  to  be  paid  thereunder,  of  the  tax  imposed 
by  section  900  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918 ;  then  the  vendor  or  lessor  shall 
refund  to  the  vendee  or  lessee  so  much  of  the  amount  of  such  tax  as  is  not  so 
permitted  to  be  deducted  from  the  contract  price. 

(d)  The  taxes  payable  by  the  vendee  or  lessee  under  subdivision  (a),  shall 
be  paid  to  the  vendor  or  lessor  at  the  time  the  sale  or  lease  is  consummated,  and 
collected,  returned,  and  paid  to  the  United  States  by  such  vendor  or  lessor  in 
the  same  manner  and  subject  to  the  same  penalties  and  interest  as  provided  by 
section  903. 
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(e)  Any  refund  by  the  vendor  or  lessor  under  subdivision  (b)  or  (e)  shall 
be  made  at  the  time  the  sale  or  lease  is  consummated.  Upon  the  failure  of  the 
vendor  or  lessor  so  to  refund,  he  shall  be  liable  to  the  vendee  or  lessee  for  dam- 
ages in  the  amount  of  three  times  the  amount  of  such  refund,  and  the  court 
shall  include  in  any  judgment  in  favor  of  the  vendee  or  lessee  in  any  suit  for  the 
recovery  of  such  damages,  costs  of  the  suit  and  a  reasonable  attorney's  fee  to  be 
fixed  by  the  court. 

(f )  A  vendee  who  purchases  any  article  with  intent  to  use  it  in  the  manufac- 
ture or  production  of  another  article  intended  for  sale  shall  be  included  in  the 
term  "  dealer,"  as  used  in  this  section. 

For  sec.  900  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  163. 

Title  X. —  Special  Taxes. 
Sec.  1000.  Capital  stock  tax.     (a)  That  on  and  after  July  1,  1922,  in  lieu 
of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  1000  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  — 

(1)  Every  domestic  corporation  shall  pay  annually  a  special  excise  tax  with 
respect  to  carrying  on  or  doing  business,  equivalent  to  $1  for  each  $1,000  of  so 
much  of  the  fair  average  value  of  its  capital  stock  for  the  preceding  year  ending 
June  30  as  is  in  excess  of  $5,000.  In  estimating  the  value  of  capital  stock  the 
surplus  and  undivided  profits  shall  be  included ; 

(2)  Every  foreign  corporation  shall  pay  annually  a  special  excise  tax  with 
respect  to  carrying  on  or  doing  business  in  the  United  States,  equivalent  to  $1 
for  each  $1,000  of  the  average  amount  of  capital  employed  in  the  transaction 
of  its  business  in  the  United  States  during  the  preceding  year  ending  June  30. 

(b)  The  taxes  imposed  by  this  section  shall  not  apply  in  any  year  to  any 
corporation  which  was  not  engaged  in  business  (or,  in  the  case  of  a  foreign  cor- 
poration, not  engaged  in  business  in  the  United  States)  during  the  preceding 
year  ending  June  30,  nor  to  any  corporation  enumerated  in  section  231,  nor  to 
any  insurance  company  subject  to  the  tax  imposed  by  section  243  or  246. 

(c)  Section  257  shall  apply  to  all  returns  filed  with  the  Commissioner  for 
purposes  of  the  tax  imposed  by  this  section. 

For  Bee.  1000  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  165. 

MISCELLANEOUS  OCCUPATIONAL  TAXES. 

Sbc.  1001.  (a)  [Occupations  enumerated.]  That  on  and  after  July  1,  1922, 
there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  annually  the  following  special  taxes  — 

(1)  Brokers  shall  pay  $50.  Every  person  whose  business  it  is  to  negotiate 
purchases  or  sales  of  stocks,  bonds,  exchange,  bullion,  coined  money,  bank  notes, 
promissory  notes,  other  securities,  produce  or  merchandise,  for  others,  shall  be 
regarded  as  a  broker.  If  a  broker  is  a  member  of  a  stock  exchange,  or  if  he  is 
a  member  of  any  produce  exchange,  board  of  trade,  or  similar  organization, 
where  produce  or  merchandise  is  sold,  he  shall  pay  an  additional  amount  as 
follows:  If  the  average  value,  during  the  preceding  year  ending  June  30,  of 
a  seat  or  membership  in  such  exchange  or  organization  was  $2,000  or  more  but 
not  more  than  $5,000,  $100 ;  if  such  value  was  more  than  $5,000,  $150. 

(2)  Pawnbrokers  shall  pay  $100.  Every  person  whose  business  or  occupa- 
tion it  is  to  take  or  receive,  by  way  of  pledge,  pawn,  or  exchange,  any  goods, 
wares,  or  merchandise,  or  any  kind  of  personal  property  whatever,  as  security 
for  the  repayment  of  money  loaned  thereon,  shall  be  regarded  as  a  pawnbroker. 
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(3)  Ship  hrokers  shall  pay  $50.  Every  person  whose  business  it  is  as  a  broker 
to  negotiate  freights  and  other  business  for  the  owners  of  vessels  or  for  the 
shippers  or  consignors  or  consignees  of  freight  carried  by  vessels,  shall  be 
regarded  as  a  ship  broker. 

(4)  CuBtomhouse  brokers  shall  pay  $50.  Every  person  whose  occupation  it  is, 
as  the  agent  of  others,  to  arrange  entries  and  other  customhoiise  papers,  or 
transact  business  at  any  port  of  entry  relating  to  the  importation  or  exportation 
of  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise,  shall  be  regarded  as  a  customhouse  broker. 

(5)  Proprietors  of  theaters,  museums,  and  concert  halls,  where  a  charge  for 
admission  is  made,  having  a  seating  capacity  of  not  more  than  two  hundred  and 
fifty,  shall  pay  $50;  having  a  seating  capacity  of  more  than  two  hundred  and 
fifty  and  not  exceeding  five  hundred,  shall  pay  $100;  having  a  seating  capacity 
exceeding  five  hundred  and  not  exceeding  eight  hundred,  shall  pay  $150;  having 
a  seating  capacity  of  more  than  eight  hundred,  shall  pay  $200.  Every  edifice 
used  for  the  purpose  of  dramatic  or  operatic  or  other  representations,  plays, 
or  performances,  for  admission  to  which  entrance  money  is  received,  not  includ- 
ing halls  or  armories  rented  or  used  occasionally  for  concerts  or  theatrical 
representations,  and  not  including  edifices  owned  by  religious,  educational  or 
charitable  institutions,  societies  or  organizations  where  all  the  proceeds  from 
admissions  inure  exclusively  to  the  benefit  of  such  institutions,  societies  or  organ- 
izations or  exclusively  to  the  benefit  of  persons  in  the  military  or  naval  forces 
of  the  United  States,  shall  be  regarded  as  a  theater:  Provided,  That  in  cities, 
towns,  or  villages  of  five  thousand  inhabitants  or  less  the  amount  of  such  pay- 
ment shall  be  one-half  of  that  above  stated :  Provided  further,  That  whenever 
any  such  edifice  is  under  lease  at  the  time  the  tax  is  due,  the  tax  shall  be  paid 
by  the  lessee,  unless  otherwise  stipulated  between  the  parties  to  the  lease. 

(6)  The  proprietor  or  proprietors  of  circuses  shall  pay  $100.  Every  building, 
space,  tent,  or  area,  where  feats  of  horsemanship  or  acrobatic  sports  or  theatri- 
cal performances  not  otherwise  provided  for  in  this  section  are  exhibited  shall 
be  regarded  as  a  circus :  Provided,  That  no  special  tax  paid  in  one  State,  Terri- 
tory, or  the  District  of  Columbia,  shall  exempt  exhibiticms  from  the  tax  in 
another  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  but  one  special  tax 
shall  be  imposed  for  exhibitions  within  any  one  State,  Territory,  or  District. 

(7)  Proprietors  or  agents  of  all  other  public  exhibitions  or  shows  for  money 
not  enumerated  in  this  section  shall  pay  $15 :  Provided,  That  a  special  tax  paid 
in  one  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia  shall  not  exempt  exhibitions 
from  the  tax  in  another  State,  Territory,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  but 
one  si)ecial  tax  shall  be  required  for  exhibitions  within  any  one  State,  Territory, 
or  the  District  of  Columbia :  Provided  further.  That  this  paragraph  shall  not 
apply  to  Chautauquas,  lecture  lyceums,  agricultural  or  industrial  fairs,  or  exhibi- 
tions held  under  the  auspices  of  religious  or  charitable  associations :  Provided 
further,  That  an  aggregation  of  entertainments,  known  as  a  street  fair,  shall  not 
pay  a  larger  tax  than  $100  in  any  State,  Territory,  or  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(8)  Proprietors  of  bowling  alleys  and  billiard  rooms  shall  pay  $10  for  each 
alley  or  table.  Every  building  or  place  where  bowls  are  thrown  or  where  games 
of  billiards  or  pool  are  played,  except  in  private  homes,  shall  be  regarded  as  a 
bowling  alley  or  a  billiard  room,  respectively. 

(9)  Proprietors  of  shooting  galleries  shall  pay  $20.  Every  building,  space, 
tent,  or  area,  where  a  charge  is  made  for  the  discharge  of  firearms  at  any  form 
of  target  shall  be  regarded  as  a  shooting  gallery. 
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(10)  Proprietors  of  riding  academies  shall  pay  $100.  Every  building,  space, 
tent,  or  area,  where  a  charge  is  made  for  instruction  in  horsemanship  or  for 
facilities  for  the  practice  of  horsemanship  shall  be  regarded  as  a  riding  academy : 
Provided,  That  this  tax  shall  not  be  collected  from  associations  composed  exclu- 
sively of  members  of  units  of  the  Federalized  National  Guard  or  the  Organized 
Reserve  and  whose  receipts  are  used  exclusively  for  the  benefit  of  such  units. 

(11)  Persons  carrying  on  the  business  of  operating  or  renting  passenger  auto- 
mohiles  for  hire  shall  pay  $10  for  each  such  automobile  having  a  seating  capacity 
of  more  than  two  and  not  more  than  seven,  and  $20  for  each  such  automobile 
having  a  seating  capacity  of  more  than  seven. 

(12)  [Brewers,  distillers,  liquor  dealers,  etc]  Every  person  carrying  on  the 
business  of  a  brewer,  distiller,  wholesale  liquor  dealer,  retail  liquor  dealer, 
wholesale  dealer  in  malt  liquor,  retail  dealer  in  malt  liquor,  or  manufacturer  of 
stills,  as  defined  in  section  3244  as  amended  and  section  3247  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  in  any  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  the  United  States  contrary  to 
the  laws  of  such  State,  Territory,  or  District,  or  in  any  place  therein  in  which 
carrying  on  such  business  is  prohibited  by  local  or  municipal  law,  shall  pay,  in 
addition  to  all  other  taxes,  special  or  otherwise,  imposed  by  existing  law  or  by 
this  Act,  $1,000. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3244,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d   ed.)   1045. 
For  R.  S.  sec.  1047,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  18. 

(b)  [Payment  of  tax  as  exempting  from  state  laws.]  The  payment  of  the 
tax  imposed  by  this  subdivision  shall  not  be  held  to  exempt  any  person  from 
any  penalty  or  punishment  provided  for  by  the  laws  of  any  State,  Territory,  or 
District  for  carrying  on  such  business  in  such  State,  Territory,  or  District,  or 
in  any  manner  to  authorize  the  commencement  or  continuance  of  such  business 
contrary  to  the  laws  of  such  State,  Territory,  or  District,  or  in  places  prohibited 
by  local  or  municipal  law. 

(c)  [Tax  imposed  in  lieu  of  tax  in  Revenue  Act  of  1918.]  The  taxes  imposed 
by  this  section  shall,  in  the  case  of  persons  upon  whom  a  corresponding  tax  is 
imposed  by  section  1001  of  the  Kevenue  Act  of  .1918,  be  in  lieu  of  such  tax. 

For  sec.  1001  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  166. 

Sec.  1002.  Special  tobacco  manufacturers'  tax.  That  on  and  after  July  1, 
1922,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  annually,  in  lieu  of  the  taxes 
imposed  by  section  1002  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  the  following  special  taxes, 
the  amount  of  such  taxes  to  be  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  sales  for  the  preced- 
ing year  ending  June  30  — 

Manufacturers  of  tobacco  whose  annual  sales  do  not  exceed  fifty  thousand 
pounds  shall  each  pay  $6 ; 

Manufacturers  of  tobacco  whose  annual  sales  exceed  fifty  thousand  and  do 
not  exceed  one  hundred  thousand  pounds  shall  each  pay  $12 ; 

Manufacturers  of  tobacco  whose  annual  sales  exceed  one  hundred  thousand 
and  do  not  exceed  two  hundred  thousand  pounds  shall  each  pay  $24; 

Manufacturers  of  tobacco  wh6se  annual  sales  exceed  two  hundred  thousand 
pounds  shall  each  pay  $24,  and  at  the  rate  of  16  cents  per  thousand  pounds,  or 
fraction  thereof,  in  respect  to  the  excess  over  two  hundred  thousand  pounds ; 

Manufacturers  of  cigars  whose  annual  sales  do  not  exceed  fifty  thousand  cigars 
shall  each  pay  $4; 
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Manufacturers  of  cigars  whose  annual  sales  exceed  fifty  thousand  and  do  not 
exceed  one  hundred  thousand  cigars  shall  each  pay  $6 ; 

Manufacturers  of  cigars  whose  annual  sales  exceed  one  hundred  thousand 
and  do  not  exceed  two  hundred  thousand  cigars  shall  each,  pay  $12 ; 

Manufacturers  of  cigars  whose  annual  sales  exceed  two  hundred  thousand 
and  do  not  exceed  four  hundred  thousand  cigars  shall  each  pay  $24 ; 

Manufacturers  of  cigars  whose  annual  sales  exceed  four  hundred  thousand 
cigars  shall  each  pay  $24,  and  at  the  rate  of  10  cents  per  thousand  cigars,  or 
fraction  thereof,  in  respect  to  the  excess  over  four  hundred  thousand  cigars ; 

Manufacturers  of  cigarettes,  including  small  cigars  weighing  not  more  than 
three  pounds  per  thousand,  shall  each  pay  at  the  rate  of  6  cents  for  every  ten 
thousand  cigarettes,  or  fraction  thereof. 

In  arriving  at  the  amount  of  special  tax  to  be  paid  under  this  section,  and 
in  the  levy  and  collection  of  such  tax,  each  person  engaged  in  the  manufacture 
of  more  than  one  of  the  classes  of  articles  sx>ecified  in  this  section  shall  be  con- 
sidered and  deemed  a  manufacturer  of  each  class  separately. 

In  computing  under  this  section  the  amount  of  annual  sales  no  account  shall 
be  taken  of  tobacco,  cigars,  or  cigarettes,  sold  for  export  and  in  due  course  so 
exported. 

For  sec.  1002  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  168. 

Sec.  1003.  Special  tax  on  use  of  boats.  That  on  and  after  July  1,  1922, 
and  thereafter  on  July  1  in  each  year,  and  also  at  the  time  of  the  original 
purchase  of  a  new  boat  by  a  user,  if  on  any  other  date  than  July  1,  there  shall 
be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid,  in  lieru  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section 
1003  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  upon  the  use  of  yachts,  pleasure  boats,  power 
boats,  sailing  boats,  and  motor  boats  with  fixed  engines,  of  over  five  net  tons 
and  over  thirty-two  feet  in  length,  not  used  exclusively  for  trade,  fishing,  or 
national  defense,  or  not  built  according  to  plans  and  specifications  approved  by 
the  Navy  Department,  a  special  excise  tax  to  be  based  on  each  yacht  or  boat, 
at  rates  as  follows :  Yachts,  pleasure  boats,  power  boats,  motor  boats  with  fixed 
engines,  and  sailing  boats,  of  over  five  net  tons,  length  over  thirty-two  feet 
and  not  over  fifty  feet,  $1  for  each  foot;  length  over  fifty  feet,  and  not  over 
one  hundred  feet,  $2  for  each  foot;  length  over  one  hundred  feet,  $4  for  each 
foot. 

In  determining  the  length  of  such  yachts,  pleasure  boats,  power  boats,  motor 
boats  with  fixed  engines,  and  sailing  boats,  the  measurement  of  over-all  length 
shall  govern. 

In  the  case  of  a  tax  imposed  at  the  time  of  the  original  purchase  of  a  new 
boat  on  any  other  date  than  July  1,  the  amount  to  be  paid  shall  be  the  same 
number  of  twelfths  of  the  amount  of  the  tax  as  the  number  of  calendar  months 
(including  the  month  of  sale)  remaining  prior  to  the  following  July  1. 

This  section  shall  not  apply  to  vessels  or  boats  used  without  profit  by  any 
benevolent,  charitable,  or  religious  organizations,  exclusively  for  furnishing  aid, 
comfort,  or  relief  to  seamen. 

For  sec.  1003  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1018,  see  1919  Supp.  169. 

Sec.  1004.  Penalty  for  nonpayment  of  special  taxes.  That  any  person  who 
carries  on  any  business  or  occupation  for  which  a  special  tax  is  imposed  by 
sections  1000,  1001  or  1002,  without  having  paid  the  special  tax  therein  pro- 
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vided,  shall,  besides  being  liable  for  the  payment  of  such  special  tax,  be  sub- 
ject to  a  penalty  of  not  more  than  $1,000  or  to  imprisonment  for  not  more 
than  one  year,  or  both. 

TAX  ON  NARCOTICS. 

Sec.  1005.  [Opium,  coca  leaves  and  preparations  therefrom  —  regulation 
of  traffic  —  registration  —  amount  of  tax  —  collection  —  Harrison  Act.]  That 
section  1  of  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  provide  for  the  registration  of,  with 
collectors  of  internal  revenue,  and  to  impose  a  special  tax  upon  all  persons  who 
produce,  import,  manufacture,  compound,  deal  in,  dispense,  sell,  distribute,  or 
give  away  opium  or  coca  leaves,  their  salts,  derivatives,  or  preparations,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  December  17,  1914,  as  amended  by  section  1006  of 
the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  is  re-enacted  without  change,  as  follows : 

'*  Section  1.  That  on  or  before  July  1  of  each  year  every  person  who  imports, 
manufactures,  produces,  compounds,  sells,  deals  in,  dispenses,  or  gives  away 
opium  or  coca  leaves,  or  any  compound,  manufacture,  salt,  derivative,  or  prepa- 
ration thereof,  shall  register  with  the  collector  of  internal  revenue  of  the  dis- 
trict his  name  or  style,  place  of  business  and  place  or  places  where  such  business 
is  to  be  carried  on,  and  pay  the  special  taxes  hereinafter  provided ; 

'*  Every  person  who  on  January  1,  1919,  is  engaged  in  any  of  the  activities 
above  enumerated,  or  who  between  such  date  and  the  passage  of  this  Act  first 
engaged  in  any  of  such  activities,  shall  within  thirty  days  after  the  passage  of 
this  Act  make  like  registration,  and  shall  pay  the  proportionate  part  of  the  tax 
for  the  period  ending  June  30,  1919 ;  and 

"  Every  person  who  first  engages  in  any  of  such  activities  after  the  passage 
of  this  Act  shall  immediately  make  like  registration  and  pay  the  proportionate 
part  of  the  tax  for  the  period  ending  on  the  following  June  30th ; 

*'  Importers,  manufacturers,  producers,  or  compounders,  $24  per  annum; 
wholesale  dealers,  $12  per  annum;  retail  dealers,  $6  per  annum;  physicians, 
dentists,  veterinary  surgeons,  and  other  practitioners  lawfully  entitled  to  dis- 
tribute, dispense,  give  away,  or  administer  any  of  the  aforesaid  drugs  to  patients 
upon  whom  they  in  the  course  of  their  professional  practice  are  in  attendance, 
shall  pay  $3  per  annum. 

*'  Every  person  who  imports,  manufactures,  compounds,  or  otherwise  pro- 
duces for  sale  or  distribution  any  of  the  aforesaid  drugs  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
an  importer,  manufacturer,  or  producer. 

'*  Every  person  who  sells  or  offers  for  sale  any  of  said  drugs  in  the  original 
stamped  packages,  as  hereinafter  provided,  shall  be  deemed  a  wholesale  dealer. 

**  Every  person  who  sells  or  dispenses  from  original  stamped  packages,  as 
hereinafter  provided,  shall  be  deemed  a  retail  dealer :  Provided,  That  the  office, 
or  if  none,  the  residence,  of  any  person  shall  be  considered  for  the  purpose  of 
this  Act  his  place  of  business ;  but  no  employee  of  any  person  who  has  registered 
and  paid  special  tax  as  herein  required,  acting  within  the  scope  of  his  employ- 
ment, shall  be  required  to  registered  and  pay  special  tax  provided  by  this  sec- 
tion :  Provided  further,  That  officials  of  the  United  States,  Territorial,  District 
of  Columbia,  or  insular  possessions.  State  or  municipal  governments,  who  in  the 
exercise  of  their  official  duties  engage  in  any  of  the  business  herein  described, 
shall  not  be  required  to  register,  nor  pay  special  tax,  nor  stamp  the  aforesaid 
drugs  as  hereinafter  prescribed,  but  their  right  to  this  exemption  shall  be  evi-- 
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denced  in  sach  manner  as  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  may  by  regulations  prescribe. 

"  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  required  to  register  under  the  provi- 
sions  of  this  Act  to  import,  manufacture,  produce,  compound,  sell,  deal  in, 
dispense,  distribute,  administer,  or  give  away  any  of  the  aforesaid  drugs  with- 
out having. registered  and  paid  the  special  tax  as  imposed  by  this  section. 

''  That  the  word  *  person  '  as  used  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to  mean  and 
include  a  partnership,  association,  company,  or  corporation,  as  well  as  a  natural 
person;  and  all  provisions  of  existing  law  relating  to  special  taxes,  as  far  as 
necessary,  are  hereby  extended  and  made  applicable  to  this  section. 

''  That  there  shall  be  levied,  assessed,  collected,  and  paid  upon  opium,  coca 
leaves,  any  compound,  salt,  derivative,  or  preparation  thereof,  produced  in  or 
imported  into  the  United  States,  and  sold,  or  removed  for  consumption  or  sale, 
an  internal-revenue  tax  at  the  rate  of  1  cent  per  ounce,  and  any  fraction  of  an 
ounce  in  a  package  shall  be  taxed  as  an  ounce,  such  tax  to  be  paid  by  the 
importer,  manufacturer,  producer,  or  compounder  thereof,  and  to  be  repre- 
sented by  appropriate  stamps,  to  be  provided  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  and  the  stamps 
herein  provided  shall  be  so  affixed  to  the  bottle  or  other  container  as  to  securely 
seal  the  stopper,  covering,  or  wrapper  thereof. 

**  The  tax  imposed  by  this  section  shall  be  in  addition  to  any  import  duty 
imposed  on  the  aforesaid  drugs. 

**  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to  purchase,  sell,  dispense,  or  distribute 
any  of  the  aforesaid  drugs  except  in  the  original  stamped  package  or  from  the 
original  stamped  package ;  and  the  absent  of  appropriate  tax-paid  stamps  from 
any  of  the  aforesaid  drugs  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  a  violation  of  this 
section  by  the  person  in  whose  possession  same  may  be  found ;  and  the  posses- 
sion of  any  original  stamped  package  containing  any  of  the  aforesaid  drugs 
by  any  person  who  has  not  registered  and  paid  special  taxes  as  required  by  this 
section  shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  liability  to  such  special  tax :  Provided, 
That  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  not  apply  to  any  person  having  in 
his  or  her  possession  any  of  the  aforesaid  drugs  which  have  been  obtained  from 
a  registered  dealer  in  pursuance  of  a  prescription,  written  for  legitimate  medical 
uses,  issued  by  a  physician,  dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or  other  practitioner 
registered  under  this  Act;  and  where  the  bottle  or  other  container  in  which 
such  drug  may  be  put  up  by  the  dealer  upon  said  prescription  bears  the  name 
and  r^istry  number  of  the  druggist,  serial  number  of  prescription,  name  and 
address  of  the  patient,  and  name,  address,  and  registry  number  of  the  person 
writing  said  prescription;  or  to  the  dispensing,  or  administration,  or  giving 
away  of  any  of  the  aforesaid  drugs  to  a  patient  by  a  registered  physician, 
dentist,  veterinary  surgeon,  or  other  practitioner  in  the  course  of  his  profes- 
sional practice,  and  where  said  drugs  are  dispensed  or  administered  to  the 
patient  for  legitimate  medical  purposes,  and  the  record  kept  as  required  by  this 
Act  of  the  drugs  so  dispensed,  administered,  distributed,  or  given  away. 

"And  all  the  provisions  of  existing  laws  relating  to  the  engraving,  issuance, 
sale,  accountability,  cancellation,  and  destruction  of  tax-paid  stamps  provided 
for  in  the  internal-revenue  laws  are,  in  so  far  as  necessary,  hereby  extended  and 
made  to  apply  to  stamps  provided  by  this  section. 
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"  That  all  unstamped  packages  of  the  aforesaid  drugs  found  in  the  possesaion 
of  any  person,  except  as  herein  provided,  shall  be  subject  to  seizure  and  for- 
feiture, and  all  the  provisions  of  existing  internal-revenue  laws  relating  to 
searches,  seizures,  and  forfeitures  of  unstamped  articles  are  hereby  extended 
to  and  made  to  apply  to  the  articles  taxed  under  this  Act  and  the  persons  upon 
whom  these  taxes  are  imposed. 

* 'Importers,  manufacturers,  and  wholesale  dealers  shall  keep  such  books  and 
records  and  render  such  monthly  returns  in  relation  to  the  transactions  in  the 
aforesaid  drugs  as  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Bevenue,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  may  by  regulations  require. 

'*  The  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  shall  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  for  carrying  the 
provisions  of  this  Act  into  effect.'' 

For  Act  of  Dec.  17,  1014,  sec.  1,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  177. 

Sec.  1006.  [Preparations  containing  limited  quantities  of  opium,  morphine, 
etc. —  application  of  Harrison  Act — record  of  sales,  etc. —  registration  — 
decocabmed  coca  leaves  and  preparations  therefrom.]  That  section  6  of  such 
Act  of  December  17,  1914,  as  amended  by  section  1007  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1918,  is  re-enacted  without  change,  as  follows : 

**  Sec.  6.  That  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall  not  be  construed  to  apply  to 
the  manufacture,  sale,  distribution,  giving  away,  dispensing,  or  possession  of 
preparations  and  remedies  which  do  not  contain  more  than  two  grains  of  opium, 
or  more  than  one-fourth  of  a  grain  of  morphine,  or  more  than  one-eighth  of  a 
grain  of  heroin,  or  more  than  one  grain  of  codeine,  or  any  salt  or  derivative  of 
any  of  them  in  one  fluid  ounce,  or,  if  a  solid  or  semisolid  preparation,  in  one 
avoirdupois  ounce;  or  to  liniments,  ointments,  or  other  preparations  which  are 
prepared  for  external  use,  only,  except  liniments,  ointments,  and  other  prepara- 
tions which  contain  cocaine  or  any  of  its  salts  or  alpha  or  beta  ucaine  or  any 
of  their  salts  or  any  synthetic  substitute  for  them :    Provided,  That  such  reme- 
dies and  preparations  are  manufactured,  sold,  distributed,  given  away,  dis- 
pensed, or  possessed  as  medicines  and  not  for  the  purpose  of  evading  the  inten- 
tions and  provisions  of  this  Act;    Provided  further^  That  any  manufacturer, 
producer,  compounder,  or  vendor    (including  dispensing  physicians)    of  the 
preparations  and  remedies  mentioned  in  this  section  shall  keep  a  record  of  all 
sales,  exchanges,  or  gifts  of  such  preparations  and  remedies  in  such  manner  as 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  shall  direct.    Such  record  shall  be  preserved  for  a  period  of  two 
years  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  readily  accessible  to  inspection  by  any  officer, 
agent  or  employee  of  the  Treasury  Department  duly  authorized  for  that  pur- 
pose, and  the  State,  Territorial,  District,  municipal,  and  insular  officers  named 
in  section  5  of  this  Act,  and  every  such  person  so  possessing  or  disposing  of  suck 
preparations  and  remedies  shall  register  as  required  in  section  1  of  this  Act 
and,  if  he  is  not  paying  a  tax  under  this  Act,  he  shall  pay  a  special  tax  of  $1 
for  each  year,  or  fractional  part  thereof,  in  which  he  is  engaged  in  such  occupa- 
tion, to  the  collector  of  internal  revenue  of  the  district  in  which  he  carries  on 
such  occupation  as  provided  in  this  Act.    The  provisions  of  this  Act  as  amended 
shall  not  apply  to  decocainized  coca  leaves  or  preparations  made  therefrom,  or 
to  other  preparations  of  coca  leaves  which  do  not  contain  cocaine.'* 

For  Act  of  Dec.  17,  1914,  sec.  6,  Bee  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2(1   ed.)   193. 
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Skc.  1007.  [Chmilscation  and  forfeitiire  of  aeixed  opium,  ooca  leaves,  etc. — 
disposition  of  forfeited  drags.]  That  all  opium,  its  salts,  derivatives,  and  com- 
pounds, and  coca  leaves,  salts,  derivatives,  and  compounds  thereof,  which  may 
now  be  under  seizure  or  which  may  hereafter  be  seized  by  the  United  States 
Government  from  any  person  or  persons  charged  with  any  violation  of  the  Act 
of  October  1,  1890,  as  amended  by  the  Acts  of  March  3,  1897,  February  9,  1909, 
and  January  17,  1914,  or  the  Act  of  December  17,  1914,  as  amended,  shall  upon 
conviction  of  the  person  or  peraons  from  whom  seized  be  confiscated  by  and 
forfeited  to  the  United  States ;  and  the  Secretary  is  hereby  authorized  to  deliver 
for  medical  or  scientific  purposes  to  any  department,  bureau,  or  other  agency 
of  the  United  States  Government,  upon  proper  application  therefor  under  such 
regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary,  any  of  the  drugs  so  seized,  confiscated,  and  forfeited  to  the  United 
States. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  also  apply  to  any  of  the  aforesaid  drugs 
seized  or  coming  into  the  possession  of  the  United  States  in  the  enforcement  of 
any  of  the  above-mentioned  Acts  where  the  owner  or  owners  thereof  are 
unknown.  None  of  the  aforesaid  drugs  coming  into  possession  of  the  United 
States  under  the  operation  of  said  Acts,  or  the  provisions  of  this  section,  shall 
be  destroyed  without  certification  by  a  committee  appointed  by  the  Commis- 
sioner, with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  that  they  are  of  no  value  for  medical 
or  scientific  purposes. 

For   the  different  Opium  Acts,  now  in  force  and  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  4  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.   (2d   ed.)   173. 

Title  XI. —  Stamp  Taxbs. 

Sec.  1100.  [Instruments,  matters  and  things  affected  by  title.]  That  on  and 
after  January  1,  1922,  there  shall  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid,  for  and  in 
respect  of  the  several  bonds,  debentures,  or  certificates  of  stock  and  of  indebted- 
ness, and  other  documents,  instruments,  matters,  and  things  mentioned  and 
described  in  Schedule  A  of  this  title,  or  for  or  in  respect  of  the  vellum,  parch- 
ment, or  paper  ujwn  which  such  instruments,  matters,  or  things,  or  any  of 
them,  are  'written  or  printed,  by  any  person  who  makes,  signs,  issues,  sells, 
removes,  consigns,  or  ships  the  same,  or  for  whose  use  or  benefit  the  same  are 
made,  signed,  issued,  sold,  removed,  consigned,  or  shipped,  the  several  taxes 
specified  in  such  schedule.  The  taxes  imposed  by  this  section  shall,  in  the  case 
of  any  article  upon  which  a  corresponding  stamp  tax  is  now  imposed  by  law,  be 
in  lieu  of  such  tax. 

Sec.  1101.  [Instruments,  etc.,  not  affected  by  title.]  That  there  shall  not 
be  taxed  under  this  title  any  bond,  note,  or  other  instrument,  issued  by  the 
United  States,  or  by  any  foreign  Government,  or  by  any  State,  Territory,  or 
the  District  of  Columbia,  or  local  subdivision  thereof,  or  municipal  or  other  cor- 
poration exercising  the  taxing  power ;  or  any  bond  of  indemnity  required  to  be 
filed  by  any  person  to  secure  payment  of  any  pension,  allowance,  allotment, 
relief,  or  insurance  by  the  United  States,  or  to  secure  a  duplicate  for,  or  the 
payment  of,  any  bond,  note,  certificate  of  indebtedness,  war-savings  certificate, 
warrant  or  cheek,  issued  by  the  United  States;  or  stocks  and  bonds  issued  by 
cooperative  building  and  loan  associations  which  are  9rganized  and  operated 
exclusively  for  the  benefit  of  their  members  and  make  loans  only  to  their  share- 
holders, or  by  mutual  ditch  or  irrigation  companies. 
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Sso.  1102.  [Offenses  —  failure  to  pay  tax  or  cancel  stamps.]  That  who- 
ever — 

(a)  Makes,  signs,  issues,  or  accepts,  or  causes  to  be  made,  signed,  issued,  or 
accepted,  any  instrument,  document,  or  paper  of  any  kind  or  description  what- 
soever without  the  full  amount  of  tax  thereon  being  duly  paid; 

(b)  Manufactures  or  imports  and  sells,  or  offers  for  sale,  or  causes  to  be 
manufactured  or  imported  and  sold,  or  offered  for  sale,  any  playing  cards, 
package,  or  other  article  without  the  full  amount  of  tax  being  duly  paid ; 

(c)  Makes  use  of  any  adhesive  stamp  to  denote  any  tax  imposed  by  this  title 
without  canceling  or  obliterating  such  stamp  as  prescribed  in  section  1104 ; 

Is  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  pay  a  fine  of 
not  more  than  $100  for  each  offense. 

Sec.  1103.  [Offenses — fraud  —  tampering  with  stamped  instrument  — 
insufficient  stamping  —  used  stamps  —  reuse  and  possession  —  counterfeit 
stamps.]    That  whoever  — 

(a)  Fraudulently  cuts,  tears,  or  removes  from  any  vellum,  parchment,  paper, 
instrument,  writing,  package,  or  article,  upon  which  any  tax  is  imposed  by  this 
title,  any  adhesive  stamp  or  the  impression  of  any  stamp,  die,  plate,  or  other 
article  provided,  made,  or  used  in 'pursuance  of  this  title; 

(b)  Fraudulently  uses,  joins,  fixes,  or  places  to,  with,  or  upon  any  vellum, 
parchment,  paper,  instrument,  writing,  package,  or  article,  upon  which  any 
tax  is  imposed  by  this  title,  (1)  any  adhesive  stamp,  or  the  impression  of  any 
stamp,  die,  plate,  or  other  article,  which  has  been  cut,  torn,  or  removed  from 
any  other  vellum,  parchment,  paper,  instrument,  writing,  package,  or  article, 
upon  which  any  tax  is  imposed  by  this  title;  or  (2)  any  adhesive  stamp  or  the 
impression  of  any  stamp,  die,  plate,  or  other  article  of  insufficient  value;  or 
(3)  any  forged  or  counterfeited  stamp,  or  the  impression  of  any  forged  or 
counterfeited  stamp,  die,  plate,  or  other  article ; 

(c)  Willfully  removes,  or  alters  the  cancellation,  or  defacing  marks  of,  or 
otherwise  prepares,  any  adhesive  stamp,  with  intent  to  use,  or  cause  the  same 
to  be  used,  after  it  has  been  already  used,  or  knowingly  or  willfully  buys,  sells, 
offers  for  sale,  or  gives  away,  any  such  washed  or  restored  stamp  to  any  person 
for  use,  or  knowingly  uses  the  same ; 

(d)  Knowingly  and  without  lawful  excuse  (the  burden  of  proof  of  such 
excuse  being  on  the  accused)  has  in  possession  any  washed,  restored,  or  altered 
stamp,  which  has  been  removed  from  any  vellum,  parchment,  paper,  instru- 
ment, writing,  package,  or  article; 

Is  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  upon  conviction  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine 
of  not  more  than  $1,000,  or  by  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  five  years,  or 
both,  and  any  such  reused,  canceled,  or  counterfeit  stamp  and  the  vellum, 
parchment,  document,  paper,  package,  or  article  upon  which  it  is  placed  or 
impressed  shall  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States. 

Sec.  1104.  [Cancellation  of  stamps  —  method.]  That  whenever  an  adhesive 
stamp  is  used  for  denoting  any  tax  imposed  by  this  title,  except  as  hereinafter 
provided,  the  person  u^ing  or  afiixing  the  same  shall  write  or  stamp  or  cause 
to  be  written  or  stamped  thereupon  the  initials  of  his  or  its  name  and  the  date 
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upon  which  the  same  is  attached  or  used,  so  that  the  same  may  not  again  be 
used:  Provided,  That  the  Commissioner  may  prescribe  such  other  method  for 
the  cancellation  of  such  stamps  as  he  may  deem  expedient. 

Sec.  1105.  [Preparation  and  distribnticm  of  stamps  —  collection  of  stamp 
taxes  omitted  from  instrument,  etc.]  (a)  That  the  Commissioner  shall  cause 
to  be  prepared  and  distributed  for  the  payment  of  the  taxes  prescribed  in  this 
title  suitable  stamps  denoting  the  tax  on  the  document,  articles,  or  thing  to 
which  the  same  may  be  afBxed,  and  shall  prescribe  such  method  for  the  aflfccing 
of  said  stamps  in  substitution  for  or  in  addition  to  the  method  provided  in  this 
title,  as  he  may  deem  expedient. 

(b)  All  internal  revenue  laws  relating  to  the  assessment  and  collection  of 
taxes  are  hereby  extended  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  title,  so  far  as  applicable, 
for  the  purpose  of .  collecting  stamp  taxes  omitted  through  mistake  or  fraud 
from  any  instrument,  document,  paper,  writing,  parcel,  package,  or  article 
named  herein. 

Skc.  1106.  [Distribution  of  stamps  to  postmaster.]  That  the  Commissioner 
shall  furnish  to  the  Postmaster  General  without  prepayment  a  suitable  quantity 
of  adhesive  stamps  to  be  distributed  to  and  kept  on  sale  by  the  various  post- 
masters in  the  United  States.  The  Postmaster  General  may  require  each  such 
postmaster  to  give  additional  or  increased  bond  as  postmaster  for  the  value  of 
the  stamps  so  furnished,  and  each  such  postmaster  shall  deposit  the  receipts 
from  the  sale  of  such  stamps  to  the  credit  of  and  render  accounts  to  the  Post- 
master General  at  such  times  and  in  such  form  as  he  may  by  regulations  pre- 
scribe. The  Postmaster  General  shall  at  least  once  monthly  transfer  all  collec- 
tions from  this  source  to  the  Treasury  as  internal-revenue  collections. 

Sec.  1107.  [Distribution  of  stamps  to  assistant  treasurer,  etc.]  (a)  That 
each  collector  shall  furnish,  without  prepajrment,  to  any  assistant  treasurer  or 
designated  depositary  of  the  United  States,  located  in  the  district  of  such  col- 
lector, a  suitable  quantity  of  adhesive  stamps  to  be  kept  on  sale  by  such  assistant 
treasurer  or  designated  depositary. 

(b)  Each  collector  shall  furnish,  without  prepayment,  to  any  person  who 
is  (1)  located  in  the  district  of  such  collector,  (2)  duly  appointed  and  acting 
as  agent  of  any  State  for  the  sale  of  stock  transfer  stamps  of  such  State,  and 
(3)  designated  by  the  Commissioner  for  the  purpose,  a  suitable  quantity  of  such 
adhesive  stamps  as  are  required  by  subdivisions  2;  3,  and  4  of  Schedule  A  of 
this  title,  to  be  kept  on  sale  by  such  person. 

(c)  In  such  cases  the  collector  may  require  a  bond,  with  sufficient  sureties, 
in  a  sum  to  be  fixed  by  the  Commissioner,  conditioned  for  the  faithful  return, 
whenever  so  required,  of  all  quantities  or  amounts  undisposed  of,  and  for  the 
payment  monthly  of  all  quantities  or  amounts  sold  or  not  remaining  on  hand. 
The  Secretary  may  from  time  to  time  make  such  regulations  as  he  may  find 
necessary  to  insure  the  safe-keeping  or  prevent  the  illegal  use  of  all  such  adhe- 
sive stamps. 

SCHEDULE  A. —  STAMP  TAXES. 

1.  Bonds  of  indebtedness:  On  all  bonds,  debentures,  or  certificates  of 
indebtedness  issued  by  any  person,  and  all  instruments,  however  termed,  issued 
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by  any  corporation  with  interest  coupons  or  in  registered  form,  known  gen- 
erally as  corporate  securities,  on  each  $100  of  face  value  or  fraction  thereof, 
5  cents :  Provided,  That  every  renewal  of  the  foregoing  shall  be  taxed  as  a  new 
issue:  Provided  further,  That  when  a  bond  conditioned  for  the  repayment  or 
payment  of  money  is  given  in  a  penal  sum  greater  than  the  debt  secured,  the 
tax  shall  be  based  upon  the  amount  secured. 

2.  Capital  stock,  issued:  On  each  original  issue,  whether  on  organization  or 
reorganization,  of  certificates  of  stock,  or  of  profits,  or  of  interest  in  property 
or  accumulations,  by  any  corporation,  on  each  $100  of  face  value  or  fraction 
thereof,  5  cents :  Provided,  That  where  a  certificate  is  issued  without  face  value, 
the  tax  shall  be  5  cents  per  share,  unless  the  actual  value  is  in  excess  of  $100 
per  share,  in  which  case  the  tax  shall  be  5  cents  on  each  $100  of  actual  value 
or  fraction  thereof,  or  unless  the  actual  value  is  less  than  $100  per  share,  in 
which  case  the  tax  shall  be  1  cent  on  each  $20  of  actual  value,  or  fraction  thereof. 

The  stamps  representing  the  tax  imposed  by  this  subdivision  shall  be  attached 
to  the  stock  books  and  not  to  the  certificates  issued. 

3.  Capital  stock,  sales  or  transfers:  On  all  sales,  or  agreements  to  sell,  or 
memoranda  of  sales  or  deliveries  of,  or  transfers  of  legal  title  to  shares  or  cer- 
tificates of  stock  or  of  profits  or  of  interest  in  property  or  accumulations  in  any 
corporation,  or  to  rights  to  subscribe  for  or  to  receive  such  shares  or  cer- 
tificates, whether  made  upon  or  shown. by  the  books  of  the  corporation,  or  by 
any  assignment  in  blank,  or  by  any  delivery,  or  by  any  paper  or  agreement  or 
memorandum  or  other  evidence  of  transfer  or  sale,  whether  entitling  the  holder 
in  any  manner  to  the  benefit  of  such  stock,  interest,  or  rights,  or  not,  on  each 
$100  of  face  value  or  fraction  thereof,  2  cents,  and  where  such  shares  are  with 
out  par  or  face  value,  the  tax  shall  be  2  cents  on  the  transfer  or  sale  or  agree- 
ment to  sell  on  each  share:  Provided,  That  it  is  not  intended  by  this  title  to 
impose  a  tax  upon  an  agreement  evidencing  a  deposit  of  certificates  as  collateral 
security  for  money  loaned  thereon,  which  certificates  are  not  actually  sold,  Aor 
upon  the  delivery  or  transfer  for  such  purpose  of  certificates  so  deposited,  nor 
upon  mere  loans  of  stock  nor  upon  the  return  of  stock  so  loaned:  Provided 
further,  That  the  tax  shall  not  be  imposed  upon  deliveries  or  transfers  to  a 
broker  for  sale,  nor  upon  deliveries  or  transfers  by  a  broker  to  a  customer  for 
whom  and  upon  whose  order  he  has  purchased  same,  but  such  deliveries  or 
transfers  shall  be  accompanied  by  a  certificate  setting  forth  the  facts :  Provided 
further.  That  in  case  of  sale  where  the  evidence  of  transfer  is  shown  only  by 
the  books  of  the  corporation  the  stamp  shall  be  placed  upon  such  books;  and 
where  the  change  of  ownership  is  by  transfer  of  the  certificate  the  stamp  shall 
be  placed  upon  the  certificate;  and  in  cases  of  an  agreement  to  sell  or  where 
the  transfer  is  by  delivery  of  the  certificate  assigned  in  blank  there  shall  be  made 
and  delivered  by  the  seller  to  the  buyer  a  bill  or  memorandum  of  such  sale,  to 
which  the  stamp  shall  be  affixed;  and  every  bill  or  memorandum  of  sale  or 
agreement  to  sell  before  mentioned  shall  show  the  date  thereof,  the  name  of 
the  seller,  the  amount  of  the  sale,  and  the  matter  or  thing  to  which  it  refers. 
Any  person  liable  to  pay  the  tax  as  herein  provided,  or  anyone  who  acts  in  the 
matter  as  agent  or  broker  for  such  person,  who  makes  any  such  sale,  or  who  in 
pursuance  of  any  such  sale  delivers  any  certificate  or  evidence  of  the  sale  of 
any  stock,  interest  or  right,  or  bill  or  memorandum  thereof,  as  herein  required, 
without  having  the  proper  stamps  affixed  thereto  with  intent  to  evade  the  fore- 
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going  provisions,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and  npon  convic- 
tion thereof  shall  pay  a  fine  of  not  exceeding  $1,000,  or  be  imprisoned  not  more 
than  SIX  months,  or  both. 

4.  Produce,  sales  of,  on  exchange:  Upon  each  sale,  agreement  of  sale,  or 
agreement  to  sell  (not  including  so-called  transferred  or  scratch  sales),  any 
products  or  merchandise  at,  or  under  the  rules  or  usages  of,  any  exchange,  or 
board  of  trade,  or  other  similar  place,  for  future  delivery,  for  each  $100  in  value 
of  the  merchandise  covered  by  said  sale  or  agreement  of  sale  or  agreement  to 
sell,  2  cents,  and  for  each  additional  $100  or  fractional  part  thereof  in  excess 
of  $100,  2  cents :  Provided,  That  on  every  sale  or  agreement  of  sale  or  agree- 
ment to  sell  as  aforesaid  there  shall  be  made  and  delivered  by  the  seller  to  the 
buyer  a  bill,  memorandum,  agreement,  or  other  evidence  of  such  sale,  agreement 
of  sale,  or  agreement  to  sell,  to  which  there  shall  be  afiixed  a  lawful  stamp  or 
stamps  in  value  equal  to  the  amount  of  the  tax  on  such  sale :  Provided  further, 
That  sellers  of  commodities  described  herein,  having  paid  the  tax  provided  by 
this  subdivision,  may  transfer  such  contracts  to  a  clearing-house  corporation 
or  association,  and  such  transfer  shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  a  sale,  or  agreement 
of  sale,  or  an  agreement  to  sell  within  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  provided 
that  such  transfer  shall  not  vest  any  beneficial  interest  in  such  clearing-house 
association  but  shall  be  made  for  the  sole  purpose  of  enabling  such  clearing- 
house association  to  adjust  and  balance  the  accounts  of  the  members  of  such 
clearing-house  association  on  their  several  contracts.  Every  such  bill,  memoran- 
dum, or  other  evidence  of  sale  or  agreement  to  sell  shall  show  the  date  thereof, 
the  name  of  the  seller,  the  amount  of  the  sale,  and  the  matter  or  thing  to  which 
it  refers;  and  any  person  liable  to  pay  the  tax  as  herein  provided,  or  anyone 
who  acts  in  the  matter  as  agent  or  broker  for  such  person,  who  makes  any  such 
sale  or  agreement  of  sale,  or  agreement  to  sell,  or  who,  in  pursuance  of  any 
such  sale,  agreement  of  sale,  or  agreement  to  sell,  delivers  any  such  products- 
or  merchandise  without  a  bill,  memorandum,  or  other  evidence  thereof  as  herein 
required,  or  who  delivers  such  bill,  memorandum,  or  other  evidence  of  sale,  or 
agreement  to  sell,  without  having  the  proper  stamps  affixed  thereto,  with  intent 
to  evade  the  foregoing  provisions,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and 
upon  conviction  thereof  shall  pay  a  fine  of  not  exceeding  $1,000  or  be  imprisoned 
not  more  than  six  months,  or  both. 

No  bill,  memorandum,  agreement,  or  other  evidence  of  such  sale,  or  agreement 
of  sale,  or  agreement  to  sell,  in  case  of  cash  sales  of  products  or  merchandise  for 
immediate  or  prompt  delivery  which  in  good  faith  are  actually  intended  to  be 
delivered  shall  be  subject  to  this  tax. 

This  subdivision  shall  not  affect  but  shall  be  in  addition  to  the  provisions  of 
the  **  United  States  cotton  futures  Act,*'  approved  August  11,  1916,  as  amended, 
and  "  The  Future  Trading  Act, ' 'approved  August  24,  1921. 

For  ''United  States  Cotton  Futures  Act,"  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  359. 
For  "  The  Future  Trading  Act,"  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  supra,  p.  5. 

5.  [Drafts,  checks  and  notes.]  Drafts  or  checks  (payable  otherwise  than  at 
sight  or  on  demand)  upon  their  acceptance  or  delivery  within  the  United  States 
whichever  is  prior,  promissory  notes,  except  bank  notes  issued  for  circulation, 
and  for  each  renewal  of  the  same,  for  a  sum  not  exceeding  $100,  2  cents ;  and  for 
each  additional  $100,  or  fractional  part  thereof,  2  cents. 

This  subdivision  shall  not  apply  to  a  promissory  note  secured  by  the  pledge 
of  bonds  or  obligations  of  the  United  States  issued  after  April  24,  1917,  or 
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secured  by  the  pledge  of  a  promissory  note  which  itself  is  secured  by  the  pledge 
of  such  bonds  or  obligations:  Provided,  That  in  either  case  the  par  value  of 
such  bonds  or  obligations  shall  be  not  less  than  the  amount  of  such  note. 

6.  Conveyances:  Deed,  instrument,  or  writing,  whereby  any  lands,  tene- 
ments, or  other  realty  sold  shall  be  granted,  assigned,  transferred,  or  otherwise 
conveyed  to,  or  vested  in,  the  purchaser  or  purchasers,  or  any  other  person  or 
persons,  by  his,  her,  or  their  direction,  when  the  consideration  or  value  of  the 
interest  or  property  conveyed,  exclusive  of  the  value  of  any  lien  or  encumbrance 
remaining  thereon  at  the  time  of  sale,  exceeds  $100  and  does  not  exceed  $500, 
50  cents;  and  for  each  additional  $500  or  fractional  part  thereof,  50  cents.  This 
subdivision  shall  not  apply  to  any  instrument  or  writing  given  to  secure  a  debt, 

7.  Entry  of  any  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise  at  any  customhouse,  either  for 
consumption  or  warehousing,  not  exceeding  $100  in  value,  25  cents;  exceeding 
$100  and  not  exceeding  $500  in  value,  50  cents;  exceeding  $500  in  value,  $1. 

8.  Entry  for  the  withdrawal  of  any  goods  or  merchandise  from  ciistoms  bonded 
warehouse,  50  cents. 

9.  Passage  ticket,  one  way  or  round  trip,  for  each  passenger,  sold  or  issued  in 
the  United  States  for  passage  by  any  vessel  to  a  port  or  place  not  in  the  United 
States,  Canada,  or  Mexico,  if  costing  not  exceeding  $30,  $1 ;  costing  more  than 
$30  and  not  exceeding  $60,  $3 ;  costing  more  than  $60,  $5.  This  subdivision  shall 
not  apply  to  passage  tickets  costing  $10  or  less. 

10.  Proxy  for  voting  at  any  election  for  officers,  or  meeting  for  the  transaction 
of  business,  of  any  corporation,  except  religious,  educational,  charitable,  fra- 
ternal, or  literary  societies,  or  public  cemeteries,  10  cents. 

11.  Power  of  attorney  granting  authority  to  do  or  perform  some  act  for  or  in 
behalf  of  the  grantor,  which  authority  is  not  otherwise  vested  in  the  grantee, 
25  cents.  This  subdivision  shall  not  apply  to  any  papers  necessary  to  be  used  for 
the  collection  of  claims  from  the  United  States  or  from  any  State  for  pensions, 
back  pay,  bounty,  or  for  property  lost  in  the  military  or  naval  service,  nor  to 
powers  of  attorney  required  in  bankruptcy  cases  nor  to  powers  of  attorney  con- 
tained in  the  application  of  those  who  become  members  of  or  policyholders  in 
mutual  insurance  companies  doing  business  on  the  interinsurance  or  reciprocal 
indemnity  plan  through  an  attorney  in  fact. 

12.  Playing  cards:  Upon  every  pack  of  playing  cards  containing  not  more 
than  fifty-four  cards,  manufactured  or  imported,  and  sold,  or  removed  for  con- 
sumption or  sale,  a  tax  of  8  cents  per  pack. 

13.  [Insurance  policies,]  On  each  policy  of  insurance,  or  certificate,  binder, 
covering  note,  memorandum,  cablegram,  letter,  or  other  instrument  by  whatever 
name  called  whereby  insurance  is  made  or  renewed  upon  property  within  the 
United  States  (including  rents  and  profits)  against  peril  by  sea  or  on  inland 
waters  or  in  transit  on  land  (including  transshipments  and  storage  at  termini 
or  way  points)  or  by  fire,  lightning,  tornado,  wind-storm,  bombardment,  inva- 
sion, insurrection  or  riot,  issued  to  or  for  or  in  the  name  of  a  domestic  corpora- 
tion or  partnership  or  ^n  individual  resident  of  the  United  States  by  any  foreign 
corporation  or  partnership  or  any  individual  not  a  resident  of  the  United  States, 
when  such  policy  or  other  instrument  is  not  signed  or  countersigned  by  an  officer 
or  agent  of  the  insurer  in  a  State,  Territory,  or  District  of  the  United  States 
within  which  such  insurer  is  authorized  to  do  business,  a  tax  of  3  cents  on  each 
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dollar,  or  fractional  part  thereof  of  the  premium  charged:  Provided,  That 
policies  of  reinsurance  shall  be  exempt  from  the  tax  imposed  by  this  subdivision. 
Any  person  to  or  for  whom  or  in  whose  name  any  such  policy  or  other  instru- 
ment is  issued,  or  any  solicitor  or  broker  acting  for  or  on  behalf  of  such  x)erson 
in  the  procurement  of  any  such  policy  or  other  instrument,  shall  affix  the  proper 
stamps  to  such  policy  or  other  instrument,  and  for  failure  to  affix  such  stamps 
with  intent  to  evade  the  tax  shall,  in  addition  to  other  penalties  provided  there- 
for, pay  a  fine  of  double  the  amount  of  the  tax. 

Title  XII. —  Tax  on  Employment  op  Child  Labor. 

Sec.  1200.  [Kind  of  employment  affected  by  title  —  hours  of  employment 
—  amount  of  tax  —  net  profits.]  That  every  person  (other  than  a  bona  fide 
boys'  or  girls'  canning  club  recognized  by  the  Agricultural  Department  of  a 
State  and  of  the  United  States)  operating  (a)  any  mine  or  quarry  situated  in 
the  United  States  in  which  children  under  the  age  of  sixteen  years  have  been 
employed  or  permitted  to  work  during  any  portion  of  the  taxable  year;  or 
(b)  any  mill,  cannery,  workshop,  factory,  or  manufacturing  establishment  situ- 
ated in  the  United  States  in  which  children  under  the  age  of  fourteen  years  have 
been  employed  or  permitted  to  work,  or  children  between  the  ages  of  fourteen 
and  sixteen  have  been  employed  or  permitted  to  work  more  than  eight  hours 
in  any  day  or  more  than  six  days  in  any  week,  or  after  the  hour  of  seven  o'clock 
post  meridian,  or  before  the  hour  of  six  o'clock  ante  meridian,  during  any  por- 
tion of  the  taxable  year,  shall  pay  for  each  taxable  year,  in  addition  to  all  other 
taxes  imposed  by  law  (but  in  lieu  of  the  tax  imposed  by  section  1200  of  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1918),  an  excise  tax  equivalent  to  10  per  centum  of  the  entire 
net  profits  received  or  accrued  for  such  year  from  the  sale  or  disposition  of  the 
product  of  such  mine,  quarry,  mill,  cannery,  workshop,  factory,  or  manufactur- 
ing establishment. 

For  see.  1200  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  see  1919  Supp.  179. 

Sec.  1201.  [Computation  of  net  profits.]  That  in  computing  net  profits  under 
the  provisions  of  this  title,  for  the  purpose  of  the  tax  there  shall  be  allowed  as 
deductions  from  the  gross  amount  received  or  accrued  for  the  taxable  year  from 
the  sale  or  disposition  of  such  products  manufactured  within  the  United  States 
the  following  items : 

(a)  The  cost  of  raw  materials  entering  into  the  production  j 

(b)  Running  expenses,  including  rentals,  cost  of  repairs,  and  maintenance, 
heat,  power,  insurance,  management,  and  a  reasonable  allowance  for  salaries 
or  other  compensations  for  personal  services  actually  rendered,  and  for 
depreciation ; 

(c)  Interest  paid  within  the  taxable  year  on  debts  or  loans  contracted  to 
meet  the  needs  of  the  business,  and  the  proceeds  of  which  have  been  actually 
used  to  meet  such  needs ; 

(d)  Taxes  of  all  kinds  paid  during  the  taxable  year  with  respect  to  the  busi- 
ness or  property  relating  to  the  production ;  and 

(e)  Losses  actually  sustained  within  the  taxable  year  in  connection  with  the 
business  of  producing  such  products,  including  losses  from  fire,  flood,  storm,  or 
other  casualties,  and  not  compensated  for  by  insurance  or  otherwise. 
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S£c.  1202.  [Sale  of  products  at  less  than  fair  market  price  —  collusion.] 

That  if  any  such  person  during  any  taxable  year  or  part  thereof,  whether  under 
any  agreement,  arrangement,  or  understanding  or  otherwise,  sells  or  disposes 
of  any  product  of  such  mine,  quarry,  mill,  cannery,  workshop,  factory,  or  manu- 
facturing establishment  at  less  than  the  fair  market  price  obtainable  therefor 
either  (a)  in  such  manner  as  directly  or  indirectly  to  benefit  such  person  or 
any  person  directly  or  indirectly  interested  in  the  business  of  such  person;  or 
(b)  with  intent  to  cause  such  benefit;  the  gross  amount  received  or  accrued  for 
such  year  or  part  thereof  from  the  sale  or  disposition  of  such  product  shall  be 
taken  to  be  the  amount  which  would  have  been  received  or  accrued  from  the 
sale  or  disposition  of  such  product  if  sold  at  the  fair  market  price. 

Sec.  1203.  [Good  faith  as  relieving  employer  from  tax  —  employment  cer- 
tificate—  mistake  as  to  age.]  (a)  That  no  person  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  title  shall  be  liable  for  the  tax  herein  imposed  if  the  only  employment  or 
permission  to  work  which  but  for  this  section  would  subject  him  to  the  tax  has 
been  of  a  child  as  to  whom  such  person  has  in  good  faith  procured  at  the  time 
of  employing  such  child  or  permitting  him  to  work,  and  has  since  in  good  faith 
relied  upon  and  kept  on  file  a  certificate,  issued  in  such  form,  under  such  condi- 
tions and  by  such  persons  as  may  be  prescribed  by  a  board  consisting  of  the 
Secretary,  the  Commissioner,  and  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  showing  the  child  to 
be  of  such  age  as  not  to  subject  such  person  to  the  tax  imposed  by  this  title.  Any 
person  who  knowingly  makes  a  false  statement  or  presents  false  evidence  in  or 
in  relation  to  any  such  certificate  or  application  therefor  shall  be  punished  by  a 
fine  of  not  less  than  $100,  nor  more  than  $1,000,  or  by  imprisonment  for  not 
more  than  three  months,  or  by  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment,  in  the  discretion 
of  the  court. 

In  any  State  designated  by  such  board  an  employment  certificate  or  other 
similar  paper  as  to  the  age  of  the  child,  issued  under  the  laws  of  that  State, 
and  not  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  title,  shall  have  the  same  force 
and  effect  as  a  certificate  herein  provided  for. 

(b)  The  tax  imposed  by  this  title  shall  not  be  imposed  in  the  case  of  any 
person  who  proves  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  that  the  only  employment 
or  permission  to  work  which  but  for  this  section  would  subject  him  to  the  tax, 
has  been  of  a  child  employed  or  permitted  to  work  under  a  mistake  of  fact  as 
to  the  age  of  such  child,  and  without  intention  to  evade  the  tax. 

Sec.  1204.  [Returns.]  That  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  the  third  month 
following  the  close  of  each  taxable  year,  a  true  and  accurate  return  under  oath 
shall  be  made  by  each  person  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  title  to  the  col- 
lector for  the  district  in  which  such  person  has  his  principal  ofiice  or  place  of 
business,  in  such  form  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
shall  prescribe,  setting  forth  specifically  the  gross  amount  of  income  received 
or  accrued  during  such  year  from  the  sale  or  dispasition  of  the  product  of  any 
mine,  quarry,  mill,  cannery,  workshop,  factory,  or  manufacturing  establish- 
ment, in  which  children  have  been  employed  subjecting  him  to  the  tax  imposed 
by  this  title,  and  from  the  total  thereof  deducting  the  aggregate  items  of  allow- 
ance authorized  by  this  title,  and  such  other  particulars  as  to  the  gross  receipts 
and  items  of  allowance  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
may  require. 
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Sec.  1205.  [Assessment  and  collection  of  tax.]  That  all  such  returns  shall 
be  transmitted  forthwith  by  the  collector  to  the  Commissioner,  who  shall,  as  soon 
as  practicable,  assess  the  tax  found  due  and  notify  the  person  making  such  return 
of  the  amount  of  tax  for  which  such  person  is  liable,  and  such  person  shall  pay 
the  tax  to  the  collector  on  or  before  thirty  days  from  the  date  of  such  notice. 

Sec.  1206.  [Inspection  of  mines,  factories,  etc. —  penalty  for  obstructing 
inspection.]  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  Commissioner,  or  any  per- 
son duly  authorized  by  him,  shall  have  authority  to  enter  and  inspect  at  any 
time  any  mine,  quarry,  mill,  cannery,  workshop,  factory,  or  manufacturing 
establishment.  The  Secretary  of  Labor,  or  any  person  duly  authorized  by  him, 
shall,  for  the  purpose  of  complying  with  a  request  of  the  Commissioner  to  make 
such  an  inspection,  have  like  authority,  and  shall  make  report  to  the  Commis- 
sioner of  inspections  made  under  such  authority  in  such  form  as  may  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Any  person  who  refuses  or  obstructs  entry  or  inspection  authorized  by  this 
section  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000,  or  by  imprisonment 
for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both. 

Sec.  1207.  ["Taxable  year"  —  meaning.]  That  as  used  in  this  title  the 
term  **  taxable  year  "  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  provided  for  the  purposes 
of  income  tax  in  section  200. 

Title  XIII. —  General  Administrative  Provisions. 

Sec.  1300.  Laws  made  applicable.  That  all  administrative,  special,  or 
stamp  provisions  of  law,  including  the  law  relating  to  the  assessment  of  taxes, 
so  far  as  applicable,  are  hereby  extended  to  and  made  a  part  of  this  Act,  and 
every  person  liable  to  any  tax  imposed  by  this  Act,  or  for  the  collection  thereof, 
shall  keep  such  records  and  render,  under  oath,  such  statements  and  returns, 
and  shall  comply  with  such  regulations  as  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  may  from  time  to  time  prescribe. 

Sec.  1301.  Method  of  collecting  tax.  That  whether  or  not  the  method  of 
collecting  any  tax  imposed  by  Titles  V,  VI,  VII,  VIII,  IX,  or  X  of  this  Act  is 
specifically  provided  therein,  any  such  tax  may,  under  regulations  prescribed 
by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  be  collected  by  stamp, 
coupon,  serial-numbered  ticket,  or  such  other  reasonable  device  or  method  as 
may  be  necessary  or  helpful  in  securing  a  complete  and  prompt  collection  of  the 
tax.  All  administrative  and  penalty  provisions  of  Title  XI,  in  so  far  as  appli- 
cable, shall  apply  to  the  collection  of  any  tax  which  the  Commissioner  determines 
or  prescribes  shall  be  collected  in  such  manner. 

Sec.  1302.  Penalties,  (a)  That  any  person  required  under  Titles  V.  VI, 
VII,  VIII,  IX,  X,  or  XII,  to  pay,  or  to  collect,  account  for  and  pay  over  any 
tax,  or  required  by  law  or  regulations  made  under  authority  thereof  to  make  a 
return  or  supply  any  information  for  the  purposes  of  the  computation,  assess- 
ment, or  collection  of  any  such  tax,  who  fails  to  pay,  collect,  or  truly  account 
for  and  pay  over  any  such  tax,  make  any  such  return  or  supply  any  such  infor- 
mation at  the  time  or  times  required  by  law  or  regulation  shall  in  addition  to 
other  penalties  provided  by  law  be  subject  to  a  penalty  of  not  more  than  $1,000. 
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(b)  Any  person  who  willfully  refuses  to  pay,  collect,  or  truly  account  for 
and  pay  over  any  such  tax,  make  such  return  or  supply  such  information  at 
the  time  or  times  required  by  law  or  regulation,  or  who  willfully  attempts  in 
any  manner  to  evade  such  tax,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  in  addition 
to  other  penalties  provided  by  law  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $10  000  or  impris- 
oned for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both,  together  with  the  costs  of  prosecution. 

(c)  Any  person  who  willfully  refuses  to  pay,  collect,  or  truly  account  for 
and  pay  over  any  such  tax  shall  in  addition  to  other  penalties  provided  by  law 
be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  the  amount  of  the  tax  evaded,  or  not  paid,  collected,  or 
accounted  for  and  paid  over,  to  be  assessed  and  collected  in  the  same  manner 
as  taxes  are  assessed  and  collected :  Provided,  however,  That  no  penalty  shall 
be  assessed  under  this  subdivision  for  any  offense  for  which  a  penalty  may  be 
assessed  under  authority  of  section  3176  of  the  Revised  S.tatutes,  as  amended, 
or  for  any  offense  for  which  a  penalty  has  been  recovered  under  section  3256 
of  the  Revised  Statutes. 

(d)  The  term  **  person  ''  as  used  in  this  section  includes  an  officer  or  employee 
of  a  corporation  or  a  member  or  employee  of  a  partnership,  who  as  such  officer, 
employee,  or  member  is  under  a  duty  to  perform  the  act  in  respect  of  which  the 
violation  occurs. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3176,  mentioned  in  the  text,  as  amended,  see  1918  Supp.  280. 
For  R.  S.  sec.  325.6,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  22. 

Sec.  1303.  Rules  and  regulations.  That  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary,  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations 
for  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

The  Commissioner,  with  such  approval  may  by  regulation  provide  that  any 
return  required  by  Titles  V,  VI,  VII,  VIII,  IX,  or  X  to  be  under  oath  may,  if 
the  amount  of  the  tax  covered  thereby  is  not  in  excess  of  $10,  be  signed  or 
acknowledged  before  two  witnesses  instead  of  under  oath. 

Sec.  1304.  Overpayments  and  overcollections.  That  in  the  case  of  any 
overpayment  or  overcoUection  of  any  tax  imposed  by  section  602  or  by  Title  V, 
Title  VIII,  or  Title  IX,  the  person  making  such  overpayment  or  overcoUection 
may  take  credit  therefor  against  taxes  due  upon  any  monthly  return,  and  shall 
make  refund  of  any  excessive  amount  collected  by  him  upon  proper  application 
by  the  person  entitled  thereto. 

Sec.  1305.  Articles  exported.  That  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the 
Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  may  prescribe,  the  taxes 
imposed  under  the  provisions  of  Titles  VI,  VII  or  IX  shall  not  apply  in  respect 
to  articles  sold  or  leased  for  export  and  in  due  course  so  exported.  Under  such 
rules  and  regulations  the  amount  of  any  internal-revenue  tax  erroneously  or 
illegally  collected  in  respect  to  exported  articles  may  be  refunded  to  the  exporter 
of  the  article,  instead  of  to  the  manufacturer,  if  the  manufacturer  waives  any 
claim  for  the  amount  so  to  be  refunded. 

Sec.  1306.  Fractional  parts  of  a  cent.  That  in  the  payment  of  any  tax 
under  this  Act  not  payable  by  stamp  a  fractional  part  of  a  cent  shall  be  dis- 
regarded unless  it  amounts  to  one-half  cent  or  more,  in  which  case  it  shall  be 
increased  to  1  cent. 
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Sec.  1307.  Betnrns.  That  whenever  in  the  judgment  of  the  Gommissionei 
necessary  he  may  require  any  person,  by  notice  served  upon  him,  to  make  a 
return  or  such  statements  as  he  deems  sufScient  to  show  whether  or  not  such 
person  is  liable  to  tax. 

Sec.  1308.  Examination  of  books  and  witnesses.  That  the  Commissioner, 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  correctness  of  any  return  or  for  the  purpose 
of  making  a  return  where  none  has  been  made,  is  hereby  authorized,  by  any 
revenue  agent  or  inspector  designated  by  him  for  that  purpose,  to  examine  any 
books,  papers,  records,  or  memoranda  bearing  upon  the  matters  required  to 
be  included  in  the  return,  and  may  require  the  attendance  of  the  person  render- 
ing the  return  or  of  any  officer  or  employee  of  such  person,  or  the  attendance 
of  any  other  person  having  knowledge  in  the  premises,  and  may  take  his  testi- 
mony with  reference  to  the  matter  required  by  law  to  be  included  in  such  return, 
with  power  to  administer  oaths  to  such  person  or  persons. 

Sec.  1309.  Unnecessary  examinations.  That  no  taxpayer  shall  be  subjected 
to  unnecessary  examinations  or  investigations,  and  only  one  inspection  of  a 
taxpayer's  books  of  account  shall  be  made  for  each  taxable  year  unless  the  tax- 
payer requests  otherwise  or  unless  the  Commissioner,  after  investigation,  notifies 
the  taxpayer  in  writing  that  an  additional  inspection  is  necessary. 

Sec.  1310.  Jurisdiction  of  courts,  (a)  That  if  any  person  is  summoned 
under  this  Act  to  appear,  to  testify,  or  to  produce  books,  papers  or  other  data, 
the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  in  which  such  person 
resides  shall  have  jurisdiction  by  appropriate  process  to  compel  such  attendance, 
testimony,  or  production  of  books,  papers,  or  other  data. 

(b)  The  district  courts  of  the  United  States  at  the  instance  of  the  United 
States  are  hereby  invested  with  such  jurisdiction  to  make  and  issue,  both  in 
actions  at  law  and  suits  in  equity,  writs  and  orders  of  injunction,  and  of  ne 
exeat  republica,  orders  appointing  receivers,  and  such  other  orders  and  process, 
and  to  render  such  judgments  and  decrees,  granting  in  proper  cases  both  legal 
and  equitable  relief  together,  as  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  The  remedies  hereby  provided  are  in  addi- 
tion to  and  not  exclusive  of  any  and  all  other  remedies  of  the  United  States  in 
such  courts  or  otherwise  to  enforce  such  provisions. 

(c)  Paragraph  Twentieth  of  section  24  of  the  Judicial  Code  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new  paragraph : 

**  Concurrent  with  the  Court  of  Claims,  of  any  suit  or  proceeding,  commenced 
after  the  passage  .of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1921,  for  the  recovery  of  any  internal- 
revenue  tax  alleged  to  have  been  erroneously  or  illegally  assessed  or  collected, 
or  of  any  penalty  claimed  to  have  been  collected  without  authority  or  any  sum 
alleged  to  have  been  excessive  or  in  any  manner  wrongfully  collected,  under 
the  internal-revenue  laws,  even  if  the  claim  exceeds  $10,000,  if  the  collector  of 
internal-revenue  by  whom  such  tax,  penalty,  or  sum  was  collected  is  dead  at 
the  time  such  suit  or  proceeding  is  commenced.'* 

For  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24,  par.  20,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   841. 
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AMENDMENTS    TO    REVISED    STATXJTES. 

Sec.  1311.  [B.  8.  sees.  3164,  3166,  3167,  3172,  3173,  and  3176  amended.] 

That  sections  3164,  3165,  3167,  3172,  3173,  and  3176  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as 
amended,  are  reenacted,  without  change,  as  follows: 

[Duty  of  collectors  to  report  violations  of  law  to  district  attorney.] 

*'  Sec.  3164.  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  collector  of  internal  revenue  having 
knowledge  of  any  willful  violation  of  any  law  of  the  United  States  relating  to 
the  revenue,  within  thirty  days  after  coming  into  possession  of  such  knowledge, 
to  file  with  the  district  attorney  of  the  district  in  which  any  fine,  penalty,  or 
forfeiture  may  be  incurred,  a  statement  of  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  of 
the  case  within  his  knowledge,  together  with  the  names  of  the  witnesses,  setting 
forth  the  provisions  of  law  believed  to  be  so  violated  on  which  reliance  may  be 
had  for  condemnation  or  conviction. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3164  as  it  formerly  read,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  989. 

[Revenue  officers  who  may  administer  oaths  and  take  evidence.]  **  Sec.  3165. 
Every  collector,  deputy  collector,  internal-revenue  agent,  and  internal-revenue 
officer  assigned  to  duty  under  an  internal-revenue  agent,  is  authorize<^  to 
administer  oaths  and  to  take  evidence  touching  any  part  of  the  administration 
of  the  internal-revenue  laws  with  which  he  is  charged,  or  where  such  oaths  and 
evidence  are  authorized  by  law  or  regulation  authorized  by  law  to  be  taken. 

For  n.  S.  sec.  3165,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   9S0. 

[Disclosure  by  revenue  officers  of  operations,  etc.,  prohibited  —  penalty.] 

**  Sec.  3167.  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  collector,  deputy  collector,  agent, 
clerk,  or  other  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  to  divulge  or  to  make 
known  in  any  manner  whatever  not  provided  by  law  to  any  i)erson  the  opera- 
tions, style  of  work,  or  apparatus  of  any  manufacturer  or  producer  visited  by 
him  in  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties,  or  the  amount  or  source  of  income, 
profits,  losses,  expenditures,  or  any  particular  thereof,  set  forth  or  disclosed  in 
any  income  return,  or  to  permit  any  income  return  or  copy  thereof  or  any  book 
containing  any  abstract  or  particulars  thereof  to  be  seen  or  examined  by  any 
person  except  as  provided  by  law ;  and  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person  to 
print  or  publish  in  any  manner  whatever  not  provided  by  law  any  income 
return,  or  any  part  thereof  or  source  of  income,  profits,  losses,  or  expenditures 
appearing  in  any  income  return;  and  any  offense  against  the  foregoing  provi- 
sion shall  be  a  misdemeanor  and  be  punished  by  a  fine  not  exceeding  $1,000  or 
by  imprisonment  not  exceeding  one  year,  or  both,  at  the  discretion  of  the  court  • 
and  if  the  offender  be  an  officer  or  employee  of  the  United  States  he  shall  be 
dismissed  from  office  or  discharged  from  employment. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3167,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d.  ed.)  990. 

[Canvass  of  districts  for  persons  liable  to,  and  objects  subject  to,  taxation.] 

*'  Sec.  3172.  Every  collector  shall,  from  time  to  time,  cause  his  deputies  to 
proceed  through  every  part  of  his  district  and  inquire  after  and  concerning  all 
persons  therein  who  are  liable  to  pay  any  internal-revenue  tax,  and  all  persons 
owning  or  having  the  care  and  management  of  any  objects  liable  to  pay  any 
tax,  and  to  make  a  li.st  of  such  persons  and  enumerate  said  objects. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3172,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   1002. 

[Annual  returns  of  persons  liable  to  tax.]  ^'  Sec.  3173.  It  shall  be  the  duty 
of  any  person,  partnership,  firm,  association,  or  corporation,  made  liable  to  any 
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duty,  special  tax,  or  other  tax  imposed  by  law,  when  not  otherwise  provided  for, 
(1)  in  case  of  a  special  tax,  on  or  before  the  thirty-first  day  of  July  in  each  year, 
and  (2)  in  other  cases  before  the  day  on  which  the  taxes  accrue,  to  make  a  list 
or  return,  verified  by  oath,  to  the  collector  or  a  deputy  collector  of  the  district 
where  located,  of  the  articles  or  objects,  including  the  quantity  of  goods,  wares, 
and  merchandise,  made  or  sold  and  charged  with  a  tax,  the  several  rates  and 
aggregate  amount,  according  to  the  forms  and  regulations  to  be  prescribed  by 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  for  which  such  person,  partnership,  firm,  association,  or  corpora- 
tion is  liable :  Provided,  That  if  any  person  liable  to  pay  any  duty  or  tax,  or  own- 
ing, possessing,  or  having  the  care  or  management  of  property,  goods,  wares,  and 
merchandise,  article  [sic]  or  objects  liable  to  pay  any  duty,  tax,  or  license,  shall 
fail  to  make  and  exhibit  a  list  or  return  required  by  law,  but  shall  consent  to 
disclose  the  particulars  of  any  and  all  the  property,  goods,  wares,  and  merchan- 
dise, articles,  and  objects  liable  to  pay  any  duty  or  tax,  or  any  business  or 
occupation  liable  to  pay  any  tax  as  aforesaid,  then,  and  in  that  case,  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  the  collector  or  deputy  collector  to  make  such  list  or  return,  which, 
being  distinctly  read,  consented  to,  and  signed  and  verified  by  oath  by  the  per- 
son so  owning,  possessing,  or  having  the  care  and  management  as  aforesaid, 
may  be  received  as  the  list  of  such  person :  Provided  further,  That  in  case  no 
annual  list  or  return  has  been  rendered  by  such  person  to  the  collector  or  deputy 
collector  as  required  by  law,  and  the  person  shall  be  absent  from  his  or  her 
residence  or  place  of  business  at  the  time  the  collector  or  a  deputy  collector 
shall  call  for  the  annual  list  or  return,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  such  collector  or 
deputy  collector  to  leave  at  such  place  of  residence  or  business,  with  some  one 
of  suitable  age  and  discretion,  if  such  be  present,  otherwise  to  deposit  in  the 
nearest  post  office,  a  note  or  memorandum  addressed  to  such  person,  requiring 
him  or  her  to  render  to  such  collector  or  deputy  collector  the  list  or  return 
required  by  law  within  ten  days  from  the  date  of  such  note  or  memorandum, 
verified  by  oath.  And  if  any  person,  on  being  notified  or  required  as  afore- 
said, shall  refuse  or  neglect  to  render  such  list  or  return  within  the  time  required 
as  aforesaid,  or  whenever  any  person  who  is  required  to  deliver  a  monthly  or 
other  return  of  objects  subject  to  tax  fails  to  do  so  at  the  time  required,  or 
delivers  any  return  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  collector,  is  erroneous,  false, 
or  fraudulent,  or  contains  any  undervaluation  or  understatement,  or  refuses 
to  allow  any  regularly  authorized  Government  officer  to  examine  the  books  of 
such  person,  firm,  or  corporation,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  collector  to  summon 
such  person,  or  any  other  person  having  possession,  custody,  or  care  of  books 
of  account  containing  entries  relating  to  the  business  of  such  person  or  any 
other  person  he  may  deem  proper,  to  appear  before  him  and  produce  such  books 
at  a  time  and  place  named  in  the  summons,  and  to  give  testimony  or  answer 
interrogatories,  under  oath,  respecting  any  objects  or  income  liable  to  tax  or 
the  returns  thereof.  The  collector  may  summon  any  person  residing  or  found 
within  the  State  or  Territory  in  which  his  district  lies;  and  when  the  person 
intended  to  be  summoned  does  not  reside  and  can  not  be  found  within  such 
State  or  Territory,  he  may  enter  any  collection  district  where  such  person  may 
be  found  and  there  make  the  examination  herein  authorized.  And  to  this  end 
he  may  there  exercise  all  the  authority  which  he  might  lawfully  exercise  in  the 
district  for  which  he  was  commissioned :  Provided,  That  *  person, '  as  used  in 
this  section,  shall  be  construed  to  include  any  corporation,  joint-stock  company 
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or  association,  or  insurance  company  when  such  construction  is  necessary  to 
carry  out  its  provisions. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3173,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  3  Fed.  -Stat.  Ann.  {M  ed.)  1002. 

[On  failure,  return  to  be  made  by  officer  —  penalty  for  failure  to  make 
return.]  **  Sec.  3176.  If  any  person,  corporation,  company,  or  association  fails 
to  make  and  file  a  return  or  list  at  the  time  prescribed  by  law  or  by  regulation 
made  under  authority  of  law,  or  makes,  willfully  or  otherwise,  a  false  or  fraudu- 
lent return  or  list,  the  collector  or  deputy  collector  shall  make  the  return  or 
list  from  his  own  knowledge  and  from  such  information  as  he  can  obtain  through 
testimony  or  otherwise.  In  any  such  case  the  Commissioner  may,  from  his  own 
knowledge  and  from  such  information  as  he  can  obtain  through  testimony  or 
otherwise,  make  a  return  or  amend  any  return  made  by  a  collector  or  deputy 
collector.  Any  return  or  list  so  made  and  subscribed  by  the  Commissioner,  or 
by  a  collector  or  deputy  collector  and  approved  by  the  Commissioner,  shall  be 
prima  facie  good  and  sufficient  for  all  legal  purposes. 

*'  If  the  failure  to  file  a  return  or  list  is  due  to  sickness  or  absence,  the  col- 
lector may  allow  such  further  time,  not  exceeding  thirty  days,  for  making  and 
filing  the  return  or  list  as  he  deems  proper. 

*^  The  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  shall  determine  and  assess  all  taxes, 
other  than  stamp  taxes,  as  to  which  returns  or  lists  are  so  made  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section.  In  case  of  any  failure  to  make  and  file  a  return  or  list 
within  the  time  prescribed  by  law,  or  prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue  or  the  collector  in  pursuance  of  law,  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue  shall  add  to  the  tax  25  per  centum  of  its  amount,  except  that  when  a 
return  is  filed  after  such  time  and  it  is  shown  that  the  failure  to  file  it  was  due 
to  a  reasonable  cause  and  not  to  willful  neglect,  no  such  addition  shall  be  made 
to  the  tax.  In  case  a  false  or  fraudulent  return  or  list  is  willfully  made,  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  shall  add  to  the  tax  50  per  centum  of  its 
amount. 

*^  The  amount  so  added  to  any  tax  shall  be  collected  at  the  same  time  and  in 
the  same  manner  and  as  a  part  of  the  tax  unless  the  tax  has  been  paid  before 
the  discovery  of  the  neglect,  falsity,  or  fraud,  in  which  case  the  amount  so  added 
shall  be  collected  in  the  same  manner  as  the  tax." 

For  R.  S.  sec  3176,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   1006. 

Sec.  1312.  Final  determinations  and  assessments.  That  if  after  a  deter- 
mination and  assessment  in  any  case  the  taxpayer  has  without  protest  paid  in 
whole  any  tax  or  penalty,  or  accepted  any  abatement,  credit,  or  refund  based 
on  such  determination  and  assessment,  and  an  agreement  is  made  in  writing 
between  the  taxpayer  and  the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary, 
that  such  determination  and  assessment  shall  be  final  and  conclusive,  then 
(except  upon  a  showing  of  fraud  or  malfeasance  or  misrepresentation  of  fact 
materially  affecting  the  determination  or  assessment  thus  made)  (1)  the  case 
shall  not  be  reopened  or  the  determination  and  assessment  modified  by  any 
officer,  employee,  or  agent  of  the  United  States,  and  (2)  no  suit,  action,  or  pro- 
ceeding to  annul,  modify,  or  set  aside  such  determination  or  assessment  shall  be 
entertained  by  any  court  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  1313.  Administratiye  review.  That  in  the  absence  of  fraud  or  mistake 
in  mathematical  calculation,  the  findings  of  facts  in  and  the  decision  of  the 
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Commissioner  upon  (or  in  case  the  Secretary  is  authorized  to  approve  the  same, 
then  after  such  approval)  the  merits  of  any  claim  presented  under  or  author- 
ized by  the  internal-revenue  laws  shall  not  be  subject  to  review  by  any  other 
administrative  officer,  employee,  or  agent  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  1314.  Betroactiye  regulations.  That  in  case  a  regulation  or  Treasury 
decision  relating  to  the  internal-revenue  laws  made  by  the  Commissioner  or  the 
Secretary,  or  by  the  Commissioner  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  is  reversed 
by  a  subsequent  regulation  or  Treasury  decision,  and  such  reversal  is  not  imme- 
diately occasioned  or  required  by  a  decision  of  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction, 
such  subsequent  regulation  or  Treasury  decision  may,  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  be  applied  without  retroactive 
eflFect. 

REFUNDS. 

Sec.  1315.  [Refundment  of  taxes,  penalties,  etc. —  R.  8.  sec.  3220  re-enacted.] 

That  section  3220  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  is  reenacted  without 
change,  as  follows : 

"  Sec.  3220.  The  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  subject  to  regulations 
prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  is  authorized  to  remit,  refund, 
and  pay  back  all  taxes  erroneously  or  illegally  assessed  or  collected,  all  penalties 
collected  without  authority,  and  all  taxes  that  appear  to  be  unjustly  assessed 
or  excessive  in  amount,  or  in  any  manner  wrongfully  collected;  also  to  repay 
to  any  collector  or  deputy  collector  the  full  amount  of  such  sums  of  money  as 
may  be  recovered  against  him  in  any  court,  for  any  internal  revenue  taxes  col- 
lected by  him,  with  the  cost  and  expenses  of  suit;  also  all  damages  and  costs 
recovered  against  any  assessor,  assistant  assessor,  collector,  deputy  collector, 
agent,  or  inspector,  in  any  suit  brought  against  him  by  reason  of  anything  done 
in  the  due  performance  of  his  official  duty,  and  shall  make  rex>ort  to  Congress 
at  the  beginning  of  each  regular  session  of  Congress  of  all  transactions  under 
this  section." 

For  R.  S.  sec.  32(20,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  3  Fed.  Stat  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1028. 

Sec.  1316.  [Claims  for  refundment  —  limitation  —  9*  S*  s^*  3228  amended.] 

That  section  3228  of  the  Revised  Statutes  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

"  Sec.  3228.  All  claims  for  the  refunding  or  crediting  of  any  internal  revenue 
tax  alleged  to  have  been  erroneously  or  illegally  assessed  or  collected,  or  of  any 
penalty  alleged  to  have  been  collected  without  authority,  or  of  any  sum  alleged 
to  have  been  excessive  or  in  any  manner  wrongfully  collected,  must  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  within  four  years  next  after 
payment  of  such  tax,  penalty,  or  sum." 

This  section,  except  as  modified  by  section  252,  shall  apply  retroactively  to 
claims  for  refund  under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1916,  the  Revenue  Act  of  1917, 
and  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3228,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1037. 

Sec.  1317.  [Permanent  rndeflnite  appropriations  —  refunding  taxes  illegally 
collected  —  B.  8.  sec.  3689  repealed  in  part.]  That  the  paragraph  of  section 
3689  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  reading  as  follows:  **  Refunding 
taxes  illegally  collected  (internal  revenue) :    To  refund  and  pay  back  duties 
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erroneously  or  illegally  asscvsscd  or  collected  under  the  internal  revenue  laws," 
is  repealed  from  and  after  June  30,  1920;  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
shall  submit  for  the  fiscal  yesir  1921,  and  annually  thereafter,  an  estimate  of 
appropriations  to  refund  and  pay  back  duties  or  taxes  erroneously  or  illegally 
assessed  or  collected  under  the  internal-revenue  laws,  and  to  pay  judgments, 
including  interest  and  costs,  rendered  for  taxes  or  penalties  erroneously  or 
illegally  assessed  or  collected  under  the  internal-revenue  laws. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3689,  partly  repealed  by  this  paragraph,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  141. 

LIMITATIONS  UPON  SUITS  AND  PROSECUTIONS. 

Sec.  1318.  [Suits  for  recovery  of  taxes  wrongfully  collected —^  B.  S.  sec. 
3226  amended.]  That  section  3226  of  the  Revised  Statutes  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows : 

* '  Sec.  3226.  No  suit  or  proceeding  shall  be  maintained  in  any  court  for  the 
recovery  of  any  internal-revenue  tax  alleged  to  have  been  erroneously  or  illegally 
assessed  or  collected,  or  of  any  penalty  claimed  to  have  been  collected  without 
authority,  or  of  any  sum  alleged  to  have  been  excessive  or  in  any  manner 
wrongfully  collected,  until  a  claim  for  refund  or  credit  has  been  duly  filed  with 
the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  according  to  the  provisions  of  law  in 
that  regard,  and  the  regulations  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  established  in 
pursuance  thereof.  No  such  suit  or  proceeding  shall  be  begun  before  the  expira- 
tion of  six  months  from  the  date  of  filing  such  claim  unless  the  Commissioner 
renders  a  decision  thereon  within  that  time,  nor  after  the  expiration  of  five 
years  from  the  date  of  the  payment  of  such  tax,  penalty,  or  sum. ' ' 

This  section  shall  not  aflfect  any  suit  or  proceeding  instituted  prior  to  the 
passage  of  this  Act,  but  shall  apply  to  all  suits  and  proceedings  instituted  after 
the  passage  of  this  Act,  whether  or  not  barred  by  prior  Acts  of  Congress. 

For  IL  S.  sec.  3225  a»  it  formerly  read,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1034. 

Sec.  1319.  [B.  8.  sec.  3227  repealed.]  That  section  3227  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes is  hereby  repealed  but  such  repeal  shall  not  affect  any  suit  or  proceeding 
instituted  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  Act. 

For  R  S.  sec.  3227,  here  repealed,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d   ed.)   1037. 

Sec.  1320.  [Suits  for  collection  of  any  internal  revenue  tax.]  That  no  suit 
or  proceeding  for  the  collection  of  any  internal  revenue  tax  shall  be  begun  after 
the  expiration  of  five  years  from  the  time  such  tax  was  due,  except  in  the  case  of 
fraud  with  intent  to  evade  tax,  or  willful  attempt  in  any  manner  to  defeat  or 
evade  tax.  This  section  shall  not  apply  to  suits  or  proceedings  for  the  collection 
of  taxes  under  section  250  of  this  Act,  nor  to  suits  or  proceedings  begun  at  the 
time  of  the  passage  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  1321.  [Prosecution  for  offenses  agaixut  internal  revenue  laws  —  Act  of 
July  6,  1884,  amended.]  (a)  That  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  limit  the  time 
within  which  prosecutions  may  be  instituted  against  persons  charged  with  violat- 
ing internal-revenue  laws, ' '  approved  July  5, 1884,  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

*'  That  no  person  shall  be  prosecuted,  tried,  or  punished  for  any  of  the  various 
offenses  arising  under  the  internal-revenue  laws  of  the  United  States  unless  the 
indictment  is  found  or  the  information  instituted  within  three  years  next  after 
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the  commission  of  the  offense :  Provided,  That  the  time  during  which  the  person 
committing  the  offense  is  absent  from  the  district  wherein  the  same  is  committed 
shall  not  be  taken  as  any  part  of  the  time  limited  by  law  for  the  commencement 
of  such  proceedings:  Provided  further.  That  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall 
not  apply  to  offenses  committed  prior  to  its  passage:  Provided  further.  That 
where  a  complaint  shall  be  instituted  before  a  commissioner  of  the  United  States 
within  the  period  above  limited,  the  time  shall  be  extended  until  the  discharge 
of  the  grand  jury  at  its  next  session  within  the  district :  And  provided  further. 
That  this  Act  shall  not  apply  to  offenses  committed  by  officers  of  the  United 
States." 

(b)  Any  prosecution  or  proceeding  under  an  indictment  found  or  information 
instituted  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  Act  shall  not  be  affected  in  any  manner 
by  this  amendment  but  such  prosecution  or  proceeding  shall  be  subject  to  the 
limitations  imposed  by  law  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  Act. 

For  Act  of  July  5,  1884,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  330. 

ASSESSMENTS. 

Sec.  1322.  [Time  of  assessments  —  effect  of  fraud,  etc.]  That  all  internal 
revenue  taxes,  except  as  provided  in  section  250  of  this  Act,  shall,  notwithstand- 
ing the  provisions  of  section  3182  of  the  Revised  Statutes  or  any  other  provision 
of  law,  be  assessed  within  four  years  after  such  taxes  became  due,  but  in  the 
case  of  fraud  with  intent  to  evade  tax  or  willful  attempt  in  any  manner  to  defeat 
or  evade  tax,  such  tax  may  be  assessed  at  any  time. 

For  R.  8.  sec.  3182,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   1010. 

FRAXJDULENT  RETURNS. 

Sec.  1323.  [Recovery  of  taxes  collected  under  second  assessment  based  on 
fraudulent  returns  — B.  8.  sec  3226  re-enacted.]  That  section  3225  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States,  as  amended,  is  reenacted  without  change 
as  follows : 

*'  Sec.  3225.  When  a  second  assessment  is  made  in  case  of  any  list,  statement, 
or  return,  which  in  the  opinion  of  the  collector  or  deputy  collector  was  false  or 
fraudulent,  or  contained  any  understatement  or  undervaluation,  such  assess- 
ment shall  not  be  remitted,  nor  shall  taxes  collected  under  such  assessment  be 
refunded,  or  paid  back,  or  recovered  by  any  suit,  unless  it  is  proved  that  such 
list,  statement,  or  return  was  not  willfully  false  or  fraudulent  and  did  not 
contain  any  willful  understatement  or  undervaluation." 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3225,  aa  it  formerly  read,  see  1918  Supp.  279. 

Sec.  1324.  Interest  on  refunds  and  judgments,  (a)  That  upon  the  allow- 
ance of  a  claim  for  the  refund  of  or  credit  for  internal  revenue  taxes  paid, 
interest  shall  be  allowed  and  paid  upon  the  total  amount  of  such  refund  or  credit 
at  the  rate  of  one-half  of  1  per  centum  per  month  to  the  date  of  such  allowance, 
as  follows:  (1)  if  such  amount  was  paid  under  a  specific  protest  setting  forth 
in  detail  the  basis  of  and  reasons  for  such  protest,  from  the  time  when  such  tax 
was  paid,  or  (2)  if  such  amount  was  not  paid  under  protest  but  pursuant  to  an 
additional  assessment,  from  the  time  such  additional  assessment  was  paid,  or 
(3)  if  no  protest  was  made  and  the  tax  was  not  paid  pursuant  to  an  additional 
assessment,  from  six  months  after  the  date  of  filing  of  such  claim  for  refund 
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or  credit.  The  term  **  additional  assessment  "  as  used  in  this  section  means  a 
further  assessment  for  a  tax  of  the  same  character  previously  paid  in  part, 
(b)  Section  177  of  the  Judicial  Code  is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 
"  Sec.  177.  No  interest  shall  be  allowed  on  any  claim  up  to  the  time  of  the 
rendition  of  judgment  by  the  Court  of  Claims,  unless  upon  a  contract  expressly 
stipulating  for  the  payment  of  interest,  except  that  interest  may  be  allowed  in 
any  judgment  of  any  court  rendered  after  the  passage  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1921  against  the  United  States  for  any  internal-revenue  tax  erroneously  or 
illegally  assessed  or  collected,  or  for  any  penalty  collected  without  authority  or 
any  sum  which  was  excessive  or  in  any  manner  wrongfully  collected,  under  the 
internal-revenue  laws. ' ' 

For  Jud.  Code,  sec.  177,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  5  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  680. 

Sec.  1325.  Payments  of  taxes  by  check  or  United  States  securities.  That 
collectors  may  receive,  at  par  with  an  adjustment  for  accrued  interest,  notes  or 
certificates  of  indebtedness  issued  by  the  United  State*  and  uncertified  checks 
in  payment  of  income,  war  profits  and  excess-profits  taxes  and  any  other  taxes 
payable  other  than  by  stamp,  during  such  time  and  under  such  regulations  as 
the  Commissioner,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary,  shall  prescribe;  but  if  a 
check  so  received  is  not  paid  by  the  bank  on  which  it  is  drawn  the  person  by 
whom  such  check  has  been  tendered  shall  remain  liable  for  the  payment  of  the 
tax  and  for  all  legal  penalties  and  additions  the  same  as  if  such  check  had  not 
been  tendered. 

Sec.  1326.  Frauds  on  purchasers.  That  whoever  in  connection  with  the 
sale  or  lease,  or  offer  for  sale  or  lease,  of  any  article,  or  for  the  purpose  of  mak- 
ing such  sale  or  lease,  makes  any  statement,  written  or  oral,  (1)  intended  or  cal- 
culated to  lead  any  person  to  believe  that  any  part  of  the  price  at  which  such 
article  is  sold  or  leased,  or  offered  for  sale  or  lease,  consists  of  a  tax  imposed 
under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  or  (2)  ascribing  a  particular  part  of 
such  price  to  a  tax  imposed  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  knowing 
that  such  statement  is  false  or  that  the  tax  is  not  so  great  as  the  portion  of  such 
price  ascribed  to  such  tax,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction 
thereof  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000  or  by  imprisonment 
not  exceeding  one  year,  or  both. 

Sec.  1327.  Tax  simplification  board,  (a)  That  there  is  hereby  established 
in  the  Department  of  the  Treasury  a  board  to  be  known  as  the  *  *  Tax  Simplifica- 
tion Board  "  (hereinafter  in  this  section  called  the  **  Board  "),  to  be  composed 

as  follows : 

(1)  Three  members  who  shall  represent  the  public,  to  be  appointed  by  the 

President ;  and 

(2)  Three  members  who  shall  represent  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  and 
shall  be  officers  or  employees  of  the  United  States  serving  in  such  Bureau,  to  be 
appointed  by  the  Secretary. 

(b)  Any  vacancy  in  the  Board  shall  be  filled  in  the  same  manner  as  the  orig- 
inal appointment.  The  members  representing  the  public  shall  serve  without 
compensation  except  reimbursement  for  traveling,  subsistence,  and  other  neces- 
sary expenses  incurred  in  the  performance  of  the  duties  vested  in  them  by  this 
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section.  The  members  representing  the  Bureau  of  Internal  Revenue  shall  serve 
without  compensation  in  addition  to  that  received  for  their  service  in  such 
Bureau. 

(c)  The  Secretary  shall  furnish  the  Board  with  such  clerical  assistance,  quar- 
ters and  stationery,  furniture,  office  equipment,  and  other  supplies  as  may  be 
necessary  for  the  performance  of  the  duties  vested  in  them  by  this  section. 

(d)  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Board  to  investigate  the  procedure  of  and  the 
forms  used  by  the  Bureau  in  the  administration  of  the  internal  revenue  laws, 
and  to  make  recommendations  in  respect  to  the  simplification  thereof.  The  Board 
shall  make  a  report  to  the  Congress  on  or  before  the  first  Monday  of  December 
in  each  year. 

(e)  The  expenditures  of  the  Board  shall  be  paid  upon  vouchers  approved  by 
the  Board  and  signed  by*  the  chairman  thereof.  For  the  expenditures  of  the 
Board  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  there  is  authorized  to  be  appro- 
priated, out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  the  sum 
of  $10,000. 

(f )  The  Board  shall  cease  to  exist  on  December  31, 1924. 

Sec.  1328.  Oonsolidation  of  Liberty  bond  tax  exemptions.  That  the  vari- 
ous Acts  authorizing  the  issues  of  Liberty  bonds  are  amended  and  supplemented 
as  follows : 

(a)  On  and  after  January  1, 1921,  4  per  centum  and  414  P^r  centum  Liberty 
bonds  shall  be  exempt  from  graduated  additional  income  taxes,  commonly 
known  as  surtaxes,  and  excess-profits  and  war-profits  taxes,  now  or  hereafter 
imposed  by  the  United  States  upon  the  income  or  profits  of  individuals,  partner- 
ships, corporations,  or  associations,  in  respect  to  the  interest  on  aggregate  prin- 
cipal amounts  thereof  as  follows : 

Until  the  expiration  of  two  years  after  the  date  of  the  termination  of  the  war 
between  the  United  States  and  the  German  Government,  as  fixed  by  proclamation 
of  the  President,  on  $125,000  aggregate  principal  amount ;  and  for  three  years 
more  on  $50,000  aggregate  principal  amount. 

(b)  The  exemptions  provided  in  subdivision  (a)  shall  be  in  addition  to  the 
exemptions  provided  in  section  7  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  and  in  addi- 
tion to  the  exemption  provided  in  subdivision  (3)  of  section  1  of  the  Supple- 
ment to  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act  in  respect  to  bonds  issued  upon  conver- 
sion of  Zy%  per  centum  bonds,  but  shall  be  in  lieu  of  the  exemptions  provided 
and  free  from  the  conditions  and  limitations  imposed  in  subdivisions  (1)  and  (2) 
of  section  1  of  the  Supplement  to  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act  and  in  section  2  of 
the  Victory  Liberty  Loan  Act. 

For  the  various  Liberty  Bond  Acts,  see  1918  Supp.  672;  1919  Supp.  309. 

Sec.  1329.  Deposit  of  United  States  bonds  or  notes  in  lieu  of  surety.  (See 
Surety  and  SuRETYsrap.) 

Sec.  1330.  Lost  stamps  for  tobacoo,  cigars,  and  so  forth  —  B.  S.  sec.  3315 
re-enacted.  That  section  3315  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  as  amended,  is  re-enacted 
without  change,  as  follows-: 

*'  Sec.  3315.  The  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  may,  under  regulations 
prescribed  by  him  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  issue 
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stamps  for  restamping  packages  of  distilled  spirits,  tobacco,  cigars,  snuff,  ciga- 
rettes, fermented  liquors,  and  wines  which  have  been  duly  stamped  but  from 
which  the  stamps  have  been  lost  or  destroyed  by  unavoidable  accident." 

For  R.  S.  sec.  3316,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  70. 

Sec.  1331.  Consolidated  returns  for  year  1917.  (a)  That  Title  II  of  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1917  shall  be  construed  to  impose  the  taxes  therein  mentioned 
upon  the  basis  of  consolidated  returns  of  net  income  and  invested  capital  in  the 
case  of  domestic  corporations  and  domestic  partnerships  that  were  affiliated  dur- 
ing the  calendar  year  1917. 

(b)  For  the  purpose  of  this  section  a  corporation  or  partnership  was  affili- 
ated with  one  or  more  corporations  or  partnerships  (1)  when  such  corporation 
or  partnership  owned  directly  or  controlled  through" closely  affiliated  interests 
or  by  a  nominee  or  nominees  all  or  substantially  all  the  stock  of  the  other  or 
others,  or  (2)  when  substantially  all  the  stock  of  two  or  more  corporations  or 
the  business  of  two  or  more  partnerships  was  owned  by  the  same  interests: 
Provided,  That  such  corporations  or  partnerships  were  engaged  in  the  same  or 
a  closely  related  business,  or  one  corporation  or  partnership  bought  from  or 
sold  to  another  corporation  or  partnership  products  or  services  at  prices  above  or 
below  the  current  market,  thus  effecting  an  artificial  distribution  of  profits,  or 
one  corporation  or  partnership  in  any  way  so  arranged  its  financial  relationships 
with  ^mother  corporation  or  partnership  as  to  assign  to  it  a  disproportionate 
share  of  net  income  or  invested  capital.  For  the  purposes  of  this  section,  public 
service  corporations  which  (1)  were  operated  independently,  (2)  were  not 
physically  connected  or  merged  and  (3)  did  not  receive  special  permission  to 
make  a  consolidated  return,  shall  not  be  construed  to  have  been  affliated ;  but  a 
railroad  or  other  public  utility  which  was  owned  by  an  industrial  corporation 
and  was  operated  as  a  plant  facility  or  as  an  integral  part  of  a  group  organiza- 
tion of  affiliated  corporations  which  were  required  to  file  a  consolidated  return, 
shall  be  construed  to  have  been  affiliated. 

(c)  The  provisions  of  this  section  are  declaratory  of  the  provisions  of  Title  II 
of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1917. 

For  Revenue  Act  of  1917,  Bee  191iS  Supp.  270  et  aeq. 

Sec.  1332.  Alternative  tax  on  personal  service  corporations,  (a)  That 
if  either  subdivision  (e)  of  section  218  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  or  subdi- 
vision (d)  of  section  218  of  this  Act  is  by  final  adjudication  declared  invalid, 
there  shall,  in  addition  to  all  other  taxes,  be  levied,  collected,  and  paid  on  the 
net  income  (as  defined  in  section  232)  received  during  the  calendar  years  1918, 
1919,  1920,  and  1921,  by  every  personal  service  corporation  (as  defined  in  sec- 
tion 200)  included  within  the  provisions  of  such  subdivisions,  a  tax  equal  to  the 
taxes  imposed  by  Titles  II  and  III  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  and,  in  the  case 
of  income  received  during  the  calendar  year  1921,  by  Titles  II  and  III  of  this 
Act. 

(b)  In  such  event  every  such  personal  service  corporation  shall,  on  or  before 
the  fifteenth  day  of  the  sixth  month  following  the  date  of  entry  of  decree  upon 
such  final  adjudication,  make  a  return  of  any  income  received  during  each  of 
the  calendar  years  1918,  1919,  1920,  and  1921  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1918  (or  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  this  Act,  in  the  case  of 
income  received  during  the  calendar  year  1921).     Such  return  ishall  be  made 
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and  the  net  income  shall  be  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  taxpayer's  annual 
accounting  period  (fiscal  year  or  calendar  year,  as  the  case  may  be)  in  the 
manner  provided  for  other  corporations  under  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  and 
this  Act. 

(c)  If  either  subdivision  (e)  of  section  218  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918.  or 
subdivision  (d)  of  section  218  of  this  Act  is  so  declared  invalid,  claims  for  credit 
or  refund  of  taxes  paid  under  both  such  sections  shall  be  allowed,  if  made  ivithin 
the  time  provided  in  subdivision  (f )  of  this  section. 

(d)  In  case  the  claims  for  credit  or  refund,  filed  within  six  months  from 
such  date  of  entry  of  decree,  represents  less  than  30  per  centum  of  the  outstand- 
ing stock  or  shares  in  the  corporation,  the  amount  of  taxes  imposed  by  this 
section  upon  such  corporation  shall  be  reduced  to  that  proportion  thereof  which 
the  number  of  stock  or  shares  owned  by  the  shareholders  or  members  making 
such  claims  bears  to  the  totar  number  of  stock  or  shares  outstanding. 

(e)  The  tax  imposed  by  this  section  shall  be  assessed,  collected,  and  paid  upon 
the  same  basis,  in  the  same  manner,  and  subject  to  the  same  provisions  of. law, 
including  penalties,  as  the  taxes  imposed  by  sections  230  and  301  of  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1918  (or  by  sections  230  and  301  of  this  Act,  in  the  case  of  income  received 
during  the  calendar  year  1921),  but  no  interest  or  penalties  shall  be  due  or  pay- 
able thereon  for  any  period  prior  to  the  date  upon  which  the  return  is  by  this 
section  required  to  be  made  and  the  first  installment  paid.  The  amount  of  tax 
paid  by  any  shareholder  or  member  of  a  personal  service  corporation  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (e)  of  section  218  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918 
or  subdivision  (d)  of  section  218  of  this  Act  shall  be  credited  against  the  tax 
due  from  such  corporation  under  this  section  upon  the  joint  written  application 
of  such  corporation  and  such  shareholder  or  member  or  his  representatives, 
heirs,  or  assigns,  if  such  application  is  filed  with  the  Commissioner  within  six 
months  from  such  date  of  entry  of  decree. 

(f )  Notwithstanding  any  other  provision  of  law,  no  claim  for  a  credit  or 
refund  of  taxes  paid  under  subdivision  (e)  of  section  218  of  the  Revenue  Act 
of  1918  or  subdivision  (d)  of  section  218  of  this  Act,  may  be  filed  after  the 
expiration  of  six  months  from  such  date  of  entry  of  decree :  Provided,  however, 
That  a  personal  service  corporation  of  which  no  shareholder  or  member  has  filed 
such  claim  within  such  period  of  six  months  shall  not  be  subject  to  the  tax 
imposed  by  this  section. 

For  Bevenue  Act  of  1918,  see  1919  Supp.  90  et  seq. 

Title  XIV. —  General  Provisions. 

Sec.  1400.  Repeals,  (a)  That  the  following  parts  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1918  are  repealed,  to  take  effect  (except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act)  on 
January  1,  1922.  subject  to  the  limitations  provided  in  subdivision  (b) : 

Title  II  (called  *'  Income  Tax,''  as  of  January  1,  1921; 

Title  III  (called  '*  War-Profits  and  Excess-Profits  Tax  ")  as  of  January  1, 
1921; 

Title  IV  (called  *'  Estate  Tax  '')  on  the  passage  of  this  Act; 

Title  V  (called  **  Tax  on  Transportation  and  Other  Facilities,  and  on 
Insurance  ") ; 

Sections  628,  629,  and  630  of  Title  VI  (being  the  taxes  on  soft  drinks,  ice 
cream,  and  similar  articles) ; 
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Title  VII  (called  **  Tax  on  Cigars,  Tobacco  and  Manufactures  Thereof  ") ; 

Title  VIII  (called  "  Tax  on  Admissions  and  Dues  ") ; 

Title  IX  (called  "  Excise  Taxes  ") ; 

Title  X  (called  "  Special  Taxes  ") ; 

Title  XI  (called  "  Stamp  Taxes  ") ; 

Title  XII  (called  '*  Tax  on  Employment  of  Child  Labor  *')  as  of  January  1, 
1921 ;  and 

Sections  1314,  1315,  1316,  1317,  1319,  and  1320  of  Title  XIII  (being  certain 
administrative  provisions)  on  the  passage  of  this  Act. 

For  Revenue  Act  of  1918,  see  1919  Supp.  90  et.  seq. 

(b)  The  parts  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  which  are  repealed  by  this  Act 
shall  (unless  otherwise  specifically  provided  in  this  Act)  remain  in  force  for 
the  assessment  and  collection  of  all  taxes  which  have  accrued  under  the  Revenue 
Act  of  1918  at  the  time  such  parts  cease  to  be  in  effect,  and  for  the  imposition 
and  collection  of  all  penalties  or  forfeitures  which  have  accrued  or  may  accrue 
in  relation  to  any  such  taxes.  In  the  case  of  any  tax  imposed  by  any  part  of  the 
Revenue  Act  of  1918  repealed  by  this  Act,  if  there  is  a  tax  imposed  by  this  Act 
in  lieu  thereof,  the  provision  imposing  such  tax  shall  remain  in  force  until  the 
corresponding  tax  under  this  Act  takes  effect  under  the  provisions  of  this  Act. 
The  unexpended  balance  of  any  appropriation  heretofore  made  and  now  avail- 
able for  the  administration  of  any  such  part  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1918  shall  be 
available  for  the  administration  of  this  Act  or  the  corresponding  provision 
thereof. 

Seo.  1401.  Increase  in  note  authorization.    (See  Pubug  Debt.) 

S^'c.  1402.  Increase  in  Treasury  savings  certificate  limit.  (See  Public 
Debt.) 

Sec.  1403.  Saving  dause  in  event  of  onconstitationality.  That  if  any  pro- 
vision of  this  Act,  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances, 
is  held  invalid,  the  remainder  of  the  Act,  and  the  application  of  such  provision 
to  other  persons  or  circumstances,  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 

Sec.  1404.  Effective  date  of  Act.  That  except  as  otherwise  provided,  this 
Act  shall  take  effect  upon  its  passage. 
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Act  of  Feb,  26, 1921,  225. 

"  Transportation  Act  '* — Certifications  under  Sees.  204  and  209 
— Ascertainment  of  Amounts  Payable  —  New  Section  Added, 
225. 

Res.  of  Feb.  27,  1921,  226. 

'*  Transportation  Act'* — Exemption  of  New  York  State  Barge 
Canal  from  Provisions  of  Sec,  201,  226, 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  (Sundry  CivU  Appropriation  Act),  227. 

Sec.    1.  "  Transportation  Act '' — Amendment  of  Sec.  201  (c)  — Terminal 
Facilities  —  Construction  by  Secretary  of  War,  227. 

Act  of  June  10, 1921,  227. 

*^  Transportation  Act '^ — Amendment  of  Sec.  407  —  Consolida- 
tion of  Telephone  Companies,  227. 

CROSS-R£FSS£NC£S 

See  also  PENAL  LAWS;  STOCKYARDS 

An  Act  To  amend  the  Transportation  Act,  1920. 

[Act  of  Feb.  26,  1921.] 

["  Transportation  Act  "—certifications  nnder  sees.  204  and  209  — ascer- 
tainment of  amounts  payable  — new  section  added.]  That  the  Transporta- 
tion Act,  1920,  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  after  section  211  a  new  section  to 
read  as  follows: 

**  Sec.  212.  (a)  In  making  certifications  under  section  204  or  section  209, 
the  Commission,  if  not  at  the  time  able  finally  to  determine  the  whole  amount 
due  under  such  section  to  a  carrier  or  the  American  Railway  Express  Company, 
may  make  its  certificate  for  any  amount  definitely  ascertained  by  it  to  be  due, 
and  may  thereafter  in  the  same  manner  make  further  certificates,  until  the 
whole  amount  due  has  been  certified.  The  authority  of  and  direction  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  under  such  sections  to  draw  warrants  is  hereby  made 
applicable  to  each  such  certificate.  Warrants  drawn  pursuant  to  this  section, 
whether  in  partial  pa3anent  or  in  final  payment,  shall  be  paid:  (1)  If  for  a 
payment  in  respect  to  reimbursement  of  a  carrier  for  a  deficit  during  the  period 
of  Federal  control,  out  of  the  appropriation  made  by  section  204;  (2)  if  for 
a  payment  in  respect  to  the  guaranty  to  a  carrier  other  than  the  American 
Railway  Express  Company,  out  of  the  appropriation  made  by  subdivision  (g) 
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of  section  209;  and  (3)  if  for  a  payment  in  respect  to  the  guaranty  to  the 
American  Railway  Express  Company,  out  of  the  appropriation  made  by  the 
fifth  paragraph  of  subdivision  (i)  of  section  209. 

*'  (b)  In  ascertaining  the  several  amounts  payable  under  either  of  such 
sections,  the  Commission  is  authorized,  in  the  case  of  deferred  debits  and  credits 
which  can  not  at  the  time  be  definitely  determined,  to  make,  whenever  in  its 
judgment  practicable,  a  reasonable  estimate  of  the  net  effect  of  any  such  items, 
and,  when  agreed  to  by  the  carrier  or  express  company,  to  use  such  estimate  as 
a  definitely  ascertained  amount  in  certifying  amounts  payable  under  either  of 
such  sections,  and  such  estimates  so  agreed  to  shall  be  prima  facie  but  not 
conclusive  evidence  of  their  correctness  in  amount  in  final  settlement. ' ' 

The  "  Transportation  Act  "  here  amended  is  set  out  in  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  72. 

Mandamus  to  compel  secretary  of  treasury  a  warrant  on  the  certificate  of  the  Interstate 

to  issue  warrant. —  In  U.  S.  i*.  Mellon,  (App.  Commerce   Commission   was  affirmed   on  the 

Cas.  D.  0.  1921)   273  Fed.  762,  a  judgment  ground  that  this  section   directed  the  scc-re- 

of  dismissal  of  a  petition  for  mandamus  to  tary  of  the  treasury  to  do  in  effect  what  the 

compel  the  secretary  of  the  treasury  to  issue  action  was  instituted  to  compel  him  to  do. 


Joint  Besolution  To  exempt  the  New  York  State  Barge  Canal  from  the  pro- 
visions of  section  201  of  the  Transportation  Act,  1920,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

[Res.  of  Feb.  27,  1921,  No,  62.] 

I"  Transportation  Act  " — exemption  of  New  York  state  barge  canal  from 
provisions  of  sec.  201.]  That  at  the  end  of  thirty  days  after  the  passage  of 
this  resolution  the  authority  conferred  upon  the  Secretary  of  War  under  sec- 
tion 201  of  the  Transportation  Act,  1920,  to  operate  for  commercial  purposes 
boats,  barp:es,  tugs,  or  other  transportation  facilities  upon  the  New  York  State 
Barge  Canal  shall  cease,  and  thereafter  there  shall  be  no  such  operation  by  the 
Secretary-  of  War  or  any  other  agency  of  the  United  States.  The  Secretary 
of  War  shall  as  soon  as  is  practicable,  dispose  of  boats,  barges,  tugs,  and  other 
transportation  facilities  purchased  or  constructed  for  use  upon  the  said  cslual, 
and,  pending  final  disposition,  the  Secretary  of  War  may  lease  the  same :  Pro- 
vided;  That  all  the  money  obtained  from  the  sale  or  lease  of  these  boats, 
barges,  and  tugs  shall  be  available  until  expended  by  the  inland  and  coastwise 
waterways  serace  of  the  War  Department  in  the  inauguration  and  development 
of  other  inland,  ^anal,  and  coastwise  waterways  in  accordance  with  the  expressed 
desire  of  Congress  in  section  500  of  the  Transportation  Act,  1920:  Provided 
further,  That  not  to  exceed  25  per  centum  of  the  boats,  barges,  and  tugs  built 
or  purchased  for  the  United  States,  herein  authorized  to  be  sold,  may  be  retained 
by  the  United  States  for  the  operation  of  other  inland,  canal,  or  coastwise  routes 
of  the  United  States  until  such  equipment  can  be  replaced  by  other  equipment 
to  be  purchased  from  funds  received  from  the  sale  prescribed  above. 

For  section  201  of  "  Transportation  Act "  affected  by  provisions  of  the  text,  see  1980  Supp. 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  73. 
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[Sfx.  1.]    *  *  *    [**  Transportation  Act  "—amendment  of  sec.  201  (c)  — 

terminal  facilities  —  construction  by  Secretary  of  War.]  That  section  201  (c), 
Transportation  Act,  1920,  be  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  **  whose  con- 
stitution prohibits  the  ownership  of  such  terminal  facilities  by  other  than  the 
State  or  a  political  subdivision  thereof,"  and  insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"municipality  or  transportation  company;  or  to  expend  such  moneys  for 
necessary  terminal  improvements  and  facilities  upon  property  leased  from 
States,  cities,  or  transportation  companies  under  terms  approved  by  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  or  otherwise,  in  accordance  with  any  order  rendered 
by  said  commission  under  subheading  (a),  paragraph  13,  section  6,  Interstate 
Commerce  Act." 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,  1921. 
For  section  201  (c)    ol  **  Transportation  Act "  here  amended,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.    (2d  ed.)    74. 


An  Act  To  amend  section  407  of  the  Transportation  Act  of  1920. 

[Act  Qf  June  10,1921.] 

[Transportation  Act  —  amendment  of  sec.  407  —  consolidation  of  telephone 
companies.]  That  section  407  of  the  Transportation  Act  of  1920  be,  and  it  is 
hereby,  amended  by  adding  thereto  a  new  paragraph  designated  as  para- 
graph (9),  as  follows: 

*'  (9)  Upon  application  of  one  or  more  telephone  companies  for  anthority  to 
consolidate  their  properties  or  a  part  thereof  into  a  single  comj^any,  or  for 
authority  for  one  or  more  such  companies  to  acquire  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the 
pro-perty  of  another  telephone  company  or  other  telephone  companies  or  the 
control  thereof  by  the  purchase  of  securities  or  by  lease  or  in  any  other  like 
manner,  when  such  consolidated  company  would  be  subject  to  this  Act,  the  com- 
mission shall  fix  a  time  and  place  for  a  public  hearing  upon  such  application 
and  shall  thereupon  give  reasonable  notice  in  writing  to  the  governor  of  each 
of  the  States  in  which  the  physical  property  affected,  or  any  part  thereof,  is 
situated,  and  to  the. State  public  service  commission  or  other  regulatory  body, 
if  any,  having  jurisdiction  over  telephone  companies,  and  to  such  other  persons 
as  it  may  deem  advisable.  After  such  public  hearing,  if  the  commission  finds 
that  the  proposed  consolidation,  acquisition,  or  control  will  be  of  advantage  to 
the  persons  to  whom  service  is  to  be  rendered  and  in  the  public  interest,  it  shall 
certify  to  that  effect;  and  thereupon  any  Act  or  Acts  of  Congress  making  the 
proposed  transaction  unlawful  shall  not  apply.  Nothing  in  this  paragraph 
contained  shall  be  construed  as  in  any  wise  limiting  or  restricting  the  powers  of 
the  several  States,  as  now  existing  to  control  and  regulate  telephone  companies. '* 

For  sec.  407  of  the  Transportation  Act,  here  amended,  see  1920  Supp.  102. 


INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 

Act  of  Nov,  23 y  1921  {Act  Supplemental  to  National  Prohibition  Act),  228. 
Seel.  Terms  in  Act  Defined,  228, 

2.  Prescriptions  for  Medicinal  Purposes  of  Spirituous  and   Vinous 
Liquors  —  Importation,  Reimportation  and  Manufacture,  228. 
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Sec.  3,  Territory  Affected  by  National  Prohibition  Act  —  Hawaii  —  Virgin 

Islands  —  Courts,  229. 
4.  Regulations  —  Making^  by  Commissioner  —  Penalty  for  Violations, 

229. 
6.  National  Prohibition  Act  as  Affecting  Laws  in  Existence  at  Time  of 

Enactment  —  Loss  of  DistiUed  Spirits  as  Affecting  Payment  of 

Tax  Thereon,  229. 
6.  Immunity  of  Private  Dwelling  from  Search  Without  Warrant  ^^ 

Impersonating  United  States  Officer  or  Employee,  230, 

CROSS-REPERENCB 

See  also  INTERNAL  REVENUE 

An  Act  Supplemental  to  the  National  Prohibition  Act.* 

[Act  of  Nov.  23, 1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Terms  in  Act  defined.]  That  the  words  ''  person/'  '^  commis- 
sioner," "application,"  **  permit,"  ''regulation,"  and  "liquor,"  and  the 
phrase  ''  intoxicating  liquor,"  when  used  in  this  Act,  shall  have  the  same  mean- 
ing as  they  have  in  Title  II  of  the  National  Prohibition  Act. 

Sec.  2.  [Prescriptions  for  medicinal  purposes  of  spirituous  and  vinous 
liquors  —  importations,  reimportation  and  manufacture.]  That  only  spiritu- 
ous and  vinous  liquor  may  be  prescribed  for  medicinal  purposes,  and  all  per- 
mits to  prescribe  and  prescriptions  for  any  other  liquor  shall  be  void.  Nd 
physician  shall  prescribe,  nor  shall  any  person  sell  or  furnish  on  any  prescrip- 
tion, any  vinous  liquor  that  contains  more  than  24  per  centum  of  alcohol  by 
volume,  nor  shall  anyone  prescribe  or  sell  or  furnish  on  any  prescription  more 
than  one-fourth  of  one  gallon  of  vinous  liquor,  or  any  such  vinous  or  spirituous 
liquor  that  contains  separately  or  in  the  aggregate  more  than  one-half  pint  of 
alcohol,  for  use  by  any  person  within  any  period  of  ten  days.  No  physician  shall 
be  furnished  with  more  than  one  hundred  prescription  blanks  for  use  in  any 
period  of  ninety  days,  nor  shall  any  physician  issue  more  than  that  number  of 
prescriptions  within  any  such  period  unless. on  application  therefor  he  shall 
make  it  clearly  apparent  to  the  commissioner  that  for  some  extraordinary  reason 
a  larger  amount  is  necessary,  whereupon  the  necessary  additional  blanks  may 
be  furnished  him.  But  this  provision  shall  not  be  construed  to  limit  the  sale  of 
any  article  the  manufacture  of  which  is  authorized  under  section  4,  Title  II,  of 
the  National  Prohibition  Act. 

If  the  commissioner  shall  find  after  hearing,  upon  notice  as  required  in  sec- 
tion 5  of  Title  II  of  the  National  Prohibition  Act,  that  any  article  enumerated 
in  subdivisions  b,  c,  d,  or  e  of  section  4  of  Title  II  of  said  National  Prohibition 
Act  is  being  used  as  a  beverage,  or  for  intoxicating  beverage  purposes,  he  may 
require  a  change  of  formula  of  such  article  and  in  the  event  that  such  change 
is  not  made  within  a  time  to  be  named  by  the  commissioner  he  may  cancel  the 
permit  for  the  manufacture  of  such  article  unless  it  is  made  clearly  to  appear 
to  the  commissioner  that  such  use  can  only  occur  in  rare  or  exceptional  instances, 
but  such  action  of  the  commissioner  may  by  appropriate  proceedings  in  a  court 
of  equity  be  reviewed,  as  provided  for  in  section  5,  Title  II,  of  said  National 
Prohibition  Act:    Provided,  That  no  change  of  formula  shall  be  required  and 

*  For  National  Prohibition  Act,  see  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  197. 
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no  permit  to  manufacture  any  article  under  subdivision  (E),  section  4,  Title  II 
of  the  National  Prohibition  Act  shall  be  revoked  unless  the  sale  or  use  of  such 
article  is  substantially  increased  in  the  community  by  reason  of  its  use  as  a 
beverage  or  for  intoxicating  beverage  purposes. 
No  spirituous  liquor  shall  be  imported  into  the  United  States,  nor  shall  any 
.  permit  be  granted  authorizing  the  manufacture  of  any  spirituous  liquor,  save 
alcohol,  until  the  amount  of  such  liquor  now  in  distilleries  or  other  bonded 
warehouses  shall  have  been  reduced  to  a  quantity  that  in  the  opinion  of  the 
commissioner  will,  with  liquor  that  may  thereafter  be  manufactured  and 
imported,  be  suflScient  to  supply  the  current  need  thereafter  for  all  nonbeverage 
uses:  Provided,  That  no  vinous  liquor  shall  be  imported  into  the  United  States 
unless  it  is  made  to  appear  to  the  commissioner  that  vinous  liquor  for  such  non- 
beverage  use  produced  in  the  United  States  is  not  sufficient  to  meet  such  non- 
beverage  needs :  Provided  further,  That  this  provision  against  importation  shall 
not  apply  to  shipments  en  route  to  the  United  States  at  the  time  of  the  passage 
of  this  Act :  And  provided  further,  That  the  commissioner  may  authorize  the 
return  to  the  United  States  under  such  regulations  and  conditions  as  he  may 
prescribe  any  distilled  spirits  of  American  production  exported  free  of  tax  and 
reimported  in  original  packages  in  which  exported  and  consigned  for  redeposit 
in  the  distillery  bonded  warehouse  from  which  originally  removed. 

Sec.  3.  [Territory  affected  by  National  Prohibition  Act  —  Hawaii  — *  Virgin 
Islands  —  courts.]  That  this  Act  and  the  National  Prohibition  Act  shall  apply 
not  only  to  the  United  States  but  to  all  territory  subject  to  its  jurisdiction, 
including  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and  the  Virgin  Islands;  and  jurisdiction  is 
conferred  on  the  courts  of  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  and  the  Virgin  Islands  to 
enforce  this  Act  and  the  National  Prohibition  Act  in  such  Territory  and  Islands. 


Sec.  4.  [Regulations  —  making  by  commissioner  —  penalty  for  Tiolations.] 
That  regulations  may  be  made  by  the  commissioner  to  carry  into  effect  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act.  Any  person  who  violates  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act 
shall  be  subject  to  the  penalties  provided  for  in  the  National  Prohibition  Act. 

Sec.  5.  [National  Prohibition  Act  as  affecting  laws  in  existence  at  time  of 
enactment — loss  of  distilled  spirits  as  affecting  payment  of  tax  thereon.] 
That  all  laws  in  regard  to  the  manufacture  and  taxation  of  and  traffic  in  intoxi- 
cating liquor,  and  all  penalties  for  violations  of  such  laws  that  were  in  force 
when  the  National  Prohibition  Act  was  enacted,  shall  be  and  continue  in  force, 
as  to  both  beverage  and  nonbeverage  liquor,  except  such  provisions  of  such 
laws  as  are  directly  in  conflict  with  any  provision  of  the  National  Prohibition 
Act  or  of  this  Act;  but  if  any  act  is  a  violation  of  any  of  such  laws  and  also  of 
the  National  Prohibition  Act  or  of  this  Act,  a  conviction  for  such  act  or  offense 
under  one  shall  be  a  bar  to  prosecution  therefor  under  the  other.  All  taxes  and 
tax  penalties  provided  for  in  section  35  of  Title  II  of  the  National  Prohibition 
Act  shall  be  assessed  and  collected  in  the  same  manner  and  by  the  same  procedure 
as  other  taxes  on  the  manufacture  of  or  traffic  in  liquor. 

If  distilled  spirits  upon  which  the  internal-revenue  tax  has  not  been  paid  are 
lost  by  theft,  accidental  fire,  or  other  casualty  while  in  possession  of  a  common 
carrier  subject  to  the  Transportation  Act  of  1920  or  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1920,  or  if  lost  by  theft  from  a  distillery  or  other  bonded  warehouse,  and  it 
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shall  be  made  to  appear  to  the  commissioner  that  such  losses  did  not  occur  as  the 
result  of  negligence,  connivance,  collusion,  or  fraud  on  the  part  of  the  owner 
or  person  legally  accountable  for  such  distilled  spirits,  no  tax  shall  be  assessed 
or  collected  upon  the  distilled  spirits  so  lost,  nor  shall  any  tax  penalty  be  imposed 
or  collected  by  reason  of  such  loss,  but  the  exemption  from  the  tax  and  penalty 
shall  only  be  allowed  to  the  extent  that  the  claimant  is  not  indemnified  against 
or  recompensed  for  such  loss.  This  provision  shall  apply  to  any  claim  for  taxes 
or  tax  penalties  that  may  have  accrued  since  the  passage  of  the  National  Pro- 
hibition Act  or  that  may  accrue  hereafter.  Nothing  in  this  section  shall  be 
construed  as  in  any  manner  limiting  or  restricting  the  provisions  of  Title  III  of 
the  National  Prohibition  Act. 

Sec.  6.  [Immunity  of  private  dwelling  from  search  without  warrant  — 
impersonating  United  States  officer  or  employee.]  That  any  ofScer.  agent,  or 
employee  of  the  United  States  engaged  in  the  enforcement  of  this  Act,  or  the 
National  Prohibition  Act,  or  any  other  law  of  the  United  States,  who  shall  search 
any  private  dwelling  as  defined  in  the  National  Prohibition  Act,  and  occupied 
as  such  dwelling,  without  a  warrant  directing  such  search,  or  who  while  so 
engaged  shall  without  a  search  warrant  maliciously  and  without  reasonable 
cause  search  any  other  building  or  property,  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  fined  for  a  first  offense  not  more  than  $1,000, 
and  for  a  subsequent  offense  not  more  than  $1,000  or  imprisoned  not  more  than 
one  year,  or  both  such  fine  and  imprisonment. 

Whoever  not  being  an  officer,  agent,  or  employee  of  the  United  States  shall 
falsely  represent  himself  to  be  such  officer,  agent,  or  employee  and  in  such 
assumed  character  shall  arrest  or  detain  any  person,  or  shall  in  any  manner 
search  the  person,  buildings,  or  other  property  of  any  person,  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine 
of  not  more  than  $1,000,  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  by  both 
such  fine  and  imprisonment. 
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Act  of  Feb.  n,  1021,  231. 

United  States  District   Courts  —  Clerks  —  Appointments  —  Fees 
and  Emoluments  —  Salaries,  231, 

Act  of  March  2, 1921  (Diplomatic  and  Consular  Appropriatim  Act),  231. 

Sec.    1.  United  States  Court  for  China  —  Expenses  of  Judge  and  District 
Attorney  During  Sessions  Away  from  Shanghai,  231. 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  (Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act),  232. 

Sec.    1.  Marshals  and  Deputy  Marshals  —  Per  Diem  in  Lieu  of  Subsistence, 

232. 
District  Attorneys  and  Assistants  —  Per  Diem  in  Lieu  of  Sub- 

sistence,  232. 
Assistant  District  Attorneys  —  Compensation,  232. 
Clerks  of  Courts  and  Assistants  —  Salaries  and  Compensation  — 

District  of  Columbia  —  Hawaii  —  Porto  Rico,  232. 
Criers  and  Bailiffs — Attendance  —  acation,  232. 

Act  of  June  16, 1921  (Deficiency  Appropriation  Act)  233. 

Sec.    1.  Foreign  Counsel  Employed  by  Attorney-Oeneral  —  Oath  of  Office, 
233. 
United  States  District  Courts  —  Clerks,  Deputies  and  Assistants 
Serving  as  United  States  Commissioners  —  Compensation,  233. 
Clerks,  Deputies  and  Assistants  —  Gratuities,  233. 

An  Act  To  amend  section  1  of  an  Act  approved  February  26,  1919,  entitled 
"An  Act  to  fix  the  salaries  of  the  clerks  of  the  United  States  district 
courts  and  to  provide  for  their  office  expenses,  and  for  other  purposes." 

[Act  of  Feb.  11,  1921.] 

[United  States  district  courts  —  clerks  —  appointments  —  fees  and  emolu- 
ments—  salaries.]  That  section  1  of  the  Act  approved  February  26.  1919, 
entitled  ''An  Act  to  fix  the  salaries  of  the  Clerks  of  the  United  States  district 
courts  and  to  provide  for  their  office  expenses,  and  for  other  purposes,"  is 
hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

**  Section  1.  That  on  and  after  the  1st  day  of  July,  1918,  all  clerks  of 
the  United  States  district  courts  shall  be  appointed  by  the  judge  for  the  district, 
or  the  senior  judge  if  there  be  more  than  one  judge  in  the  district,  and  all 
fees  and  emoluments  authorized  by  law  to  be  paid  to  the  clerks  of  the  United 
States  district  courts,  except  the  clerks  of  the  district  courts  of  Alaska,  shall 
be  charged  as  heretofore  and  shall  be  collected,  as  far  as  possible,  and  paid  into 
the  Treasury  of  the  United  States  in  such  manner  and  at  such  times  as  herein- 
after provided;  and  such  clerks  shall  be  paid,  in  lieu  of  the  fees  and  emolu- 
ments now  allowed  by  law,  an  annual  salary  as  hereinafter  provided:  Pro- 
vided, That  this  section  shall  not  be  construed  to  require  or  authorize  fees  to 
be  charged  or  collected  from  the  United  States." 

For   this   Bection   as   originally   enacted,   see    1919    Supp.   Fed.   Stat.   Ann.   224. 


[Sec.  1.]     *  *  *    [United  States  Court  for  China  —  expenses  of  judge  and 
district  attorney  during  sessions  away  from  Shanghai.]     The  judge  of  the 
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said  court  and  the  district  attorney  shall,  when  the  sessions  of  the  court  arc 
held  at  other  cities  than  Shanghai,  receive  in  addition  to  their  salaries  their 
necessary  actual  expenses  during  such  sessions,  not  to  exceed  $8  per  day  each. 

This  is  from  the  Diplomatic  and   Consular  Appropriation  Act  of  March  2,   1921. 


[Seo.  1.]  *  *^  [Marshals  and  deputy  marshals  —  per  diem  in  lieu  of 
subsistence.]  That  marshals  and  ofiSce  deputy  marshals  (except  in  the  District 
of  Alaska)  may  be  granted  a  per  diem  of  not  to  exceed  $4  in  lieu  of  subsistence, 
instead  of,  but  under  the  conditions  prescribed  for,  the  present  allowance  for 
actual  expenses  of  subsistence. 

This  and  the  four  paragraphs  which  follow  are  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act 
of  March  4,  1921. 

♦  «  «  [District  attorneys  and  assistants  —  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsist- 
ence.] That  United  States  district  attorneys  and  their  regular  assistants  may 
be  granted  a  per  diem  of  not  to  exceed  $4  in  lieu  of  subsistence,  instead  of,  but 
under  the  conditions  prescribed  for,  the  present  allowance  for  actual  expenses 
of  subsistence. 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 

«  ♦  *  [Assistant  district  attorneys  —  compensation.]  That  except  as 
otherwise  prescribed  by  law  the  compensation  of  such  of  the  assistant  district 
attorneys  authorized  by  section  8  of  the  Act  approved  May  28,  1896,  as  the 
Attorney  General  may  deem  necessary,  may  be  fixed  at  not  exceeding  $3,000 
per  annum. 

See  note  to  the  first  paragraph  of  thifl  section. 
'  For  Act  of  May  28,  1896,  section  8,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  «d.) 
622. 

^  *  *  [Clerks  of  courts  and  assistants  —  salaries  and  compensation  —  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  —  Hawaii  —  Porto  Bico.]  That  provisions  of  the  Act  entitled 
"An  Act  to  fix  the  salaries  of  the  clerks  of  the  United  States  district  courts  and 
to  provide  for  their  office  expenses,  and  for  other  purposes, ' '  approved  February 
26, 1919,  shall  be  applicable  on  and  after  July  1, 1921,  to  the  clerk  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  excepting  that  said  clerk  shall  be  appointed 
as  heretofore  by  said  Court  in  General  Term,  and  to  the  clerks  of  the  district 
courts  of  the  United  States  for  Hawaii  and  Porto  Rico :  Provided  further.  That 
no  clerk  or  deputy  clerk  or  assistant  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  a  United  States 
district  court  shall  receive  any  compensation  or  emoluments  through  any  office 
or  position  to  which  he  may  be  appointed  by  the  court,  other  than  that  received 
as  such  clerk,  deputy  clerk,  or  assistant,  whether  from  the  United  States  or  from 
private  litigants. 

See  note  to  the  first  paragraph  of  this  section. 

For  Act  of  Feb.  26,  1919,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  224. 

*  ♦  *  [Griers  and  bailiffs  —  attendance  —  vacation.]  That  all  persons 
employed  under  section  715  of  the  Revised  Statutes  shall  be  deemed  to  be  in 
actual  attendance  when  they  attend  upon  the  order  of  the  courts:  Provided 
further,  That  no  such  person  shall  be  employed  during  vacation. 

See  note  to  first  paragraph  of  this  section. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  715  (Jud.  Code,  sec.  5),  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
SI 9  note. 
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[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Foi^ign  coimsel  employed  by  Attorney-OeiiAral  —  oath 
of  office.]  For  payment  of  foreign  counsel  employed  by  the  Attorney  General 
in  special  cases  (such  counsel  shall  not  be  required  to  take  oath  of  office  in  accord- 
ance with  section  366,  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States),  to  be  avail- 
able   •    •    • 

This  and  the  two  following  paragrapliB  are  from  the  Deficiency  Appropriation  Aet  €f 
June  16,  1921. 
For  R.  S.  sec.  366,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  622. 

•  •  •  [United  States  District  Courts  —  Clerks^  deputies  and  assistants 
serving  as  United  States  Oonunissioners  —  compensatioiL]  That  clerks  of 
United  States  district  courts,  their  deputies  and  assistants,  who  are  or  may  be 
appointed  United  States  commissioners,  may  receive  compensation  for  both 
offices  in  an  aggregate  amount  not  exceeding  the  rate  of  $2,000  per  annum ; 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 

[Clerks,  deputies  and  assistants  —  gratuities.]  That  the  acceptance  of  pay- 
ment for  personal  services  from  private  litigants  shall  be  deemed  a  vacation  of 
their  appointments  as  clerks,  deputy  clerks,  or  clerical  assistants. 

See  note  to  firit  paragraph  of  the  section. 
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Act  of  Feb.  27,  1921,  234. 

District  Courts  —  Connecticut  —  Terms  —  Sec,  74  of  Jvd.  Cods 
Amended,  234. 

Act  of  March  4,  1921,  234. 

District    Courts  —  New    Mexico  —  Circuit  —  Officers  —  Terms  •— 
Sec,  13  of  Act  of  June  20,  1910,  Amended,  234. 

Act  of  June  25, 1921,  235, 

Sec.  1,  North  Dakota  Judicial  District  — Additional  Judge,  235, 
2.  Retirement,  etc.,  of  Senior  Judge  —  Filling  Vacancy,  235, 

Act  of  June  25, 1921,  235. 

Sec.l.  West  Virginia  Southern  Judicial  District — Additonal  Judge,  235. 
2.  Retirement,  etc.,  of  Senior  Judge  —  Filling  Vacancy,  235. 

Act  of  Nov.  23, 1921  (''  Revenue  Act  of  1921  "),  236. 

Sec.  1310  {c).  Jurisdiction    of   District    Courts  —  Of   Suits   Against   the 

United  States  —  Sec.  24  of  Jud.  Code  Amended,  236, 
1324  (b).  Court  of  Claims  —  No  Interest  on  Claim  —  Sec,  177  of  Jvd. 
Code  Amended,  236. 

Res,  of  Dec,  22  1921  (Act  Amending  R.  S.  Sec.  955),  236, 

Procedure  in  Oeneral  —  Death  of  Parties  —  Revivor  —  R.  S.  Sec, 
955  Amended,  236, 

CROSS-REPERENCB 

See  also  AGRICULTURE;  JUDICIAL  OFFICERS 
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An  Act  To  amend  section  74  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended. 

[Act  of  Feb.  ^y  192L] 

[District  courts  —  Connecticut  —  terms  —  sec.  74  of  Jud.  Code  amended.] 

That  section  74  of  the  Judicial  Code,  as  amended,  be  amended  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: 

*'  Sbc.  74.  The  State  of  Connecticut  shall  constitute  one  judicial  district,  to 
be  known  as  the  District  of  Connecticut.  Terms  of  the  district  court  shall  be 
held  at  New  Haven  on  the  fourth  Tuesdays  in  February  and  September,  at 
Hartford  on  the  fourth  Tuesday  in  May  and  the  first  Tuesday  in  December,  and 
at  Norwalk  on  the  fourth  Tuesday  in  April :  Provided,  however,  That  suitable 
rooms  and  accommodations  shall  be  furnished  for  the  holdings  of  said  court  and 
for  the  use  of  the  officers  of  said  court  at  Norwalk  free  of  expense  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States." 

For  section  74  of  Jud.  Code  here  amended,  see  5  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   657. 


An  Act  To  amend  an  Act  entitled  ''  The  New  Mexico  Enabling  Act/' 

[Act  of  March  4,  1921.] 

[District  courts  —  New  Mexico  —  circuit  —  officers  —  terms  —  sec.  13  of 
Act  of  June  20,  1910,  amended.]  That  section  13  of  the  Act  entitled  ''An  Act 
to  enable  the  people  of  New  Mexico  to  form  a  constitution  and  State  gov- 
ernment and  be  admitted  into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
States;  and  to  enable  the  people  of  Arizona  to  form  a  constitution  and  State 
government  and  be  admitted  into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
States,"  approved  June  20,  1910,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

**  Sec.  13.  That  the  State,  when  admitted  as  aforesaid,  shall  constitute  one 
judicial  district,  and  the  district  court  of  said  district  shall  be  held  at  the  capi- 
tal of  said  State,  and  the  said  district  shall,  for  judicial  purposes,  be  attached 
to  the  eighth  judicial  circuit.  There  shall  be  appointed  for  said  district  one 
district  judge,  one  United  States  attorney,  and  one  United  States  marshal.  The 
judge  of  said  district  shall  receive  a  yearly  salary  the  same  as  other  similar 
judges  of  the  United  States,  payable  as  provided  for  by  law,  and  shall  reside 
in  the  district  to  which  he  is  appointed.  There  shall  be  appointed  a  clerk  of 
said  court,  who  shall  keep  his  ofl&ce  at  the  capital  of  said  State.  The  regular 
terms  of  said  court  shall  be  held  on  the  first  Monday  in  March  and  the  first  Mon- 
day in  September  of  each  year.  The  district  court  for  said  district  and  the 
judges  thereof  shall  possess  the  same  powers  and  jurisdiction  and  perform  the 
same  duties  required  to  be  performed  by  the  other  district  court  and  judges  of 
the  United  States,  and  shall  be  governed  by  the  same  laws  and  regulations. 
The  marshal,  district  attorney,  and  the  clerks  of  the  district  court  of  said  dis- 
trict, and  all  other  ofiicers  and  persons  performing  duties  in  the  administration 
of  justice  therein,  shall  severally  possess  the  powers  and  perform  the  duties 
lawfully  possessed  and  required  to  be  performed  by  similar  officers  in  other  dis- 
tricts of  the  United  States,  and  shall,  for  the  services  they  may  perform,  receive 
the  fees  and  compensation  now  allowed  by  law  to  officers  performing  similar 
services  for  the  United  States  in  the  Territory  of  New  Mexico.'' 
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An  Act  Authorising  the  appointment  of  an  additional  judge  for  the  district 

of  North  Dakota. 

[Act  of  June  25,  1921,] 

[Sec.  1.]  [North  Dakota  judicial  district  —  additional  judge.]  That  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate, 
shall  appoint  an  additional  judge  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  judicial  district  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota,  who  shall  possess  the  same 
powers,  perform  the  same  duties,  and  receive  the  same  compensation  and  allow- 
ance as  the  present  judge  of  said  district,  and  the  judge  so  appointed  shall  be  held 
and  treated  as  the  senior  judge  and  shall  exercise  such  powers  and  perform  such 
duties  in  that  judicial  district  as  may  be  incident  to  seniority. 


Sec.  2.  [Betirement,  etc.,  of  senior  judge — flUing  vacancy.]  That  when- 
ever a  vacancy  shall  occur  in  the  office  of  the  district  judge  for  the  district  of 
North  Dakota,  by  the  retirement,  disqualification,  or  death  of  the  judge  senior 
in  commission,  such  vacancy  shall  not  be  filled,  and  thereafter  there  shall  be  but 
one  district  judge  in  said  district. 


An  Act  Providing  for  the  appointment  of  an  additional  district  judge  for  the 
southern  judicial  district  of  the  State  of  West  Virginia. 

[Aci  of  June  25, 1921.] 


[Sec.  1.]  [West  Virginia  southern  judicial  district  —  additional  judge.] 
That  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of 
the  Senate,  shall  appoint  an  additional  judge  of  the  district  court  of  the  United 
States  for  the  southern  judicial  district  of  the  State  of  West  Virginia,  who 
shall  possess  the  same  powers,  perform  the  same  duties,  and  receive  the  same 
compensation  and  allowance  as  the  present  judge  of  said  district,  and  the  judge 
so  appointed  shall  be  held  and  treated  as  the  senior  judge  and  shall  exercise 
such  powers  and  perform  such  duties  in  that  judicial  district  as  may  be  incident 
to  seniority. 

Sec.  2.  [Retirement,  etc.,  of  senior  judge  —  filling  vacancy.]  That  when- 
ever a  vacancy  shall  occur  in  the  office  of  the  district  judge  for  the  southern  dis- 
trict of  West  Virginia  senior  in  commission  such  vacancy  shall  not  be  filled, 
and  thereafter  there  shall  be  but  one  district  judge  in  said  district. 


Sec.  1310  (e).  [Jurisdiction  of  district  courts  —  of  suits  against  the  United 
States  —  sec.  24  of  Jud.  Code  amended.]  Paragraph  Twentieth  of  section  24 
of  the  Judicial  Code  is  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
paragraph : 

*'  Concurrent  with  the  Court  of  Claims,  of  any  suit  or  proceeding,  commenced 
after  the  passage  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1921,  for  the  recovery  of  any  internal- 
revenue  tax  alleged  to  have  been  erroneously  or  illegally  assessed  or  collected, 
or  of  any  penalty  claimed  to  have  been  collected  without  authority  or  any  sum 
alleged  to  have  been  excessive  or  in  any  manner  wrongfully  collected,  under  the 
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internal-revenue  laws,  even  if  the  claim  exceeds  $10,000,  if  the  collector  of 
internal-revenue  by  whom  such  tax,  penalty,  or  sum  was  collected  is  dead  at 
the  time  such  suit  or  proceeding  is  commenced.'* 

This  and  the  section  which  follows  are  from  the  "  Revenue  Act  of  1921  "  enacted  Nov.  23, 
1921.  . 

For  the  paragraph  here  amended,  as  it  formerly  read,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   1059. 

Sec.  1324  (b).  [Gourt  of  Claims  —  no  interest  on  claim  —  sec.  177  of  Jud. 
Code  amended.]    Section  177  of  the  Judicial  Code  is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

"  Sec.  177.  No  interest  shall  be  allowed  on  any  claim  up  to  the  time  of  the 
rendition  of  judgment  by  the  Court  of  Claims,  unless  upon  a  contract  expressly 
stipulating  for  the  payment  of  interest,  except  that  interest  may  be  allowed  in 
any  judgment  of  any  court  rendered  after  the  passage  of  the  Revenue  Act  of 
1921  against  the  United  States  for  any  internal-revenue  tax  erroneously  or 
illegally  assessed  or  collected,  or  for  any  penalty  collected  without  authority  or 
any  sum  which  was  excessive  or  in  any  manner  wrongfully  collected,  under  the 
internal-revenue  laws." 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 

For  Bee.  177  as  it  formerly  read,  see  5  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   680. 


Joint  Besolution  To  amend  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  amend  section  956  of 
the  Revised  Statutes  by  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  courts  in  cases  of 


revivor. ' ' 


[Res.  of  Dec,  22,  1921,  No,  35,] 


[Procedure  in  general — death  of  parties  —  revivor  —  B.  S.  sec.  965 
amended.]  That  an  Act  entitled  '^An  Act  to  amend  section  955  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  by  extending  the  jurisdiction  of  courts  in  cases  of  revivor,"  approved 
November  23, 1921  (Public  Numbered  104) ,  be  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

*'  Sec.  955.  When  either  of  the  parties,  whether  plaintiff  or  petitioner  or 
defendant,  in  any  suit  in  any  court  of  the  United  States,  dies  before  final  judg- 
ment, the  executor  or  administrator  of  such  deceased  party  may,  in  case  the 
cause  of  action  survives  by  law,  prosecute  or  defend  any  such  suit  to  final  judg- 
ment. The  defendant  shall  answer  accordingly,  and  the  court  shall  hear  and 
determine  the  cause  and  render  judgment  for  or  against  the  executor  or  admin- 
istrator, as  the  case  may  require.  And  if  such  executor  or  administrator,  hav- 
ing been  duly  served  with  a  scire  facias  from  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  court 
where  the  suit  is  depending  twenty  days  beforehand,  neglects  or  refuses  to 
become  party  to  the  suit,  the  court  may  render  judgment  against  the  estate  of 
the  deceased  party  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the  executor  or  administrator  had 
voluntarily  made  himself  a  party.  The  executor  or  administrator  who  becomes 
a  party  as  aforesaid  shall,  upon  motion  to  the  court,  be  entitled  to  a  continuance 
of  the  suit  until  the  next  term  of  said  court. 

*'  The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  apply  to  suits  in  equity  and  in  admiralty 
as  well  as  to  suits  at  law,  and  the  jurisdiction  of  all  courts  of  the  United  States 
shall  extend  to  and  over  executors  and  administrators  of  any  party,  who  dies 
before  final  judgment  or  decree,  appointed  under  the  laws  of  any  State  or  Terri- 
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tory  of  the  United  States,  and  such  courts  shall  have  jurisdiction  within  two 
years  from  the  date  of  the  death  of  the  party  to  the  suit  to  issue  its  scire  facias 
to  executors  and  administrators  appointed  in  any  State  or  Territory  of  the 
United  States  which  may  be  served  in  any  judicial  district  by  the  marshal 
thereof:  Provided,  however,  That  no  executor  or  administrator  shall  be  made 
a  party  unless  such  service  is  made  before  final  settlement  and  distribution  of 
the  estate  of  said  deceased  party  to  the  suit." 

Sec.  2.  That  the  provisions  of  section  955  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
United  States  as  amended  by  this  Act  shall  apply  to  suits  in  which  any  party 
has  deceased  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  amendatory  Act  as  well  as  to  suits  in 
which  any  party  may  die  hereafter. 

The  Act  of  Nov.  23,  1921,  amended  by  this  resolution,  differed  from  it  in  containing  in 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  first  section  after  the  words  "or  Territory  of  the  United 
States,"  where  they  first  occur,  the  words  "in  which  the  action  is  pending."  These  latter 
words  were  stricken  out  by  the  amending  resolution. 

For  R.  8.  sec.  955,  here  amended,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   111. 


LABOR 

Act  of  Dec.  15,  1921  (Deficiency  Appropriation  Act),  237. 

[Sec.  1.]  Offices  of  Commissioner  of  Mediation  and  Conciliation  —  Abolish- 
ment, 237, 

CROSS-REFERENCS 

Tax  on  Employment  of  Child  Labor,  see  INTERNAL  REVENUE 

m 

[Sec.  1.]  *  *  *  [OflBces  of  ComnuBsioner  of  Mediation  and  Conciliation  — 
abolishment.]  The  offices  of  Commissioner  of  Mediation  and  Conciliation  and 
Assistant  Commissioner  of  Mediation  and  Conciliation  are  abolished  after  Decem- 
ber 31,  1921. 

This  is  from  the  **  First  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act,  fiscal  year  1922,"  approved  Dec. 
15,  1921. 

The  offices  here  abolished  were  created  by  Act  of  July  15,  1913,  sec.  11,  and  will  be  found 
in  6  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.    (2d  ed.)    267. 


LABOR  DEPARTMENT 

Children's  Bureau  of  Labor  Department,  see  Health  and  Quarantine 


LAND  banks 

See  Agriculture 
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LANDLORD  AND  TENANT 

See  District  of  Columbu 


LEAVENWORTH  PENITENTIARY 

See  Prisons  and  Prisoners 


LEVER  ACT 

See  Food  and  Fuel 


LIBERTY  BOND  ACTS 

m 

See  Public  Debt;  War  Department  and  Military  Establishment 


LIGHTS  AND  BUOYS 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  {Sundry  CivU  Appropriation  Act),  238. 

Sec.  1,  Lighthouse   Service  —  Officers   and  Employees  —  Retirement  — 
Pay,  238. 

[Sec.  1.]  *  *  *  [LighthoTise  service  —  officers  and  employees  —  retire- 
ment —  P&7«1  The  provision  of  section  6  of  the  Act  entitled  *' An  Act  to  author- 
ize aids  to  navigation  and  for  other  works  in  the  Lighthouse  Service,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  approved  June  20,  1918,  relative  to  compulsory  retiremenv 
shall  not  apply  to  an  employee  of  the  Lighthouse  Service  if  within  sixty  days 
after  the  passage  of  this  Act  or  not  less  than  thirty  days  before  the  arrival  of 
such  employee  at  the  age  of  seventy,  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall  certify 
as  a  matter  of  public  record  that  by  reason  of  his  efSciency  and  willingness  to 
remain  in  the  Lighthouse  Service  of  the  United  States  the  continuance  of  such 
employee  therein  would  be  advantageous  to  the  public  service.  In  that  event 
such  employee  may  be  retained  for  a  term  not  exceeding  two  years,  and  at  the 
end  of  two  years  such  employee  may,  by  similar  certification,  be  continued  for  an 
additional  term  not  exceeding  two  years:  Provided,  however.  That  at  the  end 
of  ten  years  after  this  Act  becomes  effective  no  employee  shall  be  continued  in 
the  Lighthouse  Service  beyond  the  age  of  compulsory  retirement  defined  in  the 
Act  of  June  20,  1918,  referred  to  in  this  paragraph :  Provided  further.  That 
nothing  herein  shall  exclude  or  prevent  any  employee  of  the  Lighthouse  Service 
who  shall  have  reached  the  age  of  compulsory  retirement  within  thirty  days 
before  or  after  the  date  of  the  passage  of  this  Act  from  enjoying  the  privileges 
thereof. 

Thitt  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,  1921. 
For  section  6  of  Act  of  June  20,  19  IS,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  St»t 
Ann.   (2d  ed.)   450. 
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LIMITATION  OF  ACTIONS 

See  Criminaij  Law 


LIMITATION  OF  ARMAMENT 

See  Navt 


LIVESTOCK 

See  Stockyards 

MAILS 

See  Postal  Servicb 

MARSHALS 

See  Judicial  Officers 


MATERNITY 

See  Health  and  Quarantine 


MEAT  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

See  Stockyards 


MEDALS 

See  Shipping  and  Navigation  ;  War  Department  and  Miutary  Establishment 


MEDICAL  RESERVE  CORPS 

See  War  Department  and  Mhotary  B^tabli^hmej^t 
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MEMORIALS 

See  Cehetsbies 


MERCHANT  MARINE 

See  Shxpfinq  and  Navigation 


MIDSHIPMEN 

See  Naval  Academy 


MILITARY   ACADEMY 

Act  of  June  30,  1921  (Army  Appropriation  Act),  240. 

Sec.  i»  Cadets  —  Pay  and  Allowances,  240, 

Surplus    Material    Belonging    to     War    Department  —  Use     hy 

Academy,  240, 
Constructing  Qu^urtermaster — Ijeaves  of  Absence,  240. 

[Sec.  1.]    *    *    *    [O^ets  —  pay  and  anowances.}    The  pay  of  cadets  for 

the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  shall  be  fixed  at  $780  per  annum  and  one 

ration  per  day  or  commutation  thereof  at  the  rate  of  $1.08  per  ration,  to  be 

paid  from  the  appropriation  for  the  subsistence  of  the  Army :    Provided,  That 

the  sum  of  $250  shall  be  credited  to  each  cadet  who  entered  the  academy  since 

June  15, 1920,  and  to  each  such  cadet  discharged  since  that  date,  to  the  extent  of 

paying  any  balance  due  by  any  such  cadet  to  the  academy  on  account  of  initial 

clothing  and  equipment  issued  to  him :    Provided  further.  That  hereafter  each 

new  cadet  shall,  upon  admission  to  the  United  States  Military  Academy,  bo 

credited  with  the  sum  of  $250  to  cover  the  cost  of  his  initial  clothing  and  equip- 

ment  issue,  to  be  deducted  subsequently  from  his  pay. 

This  and  the  two  paragraphs  which  follow  are  from  the  Army  Appropriation  Act  of  June 
30,  1921. 

*  *  *  [Surplus  material  belonging  to  War  Department — use  by  acad- 
emy.] The  Secretary  of  War  is  hereby  directed  to  turn  over  to  the  United 
States  Military  Academy  without  expense  all  such  surplus  material  as  may  be 
available  and  necessary  for  the  construction  of  temporary  buildings ;  also  surplus 
tools  and  materiel  for  use  in  the  instruction  of  cadets  at  the  academy. 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 

•  •  •  [Constructing  quartermaster  —  leaves  of  absence.]  That  the  con- 
structing quartermaster,  United  States  Military  Academy,  is  hereby  exempted 
from  all  laws  and  regulations  relative  to  granting  leaves  of  absence  to  employees 
with  pay  while  employed  on  construction  work  at  the  Military  Academy. 

See  note  to  first  paragraph  of  section. 
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MILITARY  ESTABLISHMENT 

See  War  Department  and  Militart  Establishment 


MINERAL  LANDS,  MINES  AND  MINING 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  (Sundry  CivU  Appropriation  Act),  241. 

Sec.    1.  Bureau  of  Mines  —  Officers  of  Public  Health  Service  —  Detail  — 
Compensation,  241. 
Employees  —  Detail  —  Expenses  per  Diem,  241. 
Cooperative  Work  for  Other  Departments  —  Expenses  —  Transfer 
of  Funds,  241. 

Act  of  Aug.  24,  1921,  242. 

Unpatented  Mineral  Claims  —  Annual  Assessment  Work  —  R.  8. 
Sec.  2324  Amended,  242. 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Bureau  of  Mines  —  oiBcers  of  Public  Health  Service  — 
detail  —  compensation.]  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  <}etail  medical 
oflScers  of  the  Public  Health  Service  for  cooperative  health,  safety,  or  sanitation 
work  with  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  and  the  compensation  and  expenses  of  the 
officers  so  detailed  may  be  paid  from  the  applicable  appropriations  made  herein 
for  the  Bureau  of  Mines ; 

This  and  the  paragraphs  which  follow  are  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of 
March  4,  1921. 

•  •  •  [Employees  —  detail  —  expenses  per  diem.]  Persons  employed  dur- 
ing the  fiscal  year  1922  in  field  work  outside  of  the  District  of  Columbia  under 
the  Bureau  of  Mines  may  be  detailed  temporarily  for  service  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  for  purposes  of  preparing  results  of  their  field  work;  all  persons 
so  detailed  shall  be  paid  in  addition  to  their  regular  compensation  only  their 
actual  traveling  expenses  or  per  diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  in  going  to  and 
returning  therefrom:  Provided,  That  nothing  herein  shall  prevent  the  pay- 
ment to  employees  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  of  their  necessary  expenses,  or  per 
diem  in  lieu  of  subsistence  while  on  temporary  detail  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
for  purposes  only  of  consultation  or  investigations  on  behalf  of  the  United  States. 
All  details  made  hereunder,  and  the  purposes  of  each,  during  the  preceding 
fiscal  year  shall  be  reported  in  the  annual  estimates  of  appropriations  to  Con- 
gress at  the  beginning  of  each  regular  session  thereof; 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 

^  •  •  [Cooperative  work  for  other  departments  —  expenses  —  transfer  of 
funds.]  During  the  fiscal  year  1922,  the  head  of  any  department  or  inde- 
pendent establishment  of  the  Qovemment  having  funds  available  for  scientific 
investigations  and  requiring  cooperative  work  by  the  Bureau  of  Mines  on 
scientific  investigations  within  the  scope  of  the  functions  of  that  Bureau  and 
which  it  is  unable  to  perform  within  the  limits  of  its  appropriations,  may, 
with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  transfer  to  the  Bureau  of 
jyfines  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  on  such  investigations.     The 
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Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  transfer  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment any  sums  which  may  be  authorized  hereunder  and  such  amounts  shall  be 
placed  to  the  credit  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines  for  the  performance  of  work  for 
the  department  or  establishment  from  which  the  transfer  is  made; 

See  note  to  first  paragraph  of  this  section. 


An  Act  Ohangfing  the  period  for  dtang  aiintial  assessment  work  on  unpatented 
mineral  claims  from  the  calendar  year  to  the  fiflcal  year  beginning  July  1 
each  year. 

[Act  of  Aug,  24,  1921.] 

[Unpatented  mineral  claims  —  annual  assessment  work  —  B.  S.  Sec.  2324 
amended.]  That  section  2  of  ' '  An  Act  to  amend  sections  2324  and  2325  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  concerning  mineral  lands/'  approved  Janu- 
ary 22,  1880,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

''  Sec.  2.  That  section  2324  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  be 
amended  by  adding  the  following  words  '  Provided,  That  the  period  within 
which  the  work  required  to  be  done  annually  on  all  unpatented  mineral  claims 
located  since  J^lay  10,  1872,  including  such  claims  in  the  Territory  of  Alaska, 
shall  commence  at  12  o'clock  meridian  on  the  1st  day  of  July  succeeding  the 
date  of  location  of  such  claim :  Provided  further,  That  on  all  such  valid  exist- 
ing claims  the  annual  period  ending  December  31,  1921,  shall  continue  to 
12  o'clock  meridian  July  1,  1922.'  " 

For  R.  S.  sec.  2324,  here  amended,  see  6  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  533. 


NATIONAL  BANKS 

Act  of  Feb.  27, 1921,  243. 

Powers  of  Federal  Reserve  Board  —  Permitting  Federal  Reserve 
Banks  to  Discount  Notes,  etc,  for  Member  Banks  —  Sec,  11  (m) 
of  Federal  Reserve  Act  Amended,  243. 

Act  of  Feb.  27, 1921,  243 

Creation  of  Corporations  to  Do  Foreign  Banking  —  Depositaries 
in  Insular  Possession  —  Sec.  25  (a)  of  Federal  Reserve  Act 
Amended,  243. 

Act  of  March  1, 1921,  244. 

Requisite  Qualifications  of  Directors  —  R.  8.  Sec.  5146  Amended, 
244. 

Act  of  June  14,  1921,  244. 

Creation  of  Corporations  to  Do  Foreign  Business  —  Capital  Stock 
—  Sec.  25(a)  of  Federal  Reserve  Act  Amended,  244. 

CROSS-REFERENCES 

Federal  Land  Banks,  see  AGRICULTURE 
War  Finance  Corporation  Act,  see  CORPORATIONS 
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An  Act  To  unend  section  11  (m)  of  the  Act  approved  December  23,  1013, 
known  as  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  as  amended  bj  the  Acts  approved 
September  7,  1916,  and  March  3,  1910. 

[Act  of  Feb.  27,  1921.] 

[Powers  of  Federal  Reserve  Board  —  permitting  Fedepal  Reserve  Banks  to 
disconnt  notes,  etc.,  for  member  banks  —  sec.  11  (m)  of  Federal  Reserve  Act 
amended.]  That  section  11  of  the  Act  approved  December  23,  1913,  known  as 
the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  as  amended,  be  further  amended  by  striking  out  the 
whole  of  subsection  (m),  and  by  substituting  therefor  a  subsection  to  read  as 
follows : 

**  (m)  Upon  the  affirmative  vote  of  not  less  than  five  of  its  members,  the 
Federal  Reserve  Board  shall  have  power  to  permit  Federal  reserve  banks  to 
discount  for  any  member  bank  notes,  drafts,  or  bills  of  exchange  bearing  the 
signature  or  endorsement  of  any  one  borrower  in  excess  of  the  amount  permitted 
by  section  9  and  section  13  of  this  Act,  but  in  no  case  to  exceed  20  per  centum  of 
the  member  bank's  capital  and  surplus:  Provided,  however,  That  all  such 
notes,  drafts,  or  bills  of  exchange  discounted  for  any  member  bank  in  excess 
of  the  amount  permitted  under  such  sections  shall  be  secured  by  not  less  than 
a  like  face  amount  of  bonds  or  notes  of  the  United  States  issued  since  April  24, 
1917,  for  which  the  borrower  shall  in  good  faith  prior  to  January  1,  1921,  have 
paid  or  agreed  to  pay  not  less  than  the  full  face  amount  thereof,  or  certificates  of 
indebtedness  of  the  United  States:  Provided  further,  That  the  provisions 
of  this  subsection  (m)  shall  not  be  operative  after  October  31,  1921." 

Sec.  11  (m)  here  amended  wae  added  to  sec.  11  by  Act  of  Sept.  16,  1916,  set  out 
in  191S  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  470.  Sec.  11  as  originally  enacted  is  set  out  in  6  Fed. 
SUt.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   82S. 

For  sees.  9  and  13  of  Federal  Reserve  Act  mentioned  in  text,  see  6  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d   ed.)    S25,   S31. 


An  Act  To  amend  the  Act  approved  December  23,  1913,  known  as  the  Federal 
Beserve  Act. 

[Act  of  Feb.  27,  1921.] 

[Creation  of  corporations  to  do  foreign  banking  —  depositaries  in  insnlar 
possession  —  sec.  25  (a)  of  Federal  Beserve  Act  amended.]  That  the  first  para- 
graph of  the  Act  approved  December  24,  1919,  known  as  the  Edge  Act,  amend- 
ing the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  be  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  a  proviso, 
so  that  the  paragraph  as  amended  will  read  as  follows: 

**  Sec.  25.  (a)  Corporations  to  be  organized  for  the  purpose  of  engaging  in 
international  or  foreign  banking  or  other  international  or  foreign  financial 
operations,  or  in  banking  or  other  financial  operations  in  a  dependency  or  insular 
possession  of  the  United  States,  either  directly  or  through  the  agency,  owner- 
ship, or  control  of  local  institutions  in  foreign  countries,  or  in  such  depend- 
encies or  insular  possessions  as  provided  by  this  section,  and  to  act  when 
required  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  fiscal  agents  of  the  United  States, 
may  be  formed  by  any  number  of  natural  persons,  not  less  in  any  case  than 
five:  Provided,  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  construed  to  deny  the 
right  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  use  any  corporation  organized  under 
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this  section  as  depositaries  in  Panama  and  the  Panama  Canal  Zone,  or  in  tiie 
Philippine  Islands  and  other  insular  possessions  and  dependencies  of  the  United 
States." 

For  sec.  25  (a)  m  originally  enacted  see  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  268. 
See  Act  of  June  14,  1921,  on  this  page,  which  amends  another  paragraph  of  see.  25(a) 
here  amended. 


An  Act  To  amend  section  5146  of  the  Bevised  Statutes  of  the  United  States, 
in  relation  to  the  qualifications  of  directors  of  the  National  Banking* 
Association. 

[Act  of  March  1,  1921.] 

[Bequisite  qualifications  of  directors  — B.  S.  sec.  6146  amended.]  That 
Section  5146  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the  United  States  be  so  amended  as 
to  read  as  follows: 

**  Sec.  5146.  Every  director  must,  during  his  whole  term  of  service,  be  a 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  and  at  least  three-fourths  of  the  directors  must 
have  resided  in  the  State,  Territory,  or  District  in  which  the  association  is 
located,  or  within  fifty  miles  of  the  location  of  the  ofSce  of  the  association,  for 
at  least  one  year  immediately  preceding  their  election,  and  must  be  residents  of 
such  State  or  within  a  fifty-mile  territory  of  the  location  of  the  association  dur- 
ing their  continuance  in  ofiice.  Every  director  must  own  in  his  own  right  at 
least  ten  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  association  of  which  he  is  a  director, 
unless  the  capital  of  the  bank  shall  not  exceed  $25,000,  in  which  case  he  must 
own  in  his  own  right  at  least  five  shares  of  such  capital  stock.  Any  director 
who  ceases  to  be  the  owner  of  the  required  number  of  shares  of  the  stock,  or 
who  becomes  in  any  other  manner  disqualified,  shall  thereby  vacate  his  place.'* 

For  R.  Q.  sec  6146  here  amended,  see  6  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   70i. 


An  Act  To  amend  the  Act  approved  December  23, 1913,  known  as  the  Federal 

Beserve  Act. 

[Act  of  June  14, 1921,] 

[Creation  of  corporations  to  do  foreign  business  —  capital  stock  —  sec. 
25  (a)  of  Federal  Beserve  Act  amended.]  That  section  25  (a)  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act,  being  the  section  added  to  said  Act  by  the  Act  approved  December 
24,  1919,  be  amended  so  that  the  first  sentence  of  the  paragraph  prescribing  the 
amount  of  capital  stock  a  corporation  organized  under  that  section  is  required 
to  have  and  prescribing  also  the  manner  in  which  such  capital  stock  must  be 
paid  in,  said  paragraph  being  the  fourth  paragraph  following  subparagraph 
(c)  of  said  section  shall  read  as  follows: 

**  No  corporation  shall  be  organized  under  the  provisions  of  this  section  with 
a  capital  stock  of  less  than  $2,000,000,  one-quarter  of  which  must  be  paid  in 
before  the  corporation  may  be  authorized  to  begin  business,  and  the  remainder 
of  the  capital  stock  of  such  corporation  shall  be  paid  in  installments  of  at 
least  10  per  centum  on  the  whole  amount  to  which  the  corporation  shall  be 
limited  as  frequently  as  one  installment  at  the  end  of  each  succeeding  two 
months  from  the  time  of  the  commencement  of  its  business  operations  until  the 
whole  of  the  capital  stock  shall  be  paid  in :    Provided,  however.  That  whenever 
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$2,000,000  of  the  capital  stock  of  any  corporation  is  paid  in  the  remainder  of 
the  corporation's  capital  stock  or  any  unpaid  part  of  such  remainder  may,  with 
the  consent  of  the  Federal  Beserve  Board  and  subject  to  such  regulations  and 
c<»Lditions  as  it  may  prescribe,  be  paid  in  upon  call  from  the  board  of  directors ; 
such  unpaid  subscriptions,  however,  to  be  included  in  the  maximum  of  10  per 
centum  of  the  national  bank's  capital  and  surplus  which  a  national  bank  is 
permitted  imder  the  provisions  of  this  Act  to  hold  in  stock  of  corporations 
engaged  in  business  of  the  kind  described  in  this  section  and  in  section  25  of  the 
Federal  Beserve  Act  as  amended :  Provided  further,  That  no  such  corporation 
shall  have  liabilities  outstanding  at  any  one  time  upon  its  debentures,  bonds, 
and  promissory  notes  in  excess  of  ten  times  its  paid-in  capital  and  surplus. 

For  flee.  25(a)  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Act,  here  amended,  see  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
268. 

See  Act  of  Feb.  27,  1921,  on  p.  243,  which  amends  the  first  paragraph  of  sec.  25(a) 
here  amended. 
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NAVAL  ACADEMY 

Act  of  July  12,  1921,  246. 

Sec,  1.. Midshipmen  —  Clothing  and  Equipment — Allowance,  246. 

Act  of  Oct.  22,  1921,  246. 

Sec.  1.  Deficient  Midshipmen  —  Reinstatement,  246. 

2.  Repeal  of  Clause  in  Act  of  June  5,  1920,  Respecting  Deficient  Mid- 
shipmen—  Restoration  of  R.  S.  Sec.  1519,  246. 

[Sec.  1.]  *  *  *  [Midshipmen  —  clothing  and  equipment  —  allowance.] 
That  hereafter  each  new  midshipman  shall,  upon  admission  to  the  Naval  Acad- 
emy, be  credited  with  the  sum  of  $250  to  cover  the  cost  of  his  initial  clothing 
and  equipment  issue,  to  be  deducted  subsequently  from  his  pay:  Provided 
further,  That  the  foregoing  proviso  shall  apply  to  midshipmen  who  enter  the 
Naval  Academy  during  the  period  between  June  20,  1921,  and  the  date  of  the 
approval  of  this  Act. 

This  is  from  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  of  July  12,  1021. 


An  Act  Providing  for  the  readmission  of  certain  deficient  midshipmen  to  the 

United  States  Naval  Academy. 

[Act  of  Oct.  22, 1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Deficient  midshipmen  —  reinstatement.]  That  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  is  authorized,  upon  applicatioUi  to  admit  to  and  reinstate  in  the  United 
States  Naval  Academy,  subject  to  examination  as  to  physical  qualifications,  as 
provided  by  law,  but  waiving  the  provisions  of  law  as  to  age  requirements,  all 
former  midshipmen  at  the  United  States  Naval  Academy  found  deficient  at  the 
end  of  the  first  term  of  the  academic  year  192U-421  whose  resignations  were  asked 
for  and  received  by  the  Superintendent  of  the  Naval  Academy :  Provided,  That 
they  shall  upon  admission  be  placed  in  the  class  one  year  behind  their  former 
class  in  each  case :  Provided  further,  That  said  midshipmen  affected  by  this  Act 
must  signify  their  acceptance  of  the  benefits  thereof  by  presenting  themselves 
for  physical  examination  within  one  month  of  the  date  of  its  approval,  and  if 
found  qualified  will  enter  the  Naval  Academy  immediately. 


Sec.  2.  [Repeal  of  clause  in  Act  of  June  6,  1920,  respecting  deficient 
shipmen  —  restoration  of  B.  S.  sec.  1619.]  That  the  clause  in  the  Act  approved 
June  5,  1920  (Forty-first  Statutes,  page  1028),  entitled  **An  Act  making  appro- 
priations to  supply  deficiencies  in  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1920,  and  for  other  purposes,"  which  reads  as  follows:  **  That  until 
otherwise  provided  by  law  no  midshipmen  found  deficient  at  the  close  of  the 
last  and  succeeding  academic  terms  shall  be  involuntarily  discontinued  at  the 
Naval  Academy  or  in  the  service  unless  he  shall  fail  upon  reexamination  in  the 
subjects  in  which  found  deficient  at  an  examination  to  be  held  at  the  beginning 
of  the  next  and  succeeding  academic  terms,  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall 
provide  for  the  special  instruction  of  such  midshipmen  in  the  subjects  in  which 
found  deficient  during  the  period  between  academic  terms,"  be,  and  the  same 
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hereby  is,  repealed,  and  section  1519  of  the  Revised  Statutes  restored  to  its  full 
force  and  effect. 

For  clause  in  Act  of  June  5,  1920,  here  repealed,  see  1920  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   141. 
For  R.  S.  sec.  1619  restored  to  its  full  force  and  effect  by  this  section,  see  G  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.    (2d  ed.)    1009. 
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Act  of  July  12,  1921  (Navy  Appropriation  Act),  247. 

Sec.  1.  Land  Not  Needed  for  Naval  Purposes  —  Disposition,  247. 
Bureau  of  Ordnance — Appropriations — Application,  248. 
Naval  Reserve  Force  —  hetainer  Pay,  248. 
CouriS'Mariial  Prisoners  —  Rations — Commutation,  248. 

2.  Enlisted    Men  —  ReerUistment  —  Honorable    Discharge    Gratuity, 

248. 

3.  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  — Appropriations,  248. 

4.  Officers,  Enlisted  Men  and  Midshipmen  —  Rations  —  Commutation, 

249. 

5.  Radio  Station  in  Porto  Rico  —  Exchange  of  Land  under  Naval  Con- 

trol for  Site,  etc,  249. 

6.  Retirement  of  Officers  of  Naval  Reserve  Force  and  Temporary 

Officers  —  Physical  Disability,  249. 

7.  Office  of  Solicitor  for  Navy  Department  —  Compensation  of  Em- 

ployees, 249. 

8.  Bureau  of  Aeronautics  —  Creation  —  Officers  and  Employees,  249. 

9.  Conference  with  Great  Britain  and  Japan  for  Limitation  of  Arma- 

ments, 250. 
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See  also  i^AFAL    ACADEMY;    WAR    DEPARTMENT    AND    MILITARY 

ESTABLISHMENT 

An  Act  Kaking  appropriations  for  the  naval  serrioe  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 

June  30, 1922,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  July  12, 1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  *  *  *  [Land  not  needed  for  naval  purposes  —  disposition.]  That 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized,  in  his  discretion,  to  dispose  of,  at  public 
or  private  sale,  at  a  price  to  be  approved  by  him,  any  land  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
Navy  Mine  Depot,  Yorktown,  Virginia,  and  the  naval  training  station,  Qreat 
Lakes,  Illinois,  and  East  Camp,  Hampton  Roads,  Virginia,  or  interest  therein, 
title  to,  or  interest  in  which  has  been  acquired  by  the  United  States  subsequent 
to  April  6,  1917,  also  any  improvements  that  have  been  placed  thereon  by  the 
United  States  that  are  deemed  by  him  to  be  no  longer  needed  for  naval  pur- 
poses :  Provided  further.  That  in  cases  where  compensation  has  not  as  yet  been 
made  by  the  United  States  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  law,  then,  and 
in  that  event,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  restore  such 
lands  to  former  owners,  and  is  further  authorized  to  ascertain,  determine,  adjust, 

and  pay  the  just  compensation  that  such  former  owners  are  entitled  to  receive 

■^■^^^"^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^— ^^^"^.■^■— »-~'     — — ^—     ■      ^^^^^—^^^^  I.       — ^^^  I'- 

♦See  Resolution  of  March  3,  1921,  set  out  in  the  title  War  Department  a^d  Militart 
Establish iCENT,  infra,  this  volame.  This  resolution  repealed  much  w{ir  time  legislation 
but  provided:  "  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  construed  as  effective  to  terminate 
the  military  status  of  any  person  now  in  desertion  from  the  military  or  naval  service  of  tho 
United  States." 
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for  the  use  and  occupancy  of  such  lands  by  the  United  States,  such  compensa^ 
tion  to  be  paid  from  appropriations  made  for  payments  for  such  lands :  Pro- 
vided  further,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  determining  the  compensation 
for  the  use  and  occupancy  of  such  lands,  is  authorized,  in  his  discretion,  to 
sell  and  convey,  under  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  may  deem  appropriate, 
to  the  parties  entitled  to  receive  the  land  such  improvements  or  any  part  thereof 
as  may  have  been  placed  in  or  on  said  lands  by  the  United  States:  Provided 
further,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to 
execute  all  necessary  instruments  to  accomplish  the  purposes  of  aforesaid,  and 
all  moneys  received  from  the  disposition  of  such  lands  shall  be  covered  into  the 
Treasury  as  **  miscellaneous  receipts."  Report  shall  be  made  to  the  Congress 
of  the  final  disposition  of  the  lands  aforesaid. 

•  •  •  [Bureau  of  Ordnance  —  appropriations  —  application.]  That  no 
part  of  the  appropriations  heretofore,  herein,  or  hereafter  made  for  *'  Increase 
of  the  Navy  ''  under  the  Bureau  of  Ordnance  and  no  part  of  allotments  of 
appropriations  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  to  said  bureau  shall  be  available 
for  the  payment  for  services  or  materials  used  in  the  construction  of  any  shop, 
building,  living  quarters,  or  other  structures,  except  such  temporary  structures 
costing  not  in  excess  of  $5,000  each  as  may  be  incident  to  current  work  of  said 
bureau,  or  for  additions  and  betterments  to  any  existing  shore  station  facilities 
unless  the  appropriation  shall  in  terms  specifically  authorize  such  construction 
or  additions  and  betterments :  Provided,  That  nothing  herein  shall  be  construed 
as  interfering  in  any  way  with  any  existing  contract  or  any  work  in  progress 
on  the  date  of  the  approval  of  this  Act :  Provided  further,  That  hereafter  no 
money  appropriated  for  ordnance  or  ordnance  material  or  material  purchased 
therewith  shall  be  used  for  any  other  purpose  than  that  for  which  the  appropria- 
tion was  made:  Provided  further,  That  nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  as 
preventing  the  allocation  of  armor,  armament,  ammunition,  ordnance  material, 
equipment,  and  accessories  to  ships  according  to  the  requirements  of  the  naval 
service. 

•  •  •  [Naval  Beserve  Force  —  retainer  pay.]  That  retainer  pay  pro- 
vided by  existing  law  shall  not  be  paid  to  any  member  of  the  Naval  Reserve 
Force  who  fails  to  train  as  provided  by  law  during  the  year  for  which  he  fails 
to  train. 

•  •  •  [Courts-martial  prisoners  —  rations  —  commutation.]  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  ta  commute  rations  for  such  general  courts- 
martial  prisoners  in  such  amounts  as  seem  to  him  proper,  which  may  vary  in 
accordance  with  the  location  of  the  naval  prison,  but  which  shall  in  no  case 
exceed  30  cents  per  diem  for  each  ration  so  conunuted ; 

Sec.  2.  [Enlisted    men  —  reenlistm^it  —  honorable    discharge    gratuity.] 

That  hereafter  no  enlisted  man  in  the  Navy  shall  be  paid  on  reenlistment  an 
honorable  discharge  gratuity,  or  any  proportionate  part  thereof,  in  excess  of  any 
amount  equal  to  one  month's  pay  for  each  year  of  service  in  the  last  expiring 
enlistment  of  such  enlisted  man. 

Sec.  3.  [Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  —  appropriations.]  That  appropri- 
ations herein  and  hereafter  made  under  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and  Docks  for 
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public  works,  exclusive  of  repairs  and  preservation,  shall  remain  available  until 
expended. 

Sec.  4.  [OiBcen,  enlisted  men  and  midshipmen  —  rations  —  commutation.] 
That  during  the  fiscal  year  1922  the  ration  for  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the 
Navy  entitled  thereto  shall  be  commuted  at  the  rate  of  50  cents  per  diem ;  and 
the  commuted  value  of  the  ration  for  midshipmen  shall  be  $1.08  per  diem ;  and 
commuted  rations  stopped  on  account  of  sick  in  hospital  shall  be  credited  at  the 
rate  of  75  cents  per  ration  to  the  naval  hospital  fund. 

Sec.  5.  [Radio  station  in  Porto  Bico  —  exchange  of  land  under  naval  con- 
trol for  site,  etc.]  That  as  consideration  for  a  suitable  site  and  requisite 
rights,  privileges,  and  easements  for  a  receiving  and  distant-control  radio  station 
in  Porto  Rico  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  authorized  to 
exchange  or  lease  for  such  period  as  he  may  deem  proper  any  land  under 
naval  control  in  Porto  Rico  not  otherwise  required  for  naval  purposes:  Pro- 
vided, That  in  time  of  war  or  national  emergency,  if  necessary,  the  Navy 
Department  shall  have  without  cost  free  and  unlimited  use  of  any  land  so 
exchanged  or  leased. 

Sec.  6.  [Retirement  of  oiBcers  of  Naval  Reserve  Force  and  temporary  officers 
—  physical  disability.]  That  the  last  paragraph  of  section  2  of  the  Act 
entitled  **An  Act  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1921,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  4, 1920,  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

**  That  all  oflBcers  of  the  Naval  Reserve  Force  and  temporary  oflScers  of  the 
Navy  who  have  heretofore  incurred  or  may  hereafter  incur  physical  disability 
in  line  of  duty  in  time  of  war  shall  be  eligible  for  retirement  under  the  same 
conditions  as  now  provided  by  law  for  officers  of  the  Regular  Navy  who  have 
incurred  physical  disability  in  line  of  duty:  Provided,  however.  That  appli- 
cation for  such  retirement  shall  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  not  later 
than  October  1,  1921." 

For  sec.  2  of  Act  of  June  4,  1920,  as  it  read  prior  to  this  amendment,  see  1920  fiapp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  146. 

Sec.  7.  [Office  of  solicitor  for  Navy  Department  —  compensation  of  em- 
ployees.] That  the  paragraph  in  the  Act  approved  March  3,  1921,  making 
appropriations  for  the  legislative,  executive,  and  judicial  expenses  of  the  Gov- 
ernment for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  and  for  other  purposes,  pro- 
viding for  temporary  employees  in  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  for  the  Navy 
Department,  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

*  *  For  temporary  employees  in  the  office  of  the  Solicitor  for  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, $20,000:  Provided,  That  no  person  shall  be  employed  hereunder  at  a 
rate  of  compensation  exceeding  $1,800  per  annum  except  the  following:  One 
at  $3,000,  one  at  $2,400,  one  at  $2,250." 

Sec.  8.  [Bureau  of  aeronautics  —  creation  —  officers  and  employees.]  That 
there  is  hereby  created  and  established  in  the  Department  of  the  Navy  a  Bureau 
of  Aeronautics,   which  shall  be  charged  with   matters  pertaining  to  naval 
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aeronautics  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  and  all  of  the 
duties  of  said  bureau  shall  be  performed  under  the  authority  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  and  its  orders  shall  be  considered  as  emanating  from  him,  and  shall 
have  full  force  and  effect  as  such. 

There  shall  be  a  Chief  of  the  Bureau  rf  Aeronautics,  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
dent, by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate,  from  among  the  officers 
of  the  active  list  of  the  Navy  or  Marine  Corps  who  shall  within  one  year  after 
his  appointment  qualify  as  an  aircraft  pilot  or  observer,  for  a  period  of  four 
years,  and  who  shall,  while  holding  such  position,  have  the  corresponding  rank 
and  receive  the  same  pay  and  allowances  as  are  now  or  may  hereafter  be  pre- 
scribed by  or  in  pursuance  of  law  for  chiefs  of  bureaus  of  the  Department  of 
the  Navy. 

An  officer  of  the  active  list  of  the  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps,  may  be  detailed 
as  Assistant  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics,  and  such  officer  shall  receive 
the  highest  pay  of  his  grade,  and,  in  case  of  the  death,  resignation,  absence,  or 
sickness  of  the  chief  of  the  bureau  shall,  until  otherwise  directed  by  the  Presi- 
dent, as  provided  by  section  179  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  perform  the  duties 
of  such  chief  until  his  successor  is  appointed  or  such  absence  or  sickness  shall 
cease. 

There  shall  be  a  chief  clerk  at  a  salary  of  $2,250  per  annum. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  authorized  to  transfer  to  the  Bureau  of  Aeronau- 
tics such  number  of  the  civilian,  technical,  clerical,  and  messenger  personnel, 
together  with  such  records,  equipment,  and  facilities  now  assigned  for  aeronautic 
work  under  the  various  bureaus  of  the  Department  of  the  Navy  or  Marine  Corps 
as  in  his  judgment  may  be  necessary.  The  unexpended  and  unobligated  portion 
of  all  moneys  heretofore  appropriated  for  any  bureau  of  the  Department  of 
the  Navy  or  Marine  Corps  used  in  connection  with  aeronautics,  including  the 
appropriation  ** Aviation,  Navy,"  is  hereby  made  available  for  the  use  of  the 
Bureau  of  Aeronautics. 

The  number  of  officers  and  enlisted  men  of  the  Navy  and  Marine  Corps 
detailed  to  duty  in  aircraft  and  involving  actual  flying  and  to  duties  in  con- 
nection with  aircraft  shall  hereafter  be  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of 
Naval  Aviation  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy:  Provided,  That 
not  to  exceed  30  per  centum  of  the  officers  in  each  grade  below  that  of  rear 
admiral  who  fail  to  qualify  as  aircraft  pilots  or  as  aircraft  observers  within  one 
year  after  the  date  of  their  detail  into  the  Bureau  of  Aeronautics  shall  be  per- 
mitted to  remain  detailed  in  this  bureau :  Provided,  further,  That  flying  units 
or  detachments,  with  the  exception  of  aircraft  carriers  or  other  vessels,  shall  in 
all  cases  be  commanded  by  flying  officers. 

For  R.  S.  sec.  179,  mentioned  in  the  text,  aee  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d.  ed.)  266. 

Sec.  9.  [Conference  with  Great  Britain  and  Japan  for  limitation  of  arma- 
ments.] That  the  President  is  authorized  and  requested  to  invite  the  (Jov- 
ornments  of  Great  Britain  and  Japan  to  send  representatives  to  a  conference, 
which  shall  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  promptly  entering  into  an  understand- 
ing or  agreement  by  which  the  naval  expenditures  and  building  programs  of 
each  of  said  Governments,  to  wit,  the  United  States,  Great  Britain,  and  Japan, 
shall  be  substantially  reduced  annually  during  the  next  five  years  to  such  an 
extent  and  upon  such  terms  as  may  be  agreed  upon,  which  understanding  or 
agreement  is  to  be  reported  to  the  respective  Governments  for  approvaL 
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NURS£S 

See  Claims 


OCCUPATIONAL  TAXES 

See  Internal  Revenue 


OFFICERS 

See  Judicial  Officers;  Public  Officers  and  Employees 


PACKERS  AND  STOCKYARDS  ACT,  1921" 

See  Stockyards 


PAN-AMERICAN  UNION 

See  State  Department 


PARKS 

See  Public  Parks 

PARTNERSHIP 

See  Internal  Revenue 


PASSPORTS 

Act  of  March  2, 1921  (Diplomatic  and  Consular  Appropriation  Act),  251. 

Sec.    1.  Necessity  in  Time  of  War  —  Aliens  —  Act  of  May  22,  1918 — 
Continuance  of  Provision,  25L 

[Sec.  1.]  *  *  *  [Neoeflsity  in  time  of  war  —  aliens — Act  of  May  22, 
1918  —  oontiniiaiioe  of  proviskniB.]  That  the  provisions  of  the  Act  approved 
May  22,  1918,  shall,  in  so  far  as  they  relate  to  requiring  passports  and  viste 
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from  aliens  seeking  to  come  to  the  United  States,  continue  in  force  and  effect 
until  otherwise  provided  by  law. 

This  is  from  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Appropriation  Act  of  March  2,   1921. 
For  Act  of  May  22,   1918,  certain  provisions  of  which  were  affected  by  the  text,  see 
1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  136. 


PATENTS 

Aci  of  March  3,  1921,  252. 

Sec.  1.  Applications  for  Patents  —  Rights  of  Priority  Provided  hy  R.  S. 
Sec.  4887  Extended  —  Previous  Applications  in  Foreign 
Countries,  252, 

2.  Payment  of  Fees  —  Talcing  any  Action  with  Respect  to  Applica- 

tion for  Patent  —  Extension  of  Time  —  Reopening  Interference 
Proceedings,  253. 

3.  Patents  Granted  or  Validated  by  Reason  of  Extensions  €ls  Affect- 

ing Vested  Rights,  253. 

4.  Applications  by  Agents  between  Aug.  1,  1914  and  June  15,  1920 

—  Supplementary  Petition  by  Principal,  253. 

5.  Applications  Filed  Since  Aug.  1,  1914  —  Authentication  by  Con- 

sular Officers  —  Validity,  254. 

6.  Inventions  by  Persons  Serving  in  World  War  —  Interference  and 

Other    Proceedings  —  Priority    Rights  —  Abandoned    or    For- 
feited Applications  —  Revival,  254. 

7.  Patent  Rights  of  Alien  Enemy  —  Use  by  United  States  Govern- 

ment Since  Aug.  1,  1914  —  Claims,  254. 

8.  Acts  Done  under  Trading  with  the  Enemy  Act  as  Affected  by 

This  Act,  254. 

CRQSS-SKFEREirCE 

See  also  PUBLIC  LANDS 

An  Act  To  extend  temporarily  the  time  for  filing  applications  for  letters  patent, 
for  taking  actions  in  the  United  States  Patent  Office  with  respect  thereto, 
for  the  reviving  and  reinstatement  of  applications  for  letters  patent,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  March  3,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]     [Applications    for   patents  —  rights    of   priority   provided   bv 
B.  S.   sec.   4887   extended  —  previous   applications   in   foreign   countries.] 

That  the  rights  of  priority  provided  by  section  4887  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  for 
the  filing  of  applications  for  patent  for  inventions  and  designs,  which  rights 
had  not  expired  on  the  1st  day  of  August,  1914,  or  which  rights  have  arisen 
since  the  1st  day  of  August,  1914,  shall  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  extended 
until  the  expiration  of  a  period  of  six  months  from  the  passage  of  this  Act 
in  favor  of  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  or  citizens  or  subjects  of  all 
countries  which  have  extended,  or  which  now  extend,  or  which  within  said 
period  of  six  months  shall  extend  substantially  reciprocal  privileges  to  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  and  such  extension  shall  a;>ply  to  applications  upon  which 
patents  have  been  granted,  as  well  as  to  applications  now  pending  or  filed  within 
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the  period  herein :  Provided,  That  such  extension  shall  in  no  way  famish  a 
basis  of  claim  against  the  Oovermnent  of  the  United  States :  Provided  further, 
That  snch  extension  shall  in  no  way  affect  the  right  of  any  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  who,  before  the  passage  of  this  Act,  was  bona  fide  in  possession  of  any 
rights  in  patents  or  applications  for  patent  conflicting  with  rights  in  patents 
gfranted  or  validated  by  reason  of  such  extension,  to  exercise  such  rights  by 
itself  or  himself  personally,  or  by  such  agents,  or  licensees,  as  derived  their 
rights  from  it,  or  him,  before  the  passage  of  this  Act,  and*  such  persons  shall 
not  be  amenable  to  any  action  for  infringement  of  any  patent  granted  or 
validated  by  reason  of  such  extension. 

A  patent  shall  not  be  refused  on  an  application  coming  within  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act,  nor  shall  a  patent  granted  on  such  application  be  held 
invalid  by  reason  of  the  invention  having  been  patented  or  described  in  any 
printed  publication  or  in  public  use  or  on  sale  in  the  United  States  prior  to 
the  filing  of  the  application,  unless  such  patent  or  publication  or  such  public 
use  or  sale  was  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  foreign  application  upon  which  the 
right  of  priority  is  based. 

Sec.  2.  [Payment  of  fees  —  taking  any  action  with  respect  to  application 
for  patent  —  extension  of  time  —  reopening  interference  proceedings.]  That 
the  time  now  fixed  by  law  for  the  payment  of  any  fee  or  for  the  taking  of  any 
action  with  respect  to  an  application  for  patent,  which  time  had  not  expired 
on  August  1,  1914,  or  which  commenced  after  August  1, 1914,  is  hereby  extended 
mitil  the  expiration  of  one  year  from  the  passage  of  this  Act,  without  the  pay- 
ment of  extension  fees  or  other  penalty  in  favor  of  the  citizens  or  subjects  of 
countries  which  have  extended,  now  extend,  or  shall  extend  during  a  period  of 
one  year  from  the  passage  of  this  Act  substantially  reciprocal  privileges  to 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  provided  that  no  extension  herein  shall  confer 
such  privileges  on  the  citizens  or  subjects  of  a  foreign  country  for  a  longer 
term  than  the  term  during  which  such  privileges  are  conferred  by  such  foreign 
country  on  the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  but  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  give 
any  right  to  reopen  interference  proceedings  where  final  hearing  before  the 
examiner  of  interferences  has  taken  place. 


Sec.  3.  [Patents  granted  or  validated  by  reason  of  extensions  as 
vested  rights.]  That  no  patent  granted  or  validated  by  reason  of  the  extensions 
provided  for  in  sections  1  and  2  of  this  Act  shall  abridge  or  otherwise  affect  the 
right  of  any  citizen  of  the  United  States,  or  his  agent  or  agents,  or  his  suc- 
cessor in  business,  to  continue  any  manufacture,  use,  or  sale  commenced  before 
the  passage  of  this  Act  by  such  citizen,  nor  shall  the  continued  manufacture, 
use,  or  sale  by  such  citizen,  or  the  use  or  sale  of  the  devices  resulting  from 
such  manufacture  or  use  constitute  an  infringement. 

Sec.  4.  [Applications  by  agents  between  Aug.  1,  1914  and  June  15,  1920  — 
supplementary  petition  by  principal.]  That  all  applications  for  patent  filed 
since  August  1,  1914,  and  prior  to  June  15,  1920,  which  were  executed  by  an 
agent  of  the  applicant,  and  in  which  a  petition,  specification,  and  oath,  signed 
by  the  inventor,  or  his  executor  or  administrator,  had  been  filed  or  shall  have 
been  filed  within  a  period  of  one  year  from  the  passage  of  this  Act,  and  the 
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patents  granted  on  such  applications,  shall  have  the  same  force  and  effect  as  if 
the  papers  signed  by  the  inventor,  or  his  executor  or  administrator,  had  been 
filed  on  the  date  on  which  the  papers  signed  by  the  agent  were  filed. 

Sec.  5.  [Applications  filed  since  Aug.  1,  1914  —  authentication  by  consular 
officers  —  validity.]  That  all  applications  for  patent  filed  since  August  1,  1914, 
in  which  the  oath  was  executed  before  or  authenticated  by  a  consular  officer,  or 
other  representative  qualified  to  administer  oaths,  of  a  Government  acting  in 
the  interest  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  shall  have  the  same  force 
and  effect  as  if  said  oath  had  been  executed  by  the  applicant  before  a  consular 
officer  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  6.  [Inventions  by  persons  serving  in  World  War  —  interference  and 
other  proceedings  —  priority  rights  —  abandoned  or  forfeited  applications  — 
revival.]  That  where  an  invention  was  made  by  a  person  while  serving  abroad, 
during  the  war,  with  the  forces  of  the  United  States,  civil  or  military,  the 
inventor  thereof  shall  be  entitled,  in  interference  and  other  proceedings  arising 
in  connection  with  such  invention,  to  the  same  rights  of  priority  with  respect 
of  such  invention  as  if  the  same  had  been  made  in  the  United  States,  and 
where  an  application  became  abandoned  or  forfeited,  during  the  time  the 
applicant  was  serving  with  the  forces  of  the  United  States,  by  reason  of  his 
failure  to  take  action  or  pay  a  fee  within  the  time  now  required  by  law,  such 
action  .may  be  taken,  or  the  fee  paid,  within  six  months  from  the  passage  of 
this  Act. 

Sec.  7.  [Patent  rights  of  alien  enemy  —  use  by  United  States  government 
since  Ang.  1,  1914  —  claims.]  That  no  claim  shall  be  made  or  action  brought 
in  respect  of  the  use  since  August  1,  1914,  up  to  the  passage  of  this  Act,  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  by  any  persons  acting  on  behalt 
of,  or  under  contract  with,  or  with  the  assent  of  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  or  of  Governments  or  their  representatives  associated  with  the  United 
States,  under  any  patent  rights  owned  in  whole  or  in  part  since  August  1,  1914, 
by  an  alien  enemy,  nor  in  respect  of  the  use  of  any  process  during  such  period, 
or  the  sale,  offering  for  sale,  or  use,  at  any  time,  of  any  products,  articles,  or 
apparatus  whatsoever  manufactured  during  such  period  to  which  such  patent 
rights  applied. 

Sec.  8.  [Acts  done  under  Trading  With  the  Enemy  Aet  as  affected  by 
this  Act.]  That  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect  any  Act  done  by  virtue  of  the 
special  measures  taken  during  the  war  under  legislative,  executive,  or  adminis- 
trative authority  of  the  United  States  in  regard  to  the  rights  of  an  enemy,  or 
ally  of  an  enemy,  as  defined  by  the  Trading  with  the  Enemy  Act  of  October  6. 
1917,  in  patents  for  inventions  and  designs. 

The  Trading  with  the  Enemy  Act  is  set  out  in  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  846. 
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PENAL  LAWS 

Act  of  March  4,  1921,255, 

Transportation  of  Explosives  —  Sees.  232  to  236  of  Penal  Laws 
Amended,  255, 

CROSS-REFERENCE 

See  also  CRIMINAL  LAW. 

An  Act  To  amend  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  codify,  revise,  and  amend  the 
penal  laws  of  the  United  States,"  approved  March  4,  1909  (Thirty-fifth 
Statutes  at  Lar^re,  page  1134). 

[Act  of  March  4,  1921.] 

[Transportation  of  explosives  —  sees.  232  to  236  of  Penal  Laws  amended.] 
That  sections  232,  233,  234,  235,  and  236  of  the  Act  to  codify,  revise,  and 
amend  the  penal  laws  of  the  United  States,  approved  March  4,  1909,  be  amended 
to  read,  respectively,  as  follows: 

"  Sec.  232.  It  shall  be  unlawful  to  transport,  carry,  or  convey,  within  the 
limits  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  any  high  explosive,  such  as, 
and  including,  dynamite,  blasting  caps,  detonating  fuzes,  black  powder,  gun- 
powder, or  other  like  explosive,  on  any  vessel,  car,  or  vehicle  of  any  description 
operated  in  the  transpoi*tation  of  passengers  by  a  common  carrier  engaged  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  which  vessel,  car,  or  vehicle  is  carrying  passen- 
gers for  hire :  Provided,  That  it  shall  be  lawful  to  transport  on  any  such  vessel, 
car,  or  vehicle  smokeless  powder,  primers,  fuses,  not  including  detonating  fuzes, 
fireworks,  or  other  similar  explosives,  and  properly  packed  and  marked  samples 
of  explosives  for  laboratory  examination,  not  exceeding  a  net  weight  of  one- 
half  pound  each,  and  not  exceeding  twenty  samples  at  one  time  in  a  single 
vessel,  car,  or  vehicle;  but  such  explosives  shall  not  be  carried  in  that  part  of 
a  vessel,  car,  or  vehicle  which  is  being  used  for  the  transportation  of  passengers 
for  hire:  Provided  further,  That  it  shall  be  lawful  to  transport  on  any  such 
vessel,  car,  or  vehicle  small-arms  ammunition  in  any  quantity,  and  such  fusees, 
torpedoes,  rockets,  or  other  signal  devices  as  may  be  essential  to  promote  safety 
in  operation :  And  provided  further,  That  nothing  in  this  section  shall  be  con- 
strued to  prevent  the  transportation  of  military  or  naval  forces  with  their 
accompanying  munitions  of  war  on  passenger-equipment  vessels,  cars,  or 
vehicles. 

**  The  words  *  detonating  fuzes,'  as  used  in  this  section  shall  be  interpreted 
to  mean  fuzes  used  in  naval  or  military  service  to  detonate  the  high  explosive 
bursting  charges  of  projectiles,  mines,  bombs,  or  torpedoes.  The  word  *  fuses  ' 
as  used  herein  shall  be  interpreted  to  mean  devices  used  in  igniting  the  bursting 
charges  of  projectiles.  The  word  *  primers  '  as  used  herein  shall  be  interpreted 
to  mean  devices  used  in  igniting  the  propelling  powder  charges  of  ammunition. 
The  word  *  fuses  '  as  used  herein  shall  be  interpreted  to  mean  the  slow-burning 
fuses  used  commercially  and  intended  to  convey  fire  to  an  explosive  or  com- 
bustible mass  slowly  or  without  danger  to  the  person  lighting.  The  word 
*  fuses  '  as  used  herein  shall  be  interpreted  to  mean  the  fusees  ordinarily  used 
on  steamboats  and  railroads  as  night  signals. 
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''  Sec.  233.  The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  shall  formulate  regula- 
tions for  the  safe  transportation  within  the  limits  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  of  explosives  and  other  dangerous  articles,  including  inflammable 
liquids,  inflammable  solids,  oxidizing  materials,  corrosive  liquids,  compressed 
gases,  and  poisonous  substances,  which  shall  be  binding  upon  all  common  carriers 
engaged  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  which  transport  explosives  or  other 
dangerous  articles  by  land  or  water,  and  upon  all  shippers  making  shipments 
of  explosives  or  other  dangerous  articles  via  any  common  carrier  engaged  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  by  land  or  water.  Said  commission,  of  its  own 
motion,  or  upon  application  made  by  any  interested  party,  may  make  changes 
or  modifications  in  such  regulations,  made  desirable  by  new  information  or 
altered  conditions.  Such  regulations  shall  be  in  accord  with  the  best-known 
practicable  means  for  securing  safety  in  transit,  covering  the  packing,  mark- 
ing, loading,  handling  while  in  transit,  and  the  precautions  necessary  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  material  when  offered  is  in  proper  condition  to  transport. 
Such  regulations,  as  well  as  all  changes  or  modifications  thereof,  shall,  unless 
a  shorter  time  is  authorized  by  the  commission,  take  effect  ninety  days  after 
their  formulation  and  publication  by  said  commission  and  shall  be  in  effect 
until  reversed,  set  aside,  or  modified.  In  the  execution  of  the  provisions  of 
this  Act  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  may  utilize  the  services  of  the 
bureau  for  the  safe  transportation  of  explosives  and  other  dangerous  articles, 
and  may  avail  itself  of  the  advice  and  assistance  of  any  department,  commis- 
sion, or  board  of  the  Government,  but  no  ofiScial  or  employee  of  the  United 
States  shall  receive  any  additional  compensation  for  such  service  except  as  now 
permitted  by  law. 

'*  Sec.  234.  It  shall  be  unlawful  to  transport,  carry,  or  convey  within  the 
limits  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  liquid  nitroglycerin,  fulminate 
in  b.ulk  in  dry  condition,  ot  other  like  explosive,  on  any  vessel,  car,  or  vehicle 
of  any  description  operated  in  the  transportation  of  passengers  or  property  by 
land  or  water  by  a  common  carrier  engaged  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce. 

'*  Sec.  235.  Every  package  containing  explosives  or  other  dangerous  articles 
when  presented  to  a  common  carrier  for  shipment  shall  have  plainly  marked 
on  the  outside  thereof  the  contents  thereof;  and  it  shall  be  unlawful  for  any 
person  to  deliver,  or  cause  to  be  delivered,  to  any  common  carrier  engaged  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce  by  land  or  water,  or  to  carry  upon  any  vessel, 
car,  or  vehicle  operated  by  any  common  carrier  engaged  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  by  land  or  water  any  explosive,  or  other  dangerous  article,  as  specified 
in  section  233  of  this  Act,  under  any  false  or  deceptive  marking,  description, 
invoice,  shipping  order,  or  other  declaration,  or  without  informing  the  agent 
of  such  carrier  in  writing  of  the  true  character  thereof,  at  or  before  the  time 
such  delivery  or  carriage  is  made.  Whoever  shall  knowingly  violate,  or  cause 
to  be  violated,  any  provision  of  this  section,  or  of  the  three  sections  last  pre- 
ceding, or  any  regulation  made  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
pursuance  thereof,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $2,000  or  imprisoned  not  more 
than  eighteen  months,  or  both. 

[**]Sec.  236.  When  the  death  or  bodily  injury  of  any  person  results  from  the 
violation  of  any  of  the  four  sections  last  preceding,  or  any  regulation  made  by 
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the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  pursuance  thereof,  the  i>erson  or  per- 
sons who  shall  have  so  knowingly  violated,  or  caused  to  be  violated,  such  pro- 
vision or  regulation,  shall  be  fined  not  more  than  $10,000,  or  imprisoned  not 
more  than  ten  years,  or  both.[''] 

For  sees.  232  to  236  of  Penfd  LawB  amended  by  the  text,  aee  7  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.) 
S57  et  seq. 


PENSIONS 

See  War  Department  and  Military  Estabushmsnt 
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Act  of  July  21,  1921,  257. 

Limitation  on  Indebtedness  —  Temporary  Certificates  of  Indebted* 
ness,  257, 

An  Act  To  amend  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  declare  the  purpose  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  as  to  the  future  political  status  of  the  people 
of  the  Philippine  Islands,  and  to  provide  a  more  autonomous  governxnent 
for  these  islands/'  approved  August  29,  1916;  and  to  amend  an  Act 
entitled  "An  Act  to  establish  a  standard  of  value  and  to  provide  for  a 
coinage  system  in  the  Philippine  Islands,"  approved  March  2,  1908. 

[Act  of  July  21,  1921.] 

[Limitation  on   indebtedness  —  temporary   certificates   of  indebtedness.] 

That  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  declare  the  purpose  of  the  people  of  the 
United  States  as  to  the  future  political  status  of  the  people  of  the  Philippine 
Islands,  and  to  provide  a  more  autonomous  government  for  these  islands," 
approved  August  29,  1916,  be  amended,  as  follows : 

That  the  proviso  of  section  11  of  said  Act  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  amended 
to  read  as  follows:  "  Provided,  however,  That  the  entire  indebtedness  of  the 
Philippine  government  created  by  the  authority  conferred  herein  shall  not 
exceed  at  any  one  time  the  sum  of  $30,000,000,  exclusive  of  those  obligations 
known  as  friar  land  bonds,  nor  that  of  any  Province  or  municipality,  a  sum  in 
excess  of  7  per  centum  of  the  aggregate  tax  valuation  of  its  property  at  any 
one  time.  In  computing  the  indebtedness  of  the  Philippine  government,  bonds 
not  to  exceed  $10,000,000  in  amount,  issued  by  that  government,  secured  by  an 
equivalent  amount  of  bonds  issued  by  the  Provinces  or  municipalities  thereof, 
shall  not  be  counted." 

That  for  the  purpose  set  forth  in  section  6  of  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1903, 
entitled  '*  An  Act  to  establish  a  standard  of  value  and  to  provide  for  a  coinage 
system  in  the  Philippine  Islands,"  the  government  of  the  Philippine  Islands 
may  issue  temporary  certificates  of  indebtedness  under  the  conditions  therein 
provided,  in  addition  to  the  amount  therein  fixed,  to  a  further  amount  not 
exceeding  $10,000,000. 

The  act  of  the  Philippine  Legislature  providing  for  the  issue  of  temporary 
certificates  of  indebtedness  within  the  conditions  of  section  6  of  the  Act  of 
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March  2,  1903,  entitled  **An  Act  to  establish  a  standard  of  value  and  to  pro- 
vide for  a  coinage  system  in  the  Philippine  Islands,"  shall  apply  to  the  issue  of 
additional  certificates  authorized  by  this  Act. 

For  Act  of  March  2,  1903,  here  amended,  see  7  Fed.  Stat.  Ana.  (2d  ed.)  1182. 


PORTO  RICO 

Act  of  Feb.  3,  1921,  258. 

Sec.  1.  BUI  of  Rights  —  Appropriation  of  Public  Moneys  for  Sectarian 
Purposes  —  Polygamous  Marriages  —  Sec.  2  of  Porto  Rican  Act 
Amended,  258. 
2.  Export  Duties  —  Taxes  and  Assessments  —  Internal  Revenues- 
Public  Indebtedness  —  Bonds  —  Exemption  from  Taxation^ 
Sec.  3  of  Porto  Rican  Act  Amended,  258. 

CROS&-REFES£NC£S 

See  also  AGRICULTURE;  JUDICIAL  OFFICERS;  NAVY;  WAR  DEPART- 
MENT AND  MILITARY  ESTABLISHMENT. 

An  Act  To  amend  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  a  civil  government  for 
Porto  Rico,  and  for  other  purposes/'  approved  March  2,  1917. 

[Act  of  Feb.  3,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Bill  of  Bights  —  appropriation  of  public  moneys  for  sectarian 
purposes  —  polygamous  marriages — sec.  2  of  Porto  Rican  Act  amended.] 

That  paragraph  19  of  section  2  of  the  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide  a  civil 
government  for  Porto  Rico,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  March  2,  1917, 
is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

*'  That  no  public  money  or  property  shall  ever  be  appropriated,  applied, 
donated,  used,  directly  or  indirectly,  for  the  use,  benefit,  or  support  of  any  sect, 
church,  denomination  sectarian  institution,  or  association,  or  system  of  religion, 
or  for  the  use,  benefit,  or  support  of  any  priest,  preacher,  minister,  or  other 
religious  teacher  or  dignitary  as  such.  Contracting  of  polygamous  or  plural 
marriages  hereafter  is  prohibited." 

Sfic.  2.  [Export  duties  —  taxes  and  assessments  —  internal  revenue  —  pub- 
lic indebtedness  —  bonds  —  exemption  from  taxation  —  Sec.  3  Porto  Rican 
Act  amended.]  That  section  3  of  said  Act  to  provide  a  civil  government  for 
Porto  Rico  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

**  Sec.  3.  That  no  export  duties  shall  be  levied  or  collected  on  exports  from 
Porto  Rico,  but  taxes  and  assessments  on  property,  internal  revenue,  and 
license  fees,  and  royalties  for  franchises,  privileges,  and  concessions  may  be 
imposed  for  the  purposes  of  the  insular  and  municipal  governments,  respectively, 
as  may  be  provided  and  defined  by  the  Legislature  of  Porto  Rico;  and,  when 
necessary  to  anticipate  taxes  and  revenues,  bonds  and  other  obligations  may 
be  issued  by  Porto  Rico  or  any  municipal  government  therein  as  may  be  pro- 
vided by  law,  and  to  protect  the  public  credit :  Provided,  however,  That  no 
public  indebtedness  of  Porto  Rico  or  of  any  subdivision  or  municipality  thereof 
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Bhall  be  authorized  or  allowed  in  excess  of  10  per  centum  of  the  aggregate  tax 
valuation  of  its  property,  and  all  bonds  issued  by  the  government  of  Porto  Rico, 
or  by  its  authority,  shall  be  exempt  from  taxation  by  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  or  by  the  government  of  Porto  Rico  or  of  any  i)olitical  or  municipal 
subdivision  thereof,  or  by  any  State,  or  by  any  county,  municipality,  or  other 
municipal  subdivision  of  any  State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States,  or  by  the 
District  of  Columbia.  In  computing  the  indebtedness  of  the  people  of  Porto 
Rico,  bonds  issued  by  the  people  of  Porto  Rico  secured  by  an  equivalent  amount 
of  bonds  of  municipal  corporations  or  school  boards  of  Porto  Rico  shall  not  be 
counted." 


POST  ROADS 

See  Highways;  Postal  Service 


POSTAL  SERVICE 

Act  of  March  1,  1921  (Postal  Service  Appropriation  Act),  260. 

/Bee.  i.  Vacancy  in  Office  of  Postmaster  —  Temporary  Designation  hy 
Postmaster  General  — Appointment  of  Regular  Postmaster,  260. 
Substitute  Clerks  in  First  and  Second  Class  Postoffices  and  Sub- 
stitute Letter  Carriers  in  City  Delivery  Service  —  Appointment 
to  Regular  Service  —  Credits  for  Time  Served  —  Promotions  — 
Service  in  World  War,  260. 
Special  Delivery  Matter  —  Receipt,  260. 

Aeroplane  Mail  Service  —  Contracts  by  Postmaster  General,  261. 
Post  Route  Maps  and  Rural  Delivery  Maps  or  Blue  Prints  —  Sale 
Proceeds,  261. 
3.  Congressional  Commission  Created  to  Investigate  Mail  Transporta- 
tion, etc. —  Extension  of  Time,  261. 

• 

Act  of  June  16,  1921  (''  Second  Deficiency  Act,  Fiscal  Tear,  192V' ),  261. 

Claims  against  Department  for  Damage  to  Person  and.  Property 
—  Adjustment  by  Postmaster  General,  261. 

Act.  of  July  21, 1921,  261. 

Sec.   1.  Postmasters  of  Fourth  Class  —  Compensation  —  Per  Centum  of 
Cancellation,  261. 

2.  Special  Clerks  in  First-class  Offices,  262. 

3.  Clerks  and  Carriers  in  Intermediale  or  Automatic  Grades  —  Credit 

for  Time  Served  as  Substitute  —  Prornotion,  262. 

4.  Foreman  in  First-class  Offices  —  Compensation^  262. 

5.  Assistant  Superintendent  of  Mails —  Compensation,  262. 

6.  Assistant  Postmasters  of  Second-class  Offices,  262. 

7.  Clerks  and  Laborers  in  First  and  Second-class  Offices  —  Carriers 

in  City  Delivery  Service  —  Overtime  Compensation,  262. 
6.  Retired  Employees  again  Employed  —  Compensation,  262. 
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Sec.  9.  Supervisory  Officials,  etc. —  Limitation  on  Promotion  —  Repeal  of 
Provision  in  Act  of  June  5,  1920,  263. 
10,  Pan-American  Postal  Congress — Appointment  of  Delegates,  263. 

CROSS-REFERENCES 

See  also  HIGHWAYS;   WAR  DEPARTMENT  AND  MILITARY 

ESTABLISHMENT 

An  Act  Making  appropriations  for  the  service  of  the  Post  Office  Department 
for  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jnne  30,  1922,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  March  1,  1921,] 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Vacancy  in  office  of  postmaster  —  temporary  designa- 
tion by  Postmaster  Oeneral  —  appointment  of  regular  postmaster.]  That 
hereafter,  whenever  the  office  of  a  postmaster  becomes  vacant  through  death, 
resignation,  or  removal,  the  Postmaster  General  shall  designate  some  person 
to  act  as  postmaster  until  a  regular  appointment  can  be  made  by  the  I^resident 
in  case  the  office  is  in  the  first,  second,  or  third  class,  and  by  the  Postmaster 
General  when  the  office  is  in  the  fourth  class ;  and  the  Postmaster  General  shall 
notify  the  Auditor  for  the  Post  Office  Department  of  the  change.  The  post- 
master so  appointed  shall  be  responsible  under  his  bond  for  the  safekeeping 
of  the  public  property  pertaining  to  the  post  office  and  the  performance  of  the 
duties  of  his  office  until  a  regular  postmaster  has  been  duly  appointed  and 
qualified  and  has  taken  possession  of  the  office.  Whenever  a  vacancy  occurs 
from  any  cause  the  appointment  of  the  regular  postmaster  shall  be  made  without 
unnecessary  delay. 

*  *  *  [Substitute  clerks  in  first  and  second  class  postoffices  and  substi- 
tute letter  carriers  in  City  Delivery  Service  —  appointment  to  regular  senr- 
ice  —  credits  for  time  served  —  promotions  —  service  in  World  War.]  That 
that  portion  of  the  Act  reclassifying  salaries  of  postmasters  and  postal  employees, 
approved  June  5,  1920,  which  provides  **  that  hereafter  substitute  clerks  in 
first  and  second  class  post  offices  and  substitute  letter  carriers  in  the  City  Delivery 
Service  when  appointed  regular  clerks  or  carriers  shall  have  credit  for  actual 
time  served  on  a  basis  of  one  year  for  each  three  hundred  and  six  days  of  eight 
hours  served  as  substitute,  and  appointed  to  the  grade  to  which  such  clerk 
or  carrier  would  have  progressed  had  his  original  appointment  as  substitute  been 
to  grade  one  "  shall  be  amended  by  adding  the  following :  Provided,  That  Postal 
employees  and  substitute  Postal  employees  who  served  in  the  military,  marine 
or  naval  service  of  the  United  States  during  the  World  War  and  have  not 
reached  the  maximum  grade  of  salary  shall  receive  credit  for  all  time  served 
in  the  military,  marine  or  naval  service  on  the  basis  of  one  day's  credit  of 
eight  hours  in  the  Postal  Service  for  each  day  served  in  the  military,  marine 
or  naval  service  and  be  promoted  to  the  grade  to  which  such  postal  employee  or 
substitute  postal  employee  would  have  progressed  had  his  original  appointment 
as  substitute  been  to  grade  one.  The  provisions  herein  shall  be  effective  as  of 
date  of  passage  of  the  original  Act  of  June  5,  1920. 

For  Act  of  June  5,  1920,  affected  by  the  text,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ana.  168. 

•  •  •  [Special  delivery  matter  —  receipt.]  That  the  Postmaster  General 
may,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  he  shall  prescribe,  authorize  the 
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delivery  of  special  delivery  matter  without  obtaining  a  receipt  therefor:  Pro- 
vided further,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  construed  as  excusing 
the  delivery  of  special  delivery  matter  by  messenger  in  the  first  instance. 

*  *  *  [Aeroplane  mail  service  —  contracts  by  Postmaster  OteneraL]  That 
the  Postmaster  General  may  contract  with  any  individual,  firm,  or  corporation 
for  the  transportation  of  mail  by  aeroplane  between  such  points  as  he  may  deem 
advisable  and  designate,  in  case  such  transportation  service  is  furnished  at  a 
cost  not  greater  than  the  actual  cost  of  the  same  service  by  rail,  and  shall 
pay  therefor  out  of  the  appropriation  for  inland  transportation  by  railroad 
routes. 

*  *  *    [Post  route  maps  and  rural  delivery  maps  or  blue  prints  —  sale 

proceeds.]  The  Postmaster  General  may  authorize  the  sale  to  the  public  of 
post -route  maps  and  rural  delivery  maps  or  blue  prints  at  the  cost  of  printing 
and  10  per  centum  thereof  added,  the  proceeds  of  such  sale  to  be  used  as  a 
further 'appropriation  for  the  preparation  and  publication  of  post-route  mai>s 
and  rural  delivery  maps  or  blue  prints; 

Sec.  3.  [Congressional  Commission  created  to  investigate  mail  transporta- 
tion, etc. —  extension  of  time.]  That  the  joint  commission  authorized  under 
section  6  of  the  Act  approved  April  24,  1920,  entitled  *'An  Act  making  appro- 
priations for  the  service  of  the  Post  Office  Department  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1921,  and  for  other  purposes,''  is  hereby  continued  until  June  30, 
1922,  to  complete  the  investigation  and  to  prepare  a  detailed  report  containing 
a  summary  of  its  findings  thereof,  and  such  recommendations  as  to  legislation  as 
it  may  deem  proper:  Provided,  That  the  said  commission  shall  not  expend  a 
greater  sum  than  $150,000  during  the  fiscal  year  1922. 

For  Act  of  April  24,  1920,  eec.  6  a^ected  by  the  text,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  167. 


•  •  •  [Claims  against  Department  for  damage  to  person  and  property — 
adjustment  by  Postmaster  Gkineral.]  When  any  damage  is  done  to  person 
or  property  by  or  through  the  operation  of  the  Post  Office  Department  in  any 
branch  of  its  service  and  such  damage  is  found  by  the  Postmaster  General  upon 
investigation  to  be  a  proper  charge  against  the  United  States,  the  Postmaster 
Greneral  is  hereby  invested  with  power  to  adjust  and  settle  any  claim  for  such 
damage  when  his  award  for  such  damage  in  any  case  does  not  exceed  $500 ;  and 
the  sum  of  $35,000  is  hereby  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  1922  to  carry  out 
the  provisions  of  this  paragraph. 

This  is  from  the  '*  Second  Deficiency  Act,  fiscal  year  1921,"  enacted  June  16,  1921. 


An  Aot  To  further  reclassify  postmasters  and  employees  of  the  Postal  Service 
and  readjust  their  salaries  and  compensation  on  an  equitable  basis,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  July  21,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Postmasters  of  fourth  class  —  compensation  —  per  centum  of 
cancellations.]  That  from  and  after  July  1,  1921,  postmasters  of  the  fourth 
class  shall  be  paid  the  same  compensation  as  now  provided  by  law,  except  that 
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they  shall  receive  145  per  centum  of  the  cancellations  of  the  first  $75  or  less  per 
quarter,  70  per  centum  of  the  next  $100  or  less  per  quarter,  and  on  the  balance 
60  per  centum. 

Sec.  2.  [Special  clerks  in  first-class  offices.]  That  as  a  reward  for  faithful 
and  meritorious  service  special  clerks  may  be  appointed  in  the  executive,  finance, 
money  order,  postal  savings,  registry,  mailing,  and  other  divisions  of  first-class 
post  offices.  Clerks  in  the  executive,  finance,  money  order,  postal  savings, 
registry,  and  other  divisions  of  first-class  post  offices  who  were  designated  as 
special  clerks,  finance  clerks,  cashiers,  foremen,  bookkeepers,  chief  stamp  clerks, 
chief  mailing  clerks,  and  stenographers  on  June  30,  1920,  and  who  were,  on  and 
after  July  1,  1920,  assigned  as  clerks  of  grade  five  shall,  from  and  after  the 
passage  of  this  Act,  unless  they  were  demoted  for  cause,  be  given  the  designa- 
tion and  status  of  special  clerks,  and  assigned  to  the  first  or  second  grade: 
Provided,  That  clerks  who  have  been  designated  as  special  clerks  shall  not  be 
demoted  except  for  cause. 

Sec.  3.  [Clerks  and  carriers  in  intermediate  or  automatic  grades  —  credit  for 
time  served  as  substitute  —  prcmiotion.]  That  clerks  and  carriers  in  the  inter- 
mediate or  autoihatic  gi*ades  who  were  appointed  to  regular  positions  before 
June  5,  1920.  and  are  receiving  less  than  the  maximum  grade  of  salary,  shall 
receive  credit  for  all  time  served  as  substitute  on  a  basis  of  one  year  for  each 
three  hundred  and  six  days  of  eight  hours  served  as  substitute,  and  be  pro- 
moted to  the  grade  to  which  such  clerk  or  carrier  would  have  progressed  had 
his  original  appointment  as  substitute  been  to  grade  one. 

Sec.  4.  [Foreman  in  flrst-class  offices  —  compensation.]  That,  effective 
July  1,  1921,  the  minimum  salary  of  foreman  in  first-class  offices  shall  be  $2,100 
per  annum. 

Sec.  5.  [Assistant  superintendents  of  mails  —  compensation.]  That,  effective 
July  1,  1921,  the  minimum  salary  of  assistant  superintendents  of  mails  in  post 
offices  with  receipts  of  $1,000,000,  but  less  than  $2,000,000,  shall  be  $2,300  per 
annum. 

Sec.  6.  [Assistant  postmasters  of  second-class  offices.]  That,  effective  July 
1,  1921,  the  salary  of  assistant  postmasters  at  offices  of  the  second  class,  where 
the  gross  postal  receipts  are  $8,000,  but  less  than  $12,000,  shall  be  $1,850  per 
annum. 

Sec.  7.  [Clerks  and  laborers  in  first  and  second  class  offices  —  carriers  in 
City  Delivery  Service  —  overtime  compensation.]  That  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral is  hereby  authorized  to  pay  to  the  clerks  and  laborers  in  first  and  second 
class  post  offices  and  letter  carriers  in  the  City  Delivery  Service  the  amount  due 
them  as  overtime  in  lieu  of  compensatory  time  for  work  performed  by  them  on 
Sundays  intervening  between  June  5  and  July  1,  1920. 

Sec.  8.  [Retired  employees  re-employed  —  ccmpensation.]  That  the  Post- 
master General  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  pay  to  persons  who  have 
been  retired  under  the  Act  of  Congress  entitled  **An  Act  for  the  retirement  of 
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employees  in  the  classified  civil  service,  and  for  other  purposes,'*  approved  May 
22,  1920,  and  who  have  since  their  retirement  been  employed  in  the  Postal 
Service,  the  sums  to  which  they  are  entitled  for  services  heretofore  rendered. 

For  Act  of  May  22,  1920,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  16. 

Sec.  9.  [Supervisory  officials,  efto. —  limitation  on  promotion  —  repeal  of 
provision  in  Act  of  June  5,  1920.]  That  the  paragraph  in  the  Act  of  Con- 
gress entitled  ''An  Act  to  reclassify  postmiasters  and  employees  of  the  Postal 
Service  and  readjust  their  salaries  and  compensation  on  an  equitable  basis," 
approved  June  5,  1920  (page  1053,  Statutes  at  Large,  second  session.  Sixty- 
sixth  Congress);  which  reads  as  follows:  *'  On  and  after  July  1, 1921,  no  super- 
visory official  or  employee  in  the  Postal  Service  shall  be  promoted  more  than 
$300  during  any  one  year,  except  when  appointed  postmaster,  inspector  in 
charge,  or  superintendent  of  the  Railway  Mail  Service,*'  be,  and  the  same  is 
hereby,  repealed. 

For  provision  in  Act  of  Jnne  5,  1920,  here  repealed,  see  1020  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  178. 


Sec.  10.  [Pan-American    Postal    Oongress  —  appointment    of    delegates.] 

That  the  Postmaster  General  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  authorized  to  appoint  two 
delegates  to  the  Pan-American  Postal  Congress,  Buenos  Aires,  Argentina,  begin- 
ning August  10,  1921,  and  for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  expenses  of  such  dele- 
gates the  sum  of  $5,000  is  hereby  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treas- 
ury not  otherwise  appropriated,  to  be  expended  in  the  discretion  of  the  Post* 
master  General  and  to  be  accounted  for  on  his  certificate,  which  certificate  shall 
be  conclusive  on  the  accounting  officers  of  the  United  States. 


POSTMASTERS 

See  Postal  Service 


PRINTING 

See  PuBUc  Printing 


PRISONS  AND  PRISONERS 

Act.  of  March  4, 1921  {Sundry  CivU  Appropriation  Act),  263. 

Sec.  I.  Leavenworth  Penitentiary  —  Livestock  —  Sale  or  Exchange,  263. 

CROSS-REFERENCE 

See  also  DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  OFFICERS 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Leavenworth  Penitentiary  —  live  stock  —  sale  or 
exchange.]  That  live  stock  may  be  exchanged  or  traded  when  authorized  by  the 
Attorney  General. 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Ciyil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,   1921. 
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PROCEDURE 

See  Judiciary 


PROHIBITION  ACT 

See  Intoxicating  Liquors 


PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 

Act  of  Nov.  23, 1921,  264. 

War   Contracts  —  Adjustment  —  Minerals  —  Losses   Occurring   in 
Production,  264. 

An  Act  To  amend  section  5  of  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1919,  entitled  ''An 
Act  to  provide  relief  in  cases  of  contracts  connected  with  the  proseontioni 
of  the  war,  and  for  other  purposes." 

[Act  of  Nov.  23, 1921.] 

[War  contracts  —  adjustment  —  minerals  —  losses  occurring  in  production.] 

That  section  5  of  the  Act  approved  March  2,  1919,  entitled  "An  Act  to  provide 
relief  in  cases  of  contracts  connected  with  the  prosecution  of  the  war,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  amended  as  follows: 

Add  to  the  first  paragraph  of  section  5  the  following  proviso:  "  Provided^ 
That  all  claimants  who,  in  response  to  any  personal,  written,  or  published  request, 
demand,  solicitation,  or  appeal  from  any  of  the  Qovernment  agencies  mentioned 
in  said  Act,  in  good  faith  expended  money  in  producing  or  preparing  to  pro- 
duce any  of  the  ores  or  minerals  named  therein  and  have  heretofore  mailed  or 
filed  their  claims  or  notice  in  writing  thereof  within  the  time  and  in  the  manner 
prescribed  by  said  Act,  if  the  proof  in  support  of  said  claims  clearly  shows  them 
to  be  based  upon  action  taken  in  response  to  such  request,  demand,  solicitation 
or  appeal,  shall  be  reimbursed  such  net  losses  as  they  may  have  incurred  and 
are  in  justice  and  equity  entitled  to  from  the  appropriation  in  said  Act. 

''  If  in  claims  passed  upon  under  said  Act  awards  have  been  denied  or  made 
on  rulings  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  this  amendment,  or  through  miscalcula- 
tion, the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  award  proper  amounts  or  additional 
amounts. ' ' 

lor  this  section  before  amendment,  see  1919  Supp.  p.  306. 
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PUBLIC  D£BT  ♦ 

Act  of  June  16,  1921  ("  Special  Deficiency  Act,  Fiscal  Year,  1921  "),  265. 

Appropriation  for  **  Expenses  of  Loans  "  Contained  in  Liberty 
Bond  Acts — Applicability  to  any  Public  Debt  Issues,  265. 

Act  of  Nov.  23,  1921  {''  Revenue  Act  of  1921  "),  265, 

Sec,  1401.  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act  —  Increase  in  Note  Authorization  — 
Sec.  18  Amended,  265. 
1402.  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act  —  Increase  in  Treasury  Savings  Cer- 
tificaie  Limit  —  Sec.  6  Amended,  265. 

CROSS-REFERENCE 

Consolidation  of  Liberty  Bond  Tax  Exemptions,  See  INTERNAL  REVENUE, 

supra,  this  volame,  p.  221. 

*  *  *  [Appropriation  for  "  Expenses  of  loans  **  contained  in  Liberty 
Bond  Acts  —  applicability  to  any  public  debt  issues.]  The  appropriation  for 
**  Expenses  of  loans  *'  contained  in  section  8  of  the  First  Liberty  Bond  Act  and 
in  section  10  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby  made 
applicable  to  any  operations  arising  in  connection  with  any  public  debt  issues 
made  subsequently  to  June  30,  1921,  pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in  the 
First  Liberty  Bond  Act  or  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  as  amended  and  sup- 
plemented, the  provisions  of  the  Legislative,  Executive,  and  Judicial  Appro- 
priation Act,  approved  May  29,  1920,  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding:  Pro- 
vided, That  with  respect  to  operations  on  account  of  any  such  issue  hereafter 
made  such  appropriations  shall  be  available  only  until  the  close  of  the  fiscal 
year  next  following  the  fiscal  year  in  which  such  issue  was  made. 

This  18  from  the  **  Second  Deficiency  Act,  Fiscal  Year,  1921,"  approved  June  16,  1921. 
For  Liberty  Bond  Acts  mentioned  in  the  text  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  672. 


Sec.  1401.  [Second  Liberty  Bond  Act  —  increase  in  note  authorization  — 
sec.  18  amended.]  That  subdivision  (a)  of  section  18  of  the  Second  Liberty 
Bond  Act,  as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  and  figures  **  for 
the  purposes  of  this  Act,  and  to  meet  public  expenditures  authorized  by  law, 
not  exceeding  in  the  aggregate  $7,000,000,000,*'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  and  figures  **  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  to  provide  for  the  purchase 
or  redemption  of  any  notes  issued  hereunder,  and  to  meet  public  expenditures 
authorized  by  law,  not  exceeding  in  the  aggregate  $7,500,000,000  at  any  one 
time  outstanding." 

This  and  the  section  which  follows  are  from  the  **  Revenue  Act  of  1921,"  enacted  Not. 
23,  1921. 

For  this  section  as  it  read  before  this  amendment,  see  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  311. 

Sec.  1402.  [Second  Liberty  Bond  Act  —  increase  in  treasury  savings  certifi- 
cate limit  —  sec.  6  amended.]    That  section  6  of  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act, 

*  See  the  Besolution  of  March  3,  1921,  set  out  in  the  title  War  Depart kent  and  Military 
Establish liENTT,  infra,  this  volume.  This  Resolution  repealed  much  war  time  legisla- 
tion, but  excepted  the  First,  Second,  Third  and  Fourth  Bond  Act,  and  the  Victory  Liberty 
Loan  Act.  The  different  Loan  Acts,  excepting  the  last  and  amendments  to  the  second,  are 
set  out  in  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  672.  The  last,  known  as  the  Victory  Liberty  Loan  Act, 
together  with  amendments  to  the  second,  is  &et  out  in  1919  iSupp.  Fed.  Stat*  Ann.  309. 
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as  amended,  is  amended  by  striking  out  in  the  next  to  the  last  sentence  thereof 
the  figures  *'  $1,000  '*  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  figures  *'  $5,000." 

See  note  to  preceding  section. 

For  this  section  as  it  read  before  amendment,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed«  Stat.  Ann.  683. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

See  Health  and  Quarantine  ;  Hospitals  and  Asylums  ;  Mineral  Lands,  Mines 

AND  Mining. 


public  lands 

Act  of  Jan,  6,  1921,  267, 

Desert  Lands  —  Time  Limit  for  Reclamation  hy  States  —  Exten- 
sion —  Restoration  to  Public  Domain,  267. 

Act  of  Jan.  6,  1921,  268. 

Desert  Lands  — Entry  — Resident  Citizens  —  Colorado  as  Included 
in  '*  Desert  Land  Act,''  268. 

Act  of  Jan.  26, 1921,  268. 

Sec.    1.  Lands  Withdrawn  from  Settlement  for  Certain  Purposes  and  No 
Longer  Needed — Sale  at  Public  Auction,  268, 
2.  Conveyance  by  Appropriate  Patent  of  Lands  Purchased  —  Se«er- 

vations  and  Conditions,  268, 
3.  Receipts  from  Sale  —  Disposition,  269. 

Act  of  Feb.  16, 1921,  269. 

Survey  of  Public  Lands  —  Florida,  269. 
Act.  of  March  1,  1921,  270. 

Rights  of  Way  for  Irrigation  and  Drainage  —  Permits  for  Adjoin- 
ing Land  for  Dwellings,  etc. —  Lands  in  National  Forests,  270. 

Act.  of  March  1,  1921,  270. 

Homesteads  —  Marriage  of  Entryman  and  Entrywoman  —  Impair- 
ment of  Right  to  Patent  —  Act  of  April  6,  1914,  Ameded,  270. 

Act  of  March  1,  1921,  271. 

Homestead  Settlers  or  Entrymen  in  World  War  —  Final  Proof  of 
Entries,  271. 

Act  of  March  4,  1921,  271. 

Sec.    1.  Homestead  Entries  —  Validation,  271, 

2.  Additional  Entry  by  Homesteaders  Commuting  First  Entry  — 
Cancellation,  271. 
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Act  of  March  4,  1921  {Sundry  CivU  Appropriation  Act),  272, 

Sec.    1,  Registers   and   Receivers  —  Consolidation  of   Offices  at    Certain 
Plaices,  272. 
Expenses  Incurred   by   Registers   and   Receivers  —  Liability   of 

Government,  272. 
Hearings    in    Land    Entries  —  Depositions  —  Fees    of    Officers 
Taking,  272. 

Act  of  Oct.  28,  1921,  272. 

Seel.  District  Land  Offices  —  Consolidation  of  Offices  of  Register  and 
'Receiver,  272. 
2.  Vacancy  in  Office  of  Register  —  Designation,  273. 

Act.  of  Dec.  15,  1921,  273. 

Desert-lav^  Claimants  in.  World  War  —  Final  Proof  of  Entries, 
273. 

CROSS-K£F£K£NC£S 

See   also   HAWAIIAN   ISLANDS;   HIGHWAYS;  INDIANS;   INTERIOR 
DEPARTMENT;  MINERAL  LANDS,  MINES  AND  MINING;  WATERS 

An  Act  To  amend  section  3  of  an  Act  entitled  ''An  Act  making  appropriations 
for  sundry  civil  expenses  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
Jtme  30, 1902,  and  for  other  pnrposes/'  approved  March  3, 1901  (Thirty- 
first  Statutes  at  Large,  page  1133) . 

[Act  of  Jan.  6,  1921.] 

[Desert  lands  —  time  limit  for  reclamation  by  states  —  extension  —  restora- 
tion to  pnblic  domain.]  That  section  3  of  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  March 
3,  1901  (Thirty-first  Statutes  at  Large,  page  1133),  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

*'  Sec.  3.  That  section  4  of  the  Act  of  August  18,  1894,  entitled  'An  Act 
making  appropriations  for  sundry  civil  expenses  of  the  Government  for  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1S95,  and  for  other  purposes,'  be,  and  the  same 
is  hereby,  amended  so  that  the  ten-year  period  within  which  any  State  shall 
cause  the  lands  applied  for  under  said  Act  to  be  irrigated  and  reclaimed,  as 
provided  in  said  section,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  11,  1896,  shall  begin 
to  run  from  the  date  of  approval  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  of  the  State's 
application  for  the  segregation  of  such  lands;  and  if  actual  construction  of 
reclamation  works  is  not  begun  within  three  years  after  the  segregation  of  the 
lands  or  within  such  further  period,  not  exceeding  three  years,  as  shall  be 
aUowed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  the  said  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
in  his  discretion,  may  restore  such  lands  to  the  public  domain;  and  if  the 
State  fails,  within  ten  years  from  the  date  of  such  segregation,  to  cause  the 
whole  or  any  part  of  the  lands  so  segregated  to  be  so  irrigated  and  reclaimed, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may,  in  his  discretion,  continue  said  segregation 
for  a  period  not  exceeding  five  years,  or  may,  in  his  discretion,  restore  such 
lands  not  irrigated  and  reclaimed  to  the  public  domain  upon  the  expiration 
of  the  ten-year  period  or  of  any  extension  thereof." 

For  section  3  of  Act  of  March  9,  1901,  here  amended,  Bee  8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.     (dd  ed.)  701. 
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An  Act  To  amend  section  8  of  an  Act  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  desert  lands  in 
certain  States  and  Territorities  [sic]  approved  March  3, 1877,  as  amended 
by  an  Act  to  repeal  timber  cnlture  laws,  and  for  other  purposes,  approved 
March  3,  1891. 

[Act  of  Jan.  6,  1921,] 

[Desert  lands  —  entry  —  resident  citizens  —  Colorado  as  included  in 
''  Desert  Land  Act/']  That  section  8  of  an  Act  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  desert 
land»  in  certain  States  and  Territories,  approved  March  3,  1877,  as  amended 
by  an  Act  to  repeal  timber  culture  laws,  and  for  other  purposes,  approved 
March  3,  1891,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

*  *  Sec.  8.  That  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to  which  this  is  an  amendment,  and 
the  amendments  thereto,  shall  apply  to  and  be  in  force  in  the  State  of  Colorado, 
as  well  as  the  State  named  in  the  original  Act;  and,  excepting  in  the  State  of 
Nevada,  no  person  shall  be  entitled  to  make  entry  of  desert  lands  unless  he  be 
a  resident  citizen  of  the  State  or  Territory  in  which  the  land  sought  to  be 
entered  is  located." 

For  section  8  as  it  read  before  this  amendment,  see  8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   608. 


An  Act  To  provide  for  the  disposition  of  certain  public  lands  withdrawn  and 
improved  under  the  provisons  of  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  June  25, 
1910  (Thirty-sixth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  847),  as  amended  by  the  Act 
of  August  24,  1912  (Thirty-seventh  Statutes  at  Large,  page  497),  and 
which  are  no  longer  needed. 

[Act  of  Jan.  26,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Lands  withdrawn  from  settlement  for  certain  purposes  and  no 
longer  needed  —  sale  at  public  auction.]  That  whenever  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  any  lands  which  have  been  withdrawn  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  June  25,  1910  (Thirty-sixth  Statutes 
at  Large,  page  847),  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  Congress  approved  August  24, 
1912  (Thirty-seventh  Statutes  at  Large,  page  497),  for  the  purpose  of  explora- 
tory drilling  to  discover  water  supplies  for  irrigation  or  other  purposes,  and 
which  have  had  wells  or  other  permanent  improvements  placed  thereon  by 
and  at  the  expense  of  the  United  States,  are  no  longer  needed  for  the  purpose 
for  which  they  were  withdrawn  and  improved,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
may  appraise  the  lands,  together  with  the  improvements  thereon,  and  there- 
after sell  the  same  to  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  for  not  less  than  the  appraised 
value  at  public  auction  to  the  highest  bidder,  after  giving  public  notice  of  the 
time  and  place  of  sale  by  posting  upon  the  land  and  publication  for  not  less  than 
thirty  days  in  a  newspaper  of  general  circulation  in  the  vicinity  of  the  land. 

For  Act  of  June  25,  1910,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  657. 

Sec.  2.  [Conveyance  by  appropriate  patent  of  lands  purchased  —  reserva- 
tions and  conditions.]  That  upon  payment  of  the  purchase  price  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  is  authorized  by  appropriate  patent  to  convey  all  the 
right,  title,  and  interest  in  and  to  said  lands  to  the  purchaser  at  said  sale, 
subject,  however,  to  such  reservations,  limitations,  or  conditions  as  said  Secre- 
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tary  may  deem  proper :  Provided,  That  not  over  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres 
shall  be  sold  to  any  one  i)er8on:  Provided  further ,  That  any  patent  issued 
hereunder  shall  contain  a  reservation  to  the  United  States  of  all  oil,  gas,  coal, 
and  other  mineral. 

Sec.  3.  [Receipts  from  sale  —  disposition.]  That  the  moneys  derived  from 
the  sale  of  such  lands  and  improvements  be  disposed  of  as  are  other  receipts 
from  the  sale  and  disposal  of  public  lands. 


An  Act  Providing  for  the  survey  of  public  lands  remaining  unsurveyed  i4 
the  State  of  Florida,  with  a  view  of  satisfying  the  grant  in  aid  of  schools 
made  to  said  State  under  the  Act  of  ISarch  3, 1M6»  and  other  Acts  amenda- 
tory thereof. 

[Act  of  Feb.  16,  1921.] 

[Survey  of  public  lands  —  Florida.]  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  prop- 
erly credited  agent  or  official  of  the  State  of  Florida  having  in  charge  the 
adjustment  of  its  school  grant  to  apply  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 
Land  Office  for  the  survey  of  any  to^vnships  or  parts  of  townships  of  public 
land  unsurveyed  in  any  of  the  surveying  districts  of  said  State,  with  a  view 
to  satisfy  the  grant  in  aid  of  schools  made  to  said  State  of  Florida  by  the  Act 
of  March  3,  1845,  and  other  Acts  amendatory  thereto  to  the  extent  of  the  full 
qu£^ntity  of  land  called  for  thereby ;  and  upon  the  application  of  said  agent  or 
official,  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office  shall  proceed  to  have  the 
survey  or  surveys  so  applied  for  made,  as  in  the  case  of  surveys  of  other  public 
lands ;  and  the  lands  that  may  be  found  to  fall  within  the  limits  of  such  town- 
ships or  parts  of  townships  as  ascertained  by  the  survey  shall  be  reserved,  upon 
the  filing  of  the  application  for  survey  from  any  adverse  appropriation  by 
settlement  or  otherwise,  except  under  rights  that  may  be  found  to  exist  of  prior 
inception,  for  a  period  to  extend  from  such  application  for  survey  until  the 
expiration  of  sixty  days  from  date  of  filing  of  the  township  plat  of  survey  in  the 
proper  district  land  office,  during  which  period  of  sixty  days  the  State  may  select 
any  of  such  lands  not  embraced  in  any  valid  adverse  claim  for  the  satisfaction  of 
its  school  grant,  as  aforesaid,  with  the  condition,  however,  that  the  agent  or 
official  of  the  State,  within  thirty  days  from  the  date  of  such  filing  of  the 
application  for  survey,  shall  cause  a  notice  to  be  published,  which  publication 
shall  be  continued  for  thirty  days  from  date  of  first  publication  in  some  news- 
paper of  general  circulation  in  the  vicinity  of  the  lands  likely  to  be  embraced 
in  such  townships  or  parts  of  townships  giving  notice  to  all  parties  interested 
of  the  fact  of  such  application  for  survey  and  the  exclusive  right  of  selection  by 
the  State  for  the  aforesaid  i)eriod  of  sixty  days  as  herein  provided  for,  and 
after  the  expiration  of  such  sixty  days  any  lands  which  may  remain  unselected 
by  the  State  and  not  otherwise  appropriated  according  to  law  shall  be  subject 
to  disposal  under  general  laws  as  other  public  lands :  Provided,  That  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  General  Land  Office  shall  give  notice  immediately  of  the 
reservation  of  any  township  or  parts  of  townships  to  the  officials  of  the  local 
Tand  office  of  the  land  district  in  which  the  land  is  situated  of  the  withdrawal 
of  such  townships  or  parts  of  townships  for  the  purpose  hereinbefore  provided : 
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Provided  further.  That  nothing  herein  shall  be  deemed  to  authorize  the  Com- 
missioner of  the  General  Land  Office  to  survey  any  lands  within  the  exterior 
boundaries  of  the  Everglades,  as  defined  in  Everglades  patent  numbered  one 
hundred  and  thirty-seven,  issued  to  the  State  of  Florida  by  the  United  States 
under  the  Swamp  Land  Act  of  1850. 

For  Swamp  Land  Act  of  1860  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  708. 


An  Act  To  amend  acts  to  permit  the  use  of  the  right  of  way  through  the 
public  lands  for  tramroads,  canals,  and  reservoirs,  and  for  other  purposes. 

,       [Act  of  March  i,  1921.] 

[Rights  of  way  for  irrigation  and  drainage  —  permits  for  adjc^ing  land 
for  dwellings,  etc. —  lands  in  national  forests.]  That  in  addition  to  the  rights 
of  way  granted  by  sections  18,  19,  20,  and  21  of  the  Act  of  Congress  entitled 
^'An  Act  to  repeal  timber-culture  laws,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved 
March  3,  1891  (Twenty-sixth  Statutes,  page  1095),  as  amended  by  the  Act 
of  Congress  entitled  '*An  Act  to  amend  the  Irrigation  Act  of  March  3,  1891 
(Twenty-sixth  Statutes,  page  1095,  section  18),  and  to  amend  section  2  of  the 
Act  of  May  11,  1898  (Thirtieth  Statutes,  page  404),"  approved  March  4,  1917 
(Thirty-ninth  Statutes,  page  1197),  and,  subject  to  the  conditions  and  restric- 
tions therein  contained,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  is  authorized  to  grant 
permits  or  easements  for  not  to  exceed  five  acres  of  ground  adjoining  the  right 
of  way  at  each  of  the  locations,  to  be  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  to  be  used  for  the  erection  thereon  of  dwellings  or  other  buildings  or 
corrals  for  the  convenience  of  those  engaged  in  the  care  and  management  of 
the  works  provided  for  by  said  Acts :  Provided,  That  this  Act  shall  not  apply 
to  lands,  within  national  forests. 

For  Act  of  March  3,  1891,  sees.  18-21,  see  8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   803. 

For  Act  of  March  4,  1917,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ana.  713. 


An  Act  For  the  relief  of  bona  fide  settlers  who  intermarry  after  haying  com- 
plied with  the  homestead  law  for  one  year. 

[Act  of  March  1,  1921.] 

[Homesteads  —  marriage  of  entryman  and  entrywoman  —  impairment  of 
right  to  patent  —  Act  of  April  6,  1914  amended.]  That  the  Act  entitled  ' '  An 
Act  providing  that  the  marriage  of  a  homestead  entryman  to  a  homestead 
entrywoman  shall  not  impair  the  right  of  either  to  a  patent,  after  compliance 
with  the  law  a  year,  to  apply  to  existing  entries,"  approved  April  6,  1914 
(Thirty-eighth  Statutes,  page  312),  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  amended  by 
adding  thereto  the  following:  ''  Provided  further.  That  in  the  administration 
of  this  Act  the  terms  '  entryman  '  and  *  entrywoman  '  shall  be  construed  to 
include  bona  fide  settlers  who  have  complied  with  the  homestead  law  for  at 
least  one  year  next  preceding  such  marriage." 

For  Act  of  April  6,  1914,  here  amended,  see  8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.    (2d  ed.)   620. 
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An  Act  To  authorize  certain  hoxnestead  settlers  or  entrymcA  who  entered  the 
military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States  during  the  war  with 
Germany  to  make  final  proof  of  their  entries. 

[Act  of  March  1,  1921.] 

[Homestead  settlers  or  entrymen  in  World  War  —  final  proof  of  entries.] 

That  any  settler  or  entryman  tinder  the  homestead  laws  of  the  United  States, 
who,  after  settlement,  application,  or  entry  and  prior  to  November  11,  1918, 
enlisted  or  was  actually  engaged  in  the  United  States  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine 
Corps  during  the  war  with  Germany,  who  has  been  honorably  discharged  and 
because  of  physical  incapacities  due  to  service  is  unable  to  return  to  the  land, 
may  make  proof,  without  further  residence,  improvement,  or  cultivation,  at 
such  time  and  place  as  may  be  authorized  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and 
receive  patent  to  the  land  by  him  so  entered  or  settled  upon :  Provided,  That  no 
such  patent  shall  issue  prior  to  the  survey  of  the  land. 

Thi«  Act  was  amended  bj  Act  of  Dee.  15,  1921,  set  out  infra,  this  title,  p.  273, 


An  Act  Valdating  oertain  homestead  entries.* 

[Act  of  March  4,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Homestead  entries  —  validation.]  That  all  pending  homestead 
entries  made  in  good  faith  prior  to  January  1,  1916,  under  the  provisions  of 
the  enlarged  homestead  laws,  and  all  rights  to  enter  land  under  said  laws, 
based  on  settlement  made  thereon  in  good  faith  before  said  date,  and  while  the 
land  was  unsurveyed,  by  persons  who,  before  making  such  enlarged  homestead 
entry,  had  acquired  title  to  land  under  the  homestead  laws,  and  therefore  were 
not  qualified  to  make  an  enlarged  homestead  entry,  or  such  settlement,  be,  and 
the  same  are  hereby,  validated,  if  in  all  other  respects  regular,  in  all  cases 
where  the  original  homestead  entry  was  for  less  than  one  hundred  and  sixty 
acres  of  land,  Provided,  That  no  settlement  claim  shall  be  validated  hereby 
where  adverse  claim  for  the  land  has  been  initiated  before  the  passage  of  this 
Act. 

Sec.  2.  [Additional  entry  by  homesteaders  oommuting  first  entry  —  oan- 
collation.]  That  no  homestead  entry  heretofore  made  under  the  provisions  of 
section  2  of  the  Act  of  Congress  entitled  "An  Act  for  the  relief  of  the  Colorado 
Cooperative  Colony,  to  permit  homestead  entries  in  certain  cases,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  approved  June  5,  1900,  shall  be  cancelled  for  the  reason  that  the 
former  entry  made  by  the  entryman  was  commuted  under  the  provisions  of  an 
Act  entitled  ''An  Act  relating  to  the  public  lands  of  the  United  States," 
approved  June  15,  1880  (Twenty-first  Statutes,  page  237).  And  all  entries 
heretofore  canceled  on  the  ground  that  an  entryman  who  commuted  under  the 
provisions  of  said  Act  '^f  June  15,  1880,  is  not  entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the 
Act  of  June  5,  1900,  shall  be  reinstated  upon  a  showing  by  the  entryman  or  hid 
heirs,  within  one  year  from  the  approval  of  this  Act,  that  there  were  no  valid 
grounds  for  the  cancellation  of  such  entries  except  that  a  former  entry  was 
perfected  under  the  Act  of  June  15,  1880,  in  all  cases  where  valid  adverse  rights 

*  This  Act  contaiiM  seven  sections,  but  only  the  two  here  printed  are  of  a  general  nature. 
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have  not  attached  to  the  lands  covered  by  such  second  entries  since  the  date  of 
their  cancellation. 

For  Act  of  June  5,  1900,  aec.  2,  see  8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  008. 


[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Begisters  and  receivers  —  consolidation  of  offices  at 
certain  places.]  That  the  President  is  authorized  to  consolidate  the  offices 
of  registers  and  receivers  at  Alliance,  Nebraska,  and  at  Vancouver  and  Seattle, 
Washington,  and  by  Executive  order  to  require  either  officer,  upon  resignation 
of  the  other,  to  give  an  additional  bond  and  to  perform  the  duties  of  both 
offices.  All  the  powers,  duties,  obligations,  and  penalties  imposed  by  law  upon 
both  the  register  and  receiver  of  said  office  shall  be  exercised  by  and  imposed 
upon  the  officer  remaining  in  control,  whose  compensation  shall  be  a  salary 
of  $500  per  annum,  together  with  the  fees  and  commissions  otherwise  allowable 
to  both  register  and  receiver,  but  the  salary,  fees,  and  commissions  of  such 
officer  shall  not  exceed  $3,000  per  annum. 

This  and  the  paragraphs  which  foUow  are  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of 
March    4,    1921. 

*  *  *  [Expenses  incurred  by  registers  and  receivers  —  liability  of  govern- 
ment.] That  no  expenses  chargeable  to  the  Government  shall  be  incurred  by 
registers  and  receivers  in  the  conduct  of  local  land  offices  except  upon  previous 
specific  authorization  by  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 

•  •  •    [Hearings  in  land  entries  —  depositions  —  fees  of  oflBcers  taking.] 

For  hearings  or  other  proceedings  held  by  order  of  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office  to  determine  the  character  of  lands ;  whether  alleged  fraudu- 
lent entries  are  of  that  character  or  have  been  made  in  compliance  with  law ;  and 
of  hearings  in  disbarment  proceedings,  $25,000 :  Provided,  That  where  deposi- 
tions are  taken  for  use  in  such  hearings  the  fees  of  the  officer  taking  them  shall 
be  20  cents  per  folio  for  taking  and  certifying  same  and  10  cents  per  folio 
for  each  copy  furnished  to  a  party  on  request. 

See  note  to  first  paragraph  of  this  section. 


An  Act  For  the  consolidation  of  the  offices  of  register  and  receiver  in  district 

land  offices  in  certain  cases,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  Oct.  28,  1921,] 

[Sec.  1.]  [District  land  offices  —  consolidation  of  offices  of  register  and 
receiver.]  That  the  President  is  authorized  to  consolidate  the  offices  of  register 
and  receiver  in  any  district  land  office,  and  to  appoint,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate,  a  register  for  such  land  office  and  to  abolish  the  office 
of  receiver  of  such  land  office  upon  sixty  days'  notice  of  such  abolition  mailed 
to  such  register  and  receiver  whenever  the  total  compensation  for  both  register 
and  receiver  of  such  land  office  shall  fall  below  the  sum  of  $4,000  per  annum, 
and  in  his  opinion  the  interests  of  the  service  warrant  such  abolition. 

Within  sixty  days  after  the  mailing  of  such  notice  the  office  of  receiver  of  such 
land  office  shall  cease  to  exist,  and  all  the  powers,  duties,  obligations,  and  pen- 
alties imposed  by  law  upon  both  register  and  receiver  of  such  office  shall  be  exer- 
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cised  by  and  imposed  upon  the  register  so  appointed,  who  shall  be  paid  a  salary 
of  $500  per  annum,  together  with  the  fees  and  commissions  otherwise  allowable 
to  both  register  and  receiver :  Provided,  That  the  salary,  fees,  and  commissions 
of  such  register  shall  not  exceed  $3,000  per  annum. 


Sec.  2.  [Vacaiicy  in  office  of  register  —  deidgnation.]  That  in  case  of  a 
vacancy  in  the  oflRce  of  register  by  reason  of  death,  resignation,  or  removal,  or 
in  case  of  inability  to  act,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may  designate  for  the 
period  of  such  vacancy  or  inability  to  act  the  chief  clerk  of  such  office,  or  any 
other  qualified  employee  of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  act  as  register, 
subject  to  the  filing  of  such  bond  or  bonds  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  may 
prescribe,  and  the  same  authority  is  conferred  upon  the  person  so  designated 
which  such  register  lawfully  possesses,  except  that  no  contest  or  protest  shall  be 
decided  or  disposed  of  by  such  clerk  or  employee,  but  all  such  decisions  shall  be 
deferred  until  the  appointment  or  return  of  the  register. 


An  Act  To  authorize  certain  desert-land  claimants  who  entered  the  military 
or  naval  service  of  the  United  States  daring  the  war  with  Gkrmany  to 
make  final  proof  of  their  entries. 

[Act  of  Dec.  15, 1921,] 

[Desert-land  claimants  in  World  War  — final  proof  of  entries.]  That  the 
Act  of  March  1,  1921  (Forty-first  Statutes,  page  1202),  entitled  '*An  Act  to 
authorize  certain  homestead  settlers  or  entrymen  who  entered  the  military  or 
naval  service  of  the  United  States  during  the  war  with  Germany  to  make  final 
proof  of  their  entries,*'  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  amended  by  adding  thereto 
at  the  end  thereof  the  following  matter,  which  shall  be  known  and  designated 
as  section  2  of  said  Act : 

'*  Sec.  2.  That  any  entryman  under  the  desert-land  laws,  or  any  person 
entitled  to  preference  right  of  entry  under  section  1  of  the  Act  approved 
March  28,  1908  (Thirty-fifth  Statutes  at  Large,  page  52),  who  after  application 
or  entry  for  surveyed  lands  or  legal  initiation  of  claim  for  unsurveyed  lands, 
and  prior  to  November  11,  1918,  enlisted  or  was  actually  engaged  in  the  United 
States  Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  during  the  war  with  Germany,  who  has 
been  honorably  discharged  and  because  of  physical  incapacities  due  to  service 
is  unable  to  accomplish  reclamation  of  and  payment  for  the  land,  may  make 
proof  without  further  reclamation  thereof  or  payments  thereon  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  and 
receive  patent  for  the  land  by  him  so  entered  or  claimed,  if  found  entitled 
thereto :  Provided,  That  no  such  patent  shall  issue  prior  to  the  survey  of  the 
land." 

For  Act  of  March  1,  1921,  here  amended,  see  supra,  this  title,  p.  271. 
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Act  of  March  3,  1921  {Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act), 

274. 
Sec.    2.  Oovernment  Employees  —  Pay  —  Telephone^  OpenUors  —  Assist- 
ant Messengers  —  Firemen  —  Watchmen  —  Laborers  —  Char- 
women,  274. 
3.  Employees  Permanently  Incapacitated  —  Right  to  CompensatUmf 

274. 
6.  Civilian  Employees  of  United  States  and  District  of  Columbia  — 
Increase     of    Salary  —  Conditions  —  Exceptions  —  Appropria* 
tions,  274, 

CROSS-RBFEREHCSS 

See  also  CENSUS;  CIVIL  SERVICE;  EXECUTIVE  DEPARTMENTS; 
JUDICIAL  OFFICERS;  LIGHTS  AND  BUOYS;  MINERAL  LANDS, 
MINES  AND  MINING;  POSTAL  SERVICE. 

Sec.  2.  [Gtoyemment  employees  —  pay  —  telephone  operators  —  assistant 
messengers  —  firemen  —  watchmen  —  laborers  —  charwomen.]  That  the  pay 
of  telephone-switchboard  operators,  assistant  messengers,  firemen,  watchmen, 
laborers,  and  charwomen  provided  for  in  this  Act,  except  those  employed  in 
mints  and  assay  offices,  unless  otherwise  specially  stated,  shall  be  as  follows: 
For  telephone-switchboard  operators,  assistant  messengers,  firemen,  and  watch- 
men, at  the  rate  of  $720  per  annum  each ;  for  laborers,  at  the  rate  of  $660  per 
annum  each ;  assistant  telephone-switchboard  operators,  at  the  rate  of  $600  each, 
and  for  charwomen,  at  the  rate  of  $240  per  annum  each. 

This  and  sees.  3  and  6  which  follow  are  from  the  Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial 
Appropriation    Act   of   March    3,    192  L 

Sec.  3.  [Employees  permanently  incapacitated  —  right  to  compensation.] 

That  the  appropriations  herein  made  for  the  oflficers,  clerks,  and  persons 
employed  in  the  public  service  shall  not  be  available  for  the  compensation  of 
any  persons  incapacitated  otherwise  than  temporarily  for  performing  such 
service. 

See  note  to  section  2  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  6.  [Civilian  employees  of  United  States  and  District  of  Columbia  — 
increase  of  salary  —  conditions  —  exceptions  —  appropriations.]  That  all 
civilian  employees  of  the  Governments  of  the  United  States  and  the  District 
of  Columbia  who  receive  a  total  of  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $2,500  per  annum 
or  less,  except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  section,  shall  receive,  during  the 
fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  additional  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $240 
per  annum :  Provided,  That  such  employees  as  receive  a  total  of  annual  com- 
pensation at  a  rate  more  than  $2,500  and  less  than  $2,740  shall  receive  addi- 
tional compensation  at  such  rate  per  annum  as  may  be  necessary  to  make  their 
salaries,  plus  their  additional  compensation,  at  the  rate  of  $2,740  per  annum, 
and  no  employee  shall  receive  additional  compensation  under  this  section  at 
a  rate  which  is  more  than  60  per  centum  of  the  rate  of  the  total  annual  compensa- 
tion received  by  such  employee:  Provided  further.  That  the  increased  com- 
pensation at  the  rate  of  $240  per  annum  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1921,  shall  not  be  computed  as  salary  in  construing  this  section:    Provided 
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further.  That  where  an  employee  in  the  service  on  June  30,  1920  has  received 
during  the  fiscal  year  1921,  or  shall  receive  during  the  fiscal  year  1922,  an 
increase  of  salary  at  a  rate  in  excess  of  $200  per  annum,  or  where  an  employee 
whether  previously  in  the  service  or  not,  has  entered  the  service  since  June  30, 
1920,  whether  such  employee  has  received  an  increase  in  salary  or  not,  such 
employees  shall  be  granted  the  increased  compensation  provided  herein  only 
when  and  upon  the  certification  of  the  person  in  the  legislative  branch  or  the 
head  of  the  department  or  establishment  employing  such  persons  of  the  ability 
and  qualifications  personal  to  such  employees  as  would  justify  such  increased 
compensation. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  the  following:  Employees 
paid  from  the  postal  revenues  and  sums  which  may  be  advanced  from  the 
Treasury  to  meet  deficiencies  in  the  postal  revenues;  employees  whose  pay  is 
adjustable  from  time  to  time  through  wage  boards  or  similar  authority  to 
accord  with  the  commercial  rates  paid  locally  for  the  same  class  of  service; 
employees  of  the  Panama  Canal  on  the  Canal  Zone;  employees  of  the  Alaskan 
Engineering  Commission  in  Alaska;  employees  paid  from  lump-sum  appro- 
priations in  bureaus,  divisions,  commissions,  or  any  other  govemm^ital  agencies 
or  employments  created  by  law  since  January  1,  1916,  except  employees  of  the 
United  States  Tariff  Commission  and  the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance,  who 
shall  be  included,  and  officers  and  members  of  the  Metropolitan  police  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  the  United  States  park  police  who  receive  the  com- 
pensation fixed  by  the  Act  approved  December  5,  1919,  and  officers  and  members 
of  the  fire  department  of  the  District  of  Columbia  who  receive  the  compensa- 
tion fixed  by  the  Act  approved  January  24,  1920,  shall  receive  increased  com- 
pensation at  the  rate  allowed  by  this  section  for  other  employees.  The  pro- 
visions of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  employees  whose  duties  require  only  a 
portion  of  their  time,  except  charwomen,  who  shall  be  included;  employees 
whose  services  are  utilized  for  brief  periods  at  intervals;  persons  employed  by 
or  through  corporations,  firms,  or  individuals  acting  for  or  on  behalf  of  or  as 
agents  of  the  United  States  or  any  department  or  independent  establishment  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  in  connection  with  construction  work  or 
the  operation  of  plants;  employees  who  receive  a  part  of  their  pay  from 
any  outside  sources  under  cooperative  arrangements  with  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  or  the  District  of  Columbia ;  employees  who  serve  voluntarily 
or  receive  only  a  nominal  compensation  and  employees  who  may  be  provided 
with  special  allowances  because  of  their  service  in  foreign  countries.  The 
provisions  of  this  section  shall  not  apply  to  employees  of  the  railroads,  express 
companies,  telegraph,  telephone,  marine  cable,  or  radio  system  or  systems  taken 
over  by  the  United  States,  and  nothing  contained  herein  shall  be  deemed  a 
recognition  of  the  employees  of  such  railroads,  express  companies,  telegraph, 
telephone,  marine  cable,  or  radio  system  or  systems  as  employees  of  the  United 
States. 

Section  6  of  the  Legislative,  Executive,  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act 
approved  May  10,  1916,  as  amended  by  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  approved 
August  29,  1916,  shall  not  operate  to  prevent  anyone  from  receiving  the  addi- 
tional compensation  provided  in  this  section  who  otherwise  is  entitled  to  receive 
the  same. 

Such  employees  as  are  engaged  on  piecework,  by  the  hour,  or  at  per  diem 
rates,  if  otherwise  entitled  to  receive  the  additional  compensation,  shall  receive 
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the  same  at  the  rate  to  which  they  are  entitled  in  this  section  when  their  fixed 
rate  of  pay  for  the  regular  working  hours  and  on  the  basis  of  three  hundred 
and  thirteen  days  in  the  said  fiscal  year  would  amount  to  $2,500  or  less:  Pro- 
videdy  That  this  method  of  computation  shall  not  apply  to  any  per  diem 
employees  regularly  paid  a  per  diem  for  every  day  in  the  year. 

So  much  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the  additional  compensation  provided 
in  this  section  to  employees  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  appro- 
priated out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise,  appropriated. 

So  much  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the  increased  compensation  provided 
in  this  section  to  employees  of  the  government  of  the  District  of  Columbia  is 
appropriated,  40  per  centum  out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated  and  60  per  centum  out  of  the  revenues  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
except  to  employees  of  the  Washington  Aqueduct  and  the  water  department, 
which  shall  be  paid  entirely  from  the  revenues  of  the  water  department,  and 
to  employees  of  the  Minimum  Wage  Boax'd,  the  community  center  department, 
and  the  playgrounds  department,  which  shall  be  paid  wholly  out  of  the  revenue 
of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

So  much  as  may  be  necessary  to  pay  the  increased  compensation  provided  in 
this  section  to  persons  employed  under  trust  funds  who  may  be  construed  to  be 
employees  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
is  authorized  to  be  paid,  respectively,  from  such  trust  funds. 

Reports  shall  be  submitted  to  Congress  on  the  first  day  of  the  next  regular 
session  showing  for  the  first  four  months  of  the  fiscal  year  the  average  number 
of  employees  in  each  department,  bureau,  office,  or  establishment  receiving  the 
increased  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $240  per  annum  and  the  average  number 
by  grades  receiving  the  same  at  each  other  rate. 

See  note  to  section  2  of  thia  Act. 

For  sec.  6  of  the  Act  of  May  10,  1916,  as  amended  by  Act  of  Aug.  20,  1916,  see  1918 
Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  719. 


PUBLIC  PARKS 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  (Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act),  276. 

Sec.     1,  Hot  Springs  Reservation  —  Change  of  Name,  276. 

CROSS-REFERENCB 

See  also  WATERS 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Hot  Springs  Reservation  —  change  of  name.]  Here- 
after the  Hot  Springs  Reservation  shall  be  known  as  the  Hot  Springs  National 
Park. 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,  1921. 
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PUBLIC  PRINTING 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  (Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act),  277, 

Sec,    1.  Payments  for  Work  Done  for  Different  Departments  and  Estdb' 

lishments  — Advancements,  277. 
Illustrations   Accompanying    Memorial    Addresses   Delivered   in 

Congress,  277. 
Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  —  Proceeds  from   Work  — 

Disposition,  277. 

Act  of  June  16,  1921  (Deficiency  Appropriation  Act),  277. 

Sec.  4.  Annual  and  Special  Reports  of  Departments  —  Temporary  Discon- 
tinuance of  Printing,  277. 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Payments  for  work  done  for  different  departments  and 
establishments  —  advancements.]  During  the  fiscal  year  1922,  any  department 
or  independent  establishment  of  the  Government  ordering  printing  and  binding 
from  the  Government  Printing  Office  (other  than  that  specifically  provided  for 
by  allotment)  shall  advance  to  the  Public  Printer,  upon  written  request,  90 
per  centum  of  the  estimated  cost  of  the  work  at  the  time  the  order  is  placed 
and  upon  completion  of  such  work  shall  pay  to  the  Public  Printer  a  sum 
sufficient  to  complete  payment  of  the  actual  cost  thereof.  The  sums  so  advanced 
to  the  Public  Printer  shall  be  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  appropriation 
''Public  printing  and  binding/'  on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department 
and  be  subject  to  requisition  by  the  Public  Printer. 

This  and  the   paragraphs  which   follow  are  from  the   Sundry   Civil  Appropriation  Act 
of  March  4,  1921. 

•  •  •  [Dlnstrations  accompanying  memorial  addresses  delivered  in  Con- 
gress.] The  illustrations  to  accompany  bound  copies  of  memorial  addresses 
delivered  in  Congress  shall  be  made  at  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 
and  paid  for  out  of  the  appropriation  for  that  bureau,  or,  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing,  shall  hereafter  be  obtained  elsewhere  by  the 
Public  Printer  and  charged  to  the  allotment  for  printing  and  binding  for 
Congress. 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 

•  •  •  [Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing  —  proceeds  from  work  —  dis- 
position.] During  the  fiscal  year  1922  all  proceeds  derived  from  work  per- 
formed by  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing,  by  direction  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  not  covered  and  embraced  in  the  appropriation  for  said 
bureau  for  the  said  fiseal  year,  instead  of  being  covered  into  the  Treasury  as 
miscellaneous  receipts,  as  provided  by  the  Act  of  August  4,  1886  (Twenty- 
fourth  Statutes,  page  227),  shall  be  credited  when  received  to  the  appropriation 
for  said  bureau  for  the  fiscal  year  1922. 

See  note  to  first  paragraph  of  this  section. 

For  Act  of  Aug.  4,  1886,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   1061. 


[Sec.  4.]  *  *  *  [Annual  and  special  reports  of  departments  —  temporary 
discontinuance  of  printing.]  In  order  to  keep  the  expenditures  within  or 
under  the  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  1922  for  printing  and  binding,  the 
heads  of  the  various  executive  departments  and  Government  establishments  are 
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hereby  authorized  to  discontinue  the  printing  of  any  annual  or  special  reports 
under  their  respective  jurisdiction :  Provided,  That  where  the  printing  of  said 
reports  is  discontinued,  the  original  copy  thereof  shall  be  kept  on  file  in  the 
ofi&ces  of  the  heads  of  the  respectiye  departments  or  Government  establishments 
for  public  inspection. 

This  is  from  the  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act  of  June  16»  1021. 


PUBLIC  PRQPERTY,  BUILDINGS  AND 

GROUNDS 

Act  of  March  3, 1921  {Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Aet), 

278. 

Sec.  1,  **  Superintendent  of  the  Capitol  Building  and  Chrounds  '' —  Change 
of  Title  — ''Architect  of  the  Capitol/'  278. 

CROSS-REFERENCE 

See  also  DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  OFFICERS 

[Sso.  1.]  •  •  •  I**  Superintendent  of  the  Oapitol  Building  and  Orounds  *' 
—  change  of  title  —''Architect  of  the  Capitol."]  The  title  of  ''  Superintendent 
of  the  Capitol  Building  and  Grounds  ''  is  hereby  changed  to  **  Architect  of  the 
Capitol/'  but  this  change  shall  not  affect  the  status  of  the  present  incumbent 
or  require  his  reappointment. 

TMb  is  from  the  Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act  of  March  3,  1021 


QUARANTINE 

See  Health  and  Quarantinb 


RADIO  STATIONS 

See  Navy 


RAILROADS 

See  Alaska;  Cemeteries;  Highways;  Interstate  Commerce;  Penal  Laws 


RECLAMATION 

See  Waters 
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R£D  CROSS 

See  Charities 


•*  REVENUE  ACT  OF  1921" 

See  Internal  Revenue 
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Ad  of  Feb.  16,  1921,  S79, 

Sec.    i.  Plaite  River,  Missouri,  Declared  Non-navigable,  279. 
2.  Amendment  or  Repeal,  279. 

Act.  of  Feb.  25,  1921,  !^9. 

Sec.    1.  Boyou  Cooodrie,  Louisiana,  Declared  Non-navigable,  279. 
2.  Amendment  or  Repeal,  280. 

Res.  of  July  25,    1921,  No.  10,  280. 

Sec.  1.  Grand  River  in  Colorado  —  Change  of  Name,  280. 

2.  Preservation  of  Rights  Existing  under  Former  Name,  280, 

Act.  of  Aug.  19, 1921,  280. 

Sec.  1.  Waters  of  Colorado  River  —  Permission  for  Agreement  between 
States  for  Apportionment,  etc.,  280. 
2.  Reservation  of  Power  to  Amend  Act,  281. 

An  Aot  Declftring  Platte  Kiver  to  be  a  nonnavigable  stream.'* 

[Act  of  Feb.  16,  1921.*] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Platte  River,  Missouri,  declared  non-navigable.]  That  the  Platte 
river  in  the  State  of  Missouri  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  declared  to  be  a  non- 
navigable  stream  within  the  meaning  of  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the 
United  States,  and  jurisdiction  over  said  river  is  hereby  declared  to  be  vested 
in  the  State  of  Missouri. 

Sec.  2.  [Amendment  or  repeal.]  That  the  right  of  Congress  to  alter,  amend, 
or  repeal  this  Act  is  hereby  expressly  reserved. 


An  Act  To  declare  Bayou  Cocodrie  nonnavigable  from  its  source  to  its  junc- 
tion with  Bayou  Chioot. 

[Act  of  Feb.  25,  1921.] 

[ScE.  1.]  [Bayou    Cocodrie,    Louisiana,    dclared    non-navigable.]     That 
Bayou  Cocodrie,  from  its  source  to  its  junction  with  Bayou  Chicot,  in  the  State 

^TliiB  Act  wa«  received  by  the  President  Dec.  30,  19^1,  and  became  a  law  without 
his  approyal  ae  it  was  not  returned  to  the  House  of  Congress  in  which  it  originated 
within    the    time   prescribed    by   the   Constitution. 
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of  Louisiana,  is  hereby  declared  to  be  not  a  navigable  water  of  the  United 
States  within  the  meaning  of  the  laws  enacted  by  the  Congress  for  the  preserva- 
tion and  protection  of  such  waters. 

Sec.  2.  [Amendment  or  repeal.]  Tha4;  the  right  to  alter,  amend,  or  repeal  this 
Act  is  hereby  expressly  reserved. 


Joint  Besolntion  To  change  the  nam«  of  the  Grand  Biver  in  Colorado 

Utah  to  the  Colorado  River. 

[Res.  of  July  25,  1921,  No.  10,] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Orand  river  in  Colorado  —  change  of  name.]  That  from  and 
after  the  passage  of  this  Act  the  river  heretofore  known  as  the  Grand  River, 
from  its  source  in  the  Rocky  Mountain  National  Park  in  Colorado  to  the  point 
where  it  joins  the  Green  River  in  the  State  of  Utah  and  forms  the  Colorado 
River,  shall  be  known  and  designated  on  the  public  records  as  the  Colorado 
River. 

Sec.  2.  [Preservation  of  rights  existing  under  former  name.]  That  the 
change  in  the  name  of  said  river  shall  in  nowise  affect  the  rights  of  the  State 
of  Colorado,  the  State  of  Utah,  or  of  any  county,  municipality,  corporation, 
association,  or  person ;  and  all  records,  surveys,  maps,  and  public  documents  of 
the  United  States  in  which  said  river  is  mentioned  or  referred  to  under  the  name 
of  the  Grand  River  shall  be  held  to  refer  to  the  said  river  under  and  by  the 
name  of  the  Colorado  River. 


An  Act  To  permit  a  compact  or  agreement  between  the  States  of  ArLsona, 
California,  Colorado,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyoming,  respect- 
ing the  disposition  and  apportionment  of  the  waters  of  the  Colorado 
Biver,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  Aug.  19,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Waters  of  Colorado  river  —  permission  for  agreement  between 
states  for  apportionment,  etc.]  Whereas  the  Colorado  River  and  its  several 
tributaries  rise  within  and  flow  through  or  from  the  boundaries  between  the 
States  of  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyom- 
ing ;  and 

Whereas  the  territory  included  within  the  drainage  area  of  the  said  stream 
and  its  tributaries  is  largely  arid  and  in  small  part  irrigated,  and  the  present 
and  future  development  necessities  and  general  welfare  of  each  of  said  States 
and  of  the  United  States  require  the  further  use  of  the  waters  of  said  streams 
for  irrigation  and  other  beneficial  purposes,  and  that  future  litigation  and  con- 
flict respecting  the  use  and  distribution  of  said  waters  should  be  avoided  and 
settled  by  compact  between  said  States ;  and 

Whereas  the  said  States,  by  appropriate  legislation,  have  authorized  the  gov- 
eniors  thereof  to  appoint  commissioners  to  represent  said  States  for  the  purpose 
of  entering  into  a  compact  or  agreement  between  said  States  respecting  the 
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future  utilization  and  disposition  of  the  waters  of  the  Colorado  River  and  of 
the  streams  tributary  thereto ;  and 

Whereas  the  governors  of  said  several  States  have  named  and  appointed  their 
respective  commissioners  for  the  purposes  aforesaid,  and  have  presented  their 
resolution  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  requesting  the  appointment  of 
a  representative  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  to  participate  in  said  negotia- 
tions and  to  represent  the  interests  of  the  United  States :    Now,  therefore, 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America  in  Congress  assembled^  That  consent  of  Congress  is  hereby  given  to 
the  States  of  Arizona,  California,  Colorado,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming  to  negotiate  and  enter  into  a  compact  or  agreement  not  later  than 
January  1,  1923,  providing  for  an  equitable  division  and  apportionment  among 
said  States  of  the  water  supply  of  the  Colorado  River  and  of  the  streams  tribu- 
tary thereto,  upon  condition  that  a  suitable  person,  who  shall  be  appointed  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  shaU  participate  in  said  negotiations,  as  the 
representative  of  and  for  the  protection  of  the  interests  of  the  United  States, 
and  shall  make  report  to  Congress  of  the  proceedings  and  of  any  compact  or 
agreement  entered  into,  and  the  sum  of  $10,000,  or  so  much  thereof  as  may  be 
necessary,  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated  to  pay  the  salary  and 
expenses  of  the  representative  of  the  United  States  appointed  hereunder :  Pro- 
vided, That  any  such  compact  or  agreement  shall  not  be  binding  or  obligatory 
upon  any  of  the  parties  thereto  unless  and  until  the  same  shall  have  been 
approved  by  the  legislature  of  each  of  said  States  and  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States. 

Sec.  2.  [Reservation  of  power  to  amend  act.]  That  the  right  to  alter, 
amend,  or  repeal  this  Act  is  herewith  expressly  reserved. 


ROADS 

See  HiGHWATB 

SALES 

See  AoBicuiiTUBB 

SCHOOLS 

See  Indians 
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SEAMEN 

Act  of  Dec.  26, 1920,  282, 

Diseased  Alien  Seamen  —  Treatment  in  Hospitals  —  Expenses  by 
Whom  Borne,  282. 

An  Act  To  provide  for  the  treatment  in  hospital  of  diseased  alien  seamen. 

[Act  of  Dec.  26,  1920.] 

[Diseased  alioi  seamen  —  treatment  in  hoepitals  —  expenses  by  whom 
borne.]  That  alien  seamen  found  on  arrival  in  ports  of  the  United  States  to  be 
afflicted  with  any  of  the  disabilities  or  diseases  mentioned  in  section  35  of  the 
Act  of  February  5, 1917,  entitled  *'An  Act  to  regulate  the  immigration  of  aliens 
to,  and  the  residence  of  aliens  in,  the  United  States,"  shall  be  placed  in  a 
hospital  designated  by  the  immigration  official  in  charge  at  the  port  of  arrival 
and  treated,  all  expenses  connected  therewith,  including  burial  in  the  event  of 
death,  to  be  borne  by  the  owner,  agent,  consignee,  or  master  of  the  vessel,  and 
not  to  be  deducted  from  the  seamen's  wages,  and  no  such  vessel  shall  be 
granted  clearance  until  such  expenses  are  paid  or  their  payment  appropriately 
guaranteed  and  the  collector  of  customs  so  notified  by  the  immigration  official 
in  charge:  Provided,  That  alien  seamen  suspected  of  being  afflicted  with  any 
such  disability  or  disease  may  be  removed  from  the  vessel  on  which  they  arrive 
to  an  immigration  station  or  other  appropriate  place  for  such  observation  as 
will  enable  the  examining  surgeons  definitely  to  determine  whether  or  not  they 
are  so  afflicted,  all  expenses  connected  therewith  to  be  borne  in  the  manner 
hereinbefore  prescribed:  Provided  further,  That  in  cases  in  which  it  shall 
appear  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  immigration  official  in  charge  that  it  will  not 
be  possible  within  a  reasonable  time  to  effect  a  cure,  the  return  of  the  alien 
seamen  shall  be 'enforced  on  or  at  the  expense  of  the  vessel  on  which  they 
came,  upon  such  conditions  as  the  Commissioner  General  of  Immigration,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  shall  prescribe,  to  insure  that  the  aliens 
shall  be  properly  cared  for  and  protected,  and  that  the  spread  of  contagion 
shall  be  guarded  against. 

For  section  96  of  Act  of  Feb.  5,  19I7>  mentioned  in  the  text^  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  p.  239. 

Act  as  limited  to  passenger  vessels. — ^This  vessel  '  and  not  to  be  deducted  from  the  sea- 
act    is    not    limited    to    passenger    vessels,  men's   wages.'     Such   language   is  too   clear 
Franco  v.  Seas  Shipping  Corp.,   (D.  C.  Md.  to  require  construction." 
1921)  272  Fed.  642,  wherein  the  court  said:  Penalty  for  delay  in  payment  of  expenses. 

"  It  is  suggested  on  behalf  of  the  ship  that  — In  a  libel  by  alien  seamen  for  full  wages 
the  act  in  question  is  nothing  but  an  amend  and  compensation  at  the  rate  of  two  days' 
ment  to  the  earlier  Immigration  Act  of  1917,  wages  for  one  for  delay  in  making  payment 
which  was  by  its  terms  limited  to  passenger  for  hospital  expenses  arising  under  this  act, 
vessels,  which  the  Robin  Hood  was  not.  I  the  libel  was  sustained  in  so  far  as  it  re- 
can  see  nothing  in  the  terms  of  the  act  of  quired  the  payment  of  wages  in  full  without 
Decemfber  26,  1920,  to  sustain  this  contention,  deduction  for  the  hospital  charges  and  it 
It  is  true  that,  without  explanation  of  the  was  dismissed  in  so  far  as  it  asked  damages 
reasons  for  such  legislation,  it  may  se^n  or  penalty  for  delay  in  paying  the  wages, 
unfair  for  the  Congress  to  impose  upon  the  it  appearing  that  the  owner  of  the  vessel 
owners  of  ships  the  duty  of  paying  hospital  delayed  payment  because  of  a  contention  that 
bills  to  cure  alien  seamen  of  diseases  due  it  was  entitled  to  have  the  hospital  expenses 
to  their  own  vices,  but  the  courts  may  not  deducted  from  the  wages,  and  that  it  united 
substitute  their  judgment  for  that  of  Con-  with  the  libelants  in  bringing  the  question  to 
gress.  The  act  declares  that  all  expenses  the  attention  of  the  court  at  the  earliest  pos* 
connected  with  the  hospital  treatment,  as  sible  moment.  Franco  v.  Seas  Shipping 
well  as  some  other  things,  shall  be  borne  by  Corp.,  (D.  0.  Md.  1921)  272  Fed.  642. 
the  owner,  agent,  consignee,  or  master  of  the 
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SEARCH  WARRANTS 

See  Intoxicating  Liquors 


SELECTIVE  service  ACT 

• 

See  the  Besoltttion  of  March  3,  1921,  set  oat  in  the  title  War  Department  and 
Military  Establishment,  infra,  this  volume.  This  Resolution  repealed 
much  war  time  legislation  but  provided,  **  That  nothing  therein  contained 
shall  be  construed  as  effective  to  terminate  the  liability  to  prosecution 
and  punishment  under  the  selective  service  law,  •  •  •  of  any  per- 
son who  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  said  Act."  The  Selective 
Service  Law  is  set  out  in  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann,  1133. 
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Act  of  Dec.  22,  1920,  283. 

Sec.     i-  Merchant  Marine  —  Medals  of  Merit  to  Personnel,  .283. 

2.  Successive  Deeds  of  Service  —  Number  of  Medals  Awarded  to  One 

Person,  284. 

3.  Period  within  Which  Medals  May  Be  Issued,  284. 

4.  Issuance  of  Medal  to  Representative  of  Deceased  Person,  284. 

5.  Rules  and  Regulations  —  Authx^rity  of  President,  284. 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  {Sundry  CivU  Appropriation  Act),  284. 

Sec.    1.  Vniied     States     Emergency     Fleet     Corporation  —  Expenses  — 
Sources  of  Payment  —  Additional  Vessels  —  Rent  of  Buildings 
.    —  Expenditures  for  Printing  —  Cost  Plu^  Contracts,  284. 

Act  of  Aug.  24,  1921  {Deficiency  Appropriation  Act),  285. 

United  States  Shipping  Board  and  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation 
—  Officers  and  Employees  —  Compensation,  285. 

CROSS-REFERENCES 

See  also  HEALTH  AND  QUARANTINE;  SEAMEN 

An  Act  To  provide  for  the  award  of  a  medal  of  merit  to  the  personnel  of  the 
Merchant  marine  of  the  United  States  of 


[Act  of  Dec.  22,  1920.] 

[Sec.  1.]     [Merchant  marine  —  medals  of  merit  to  personnel.]    That  the 
President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  present,  but 
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not  in  the  name  of  Congress,  a  medal  of  merit  of  appropriate  design  with  a  bar 
and  ribbon,  together  with  a  rosette  or  other  device  to  be  worn  in  lien  thereof, 
to  any  person  who  in  the  merchant  marine  of  the  United  States  between  the 
6th  day  of  April,  1917,  and  the  11th  day  of  November,  1918,  distinguished  him- 
self by  extraordinary  heroism  or  distinguished  service  at  sea  in  the  line  of  duty. 

Sec.  2.  [Successive  deeds  of  service  —  number  of  medals  awarded  to  one 
person.]  That  no  more  than  one  medal  of  merit  shall  be  issued  to  any  one 
person,  but  for  each  succeeding  deed  or  service  sufficient  to  justify  the  award 
of  a  medal,  the  President  may  award  a  suitable  bar  or  other  suitable  emblem 
or  insignia  to  be  worn  with  the  decoration  and  the  corresponding  rosette  or 
other  device. 

Sec.  3.  [Period  within  which  medals  may  be  issued.]  That,  except  as  other- 
wise prescribed  herein,  no  medal  or  bar  or  suitable  emblem  or  insignia  in  lieu 
of  said  medal  shall  be  issued  to  any  person  after  three  years  from  the  passage 
of  this  Act,  unless  a  specific  statement  or  report  distinctly  setting  forth  the 
act  or  distinguished  service  and  suggesting  or  recommending  official  recognition 
thereof  shall  have  been  made  and  substantiated  at  the  time  of  the  act  or" serv- 
ice or  within  three  years  after  the  passage  of  this  Act. 

Sec.  4.  [Issuance  of  medal  to  representative  of  deceased  person.]  That  in 
case  an  individual  who  shall  distinguish  himself  dies  before  the  making  of 
the  award  to  which  he  may  be  entitled,  the  award  nevertheless  may  be  made 
and  the  medal  or  bar  or  other  emblem  or  insignia  presented  to  such  repre- 
sentative of  the  deceased  as  the  President  may  designate. 

Sec.  5.  [Rules  and  regulations  —  authority  of  President.]  The  President  is 
authorized  to  make  from  time  to  time  any  and  all  rules,  regulations,  and  orders 
which  he  shall  deem  necessary  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  this  act. 


[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [United  States  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation  —  expenses 
—  sources  of  payment  —  additional  vessels  —  rent  of  buildings  —  expendi- 
tures for  printing  —  cost  plus  contracts.]  The  expenses  of  the  United  States 
Shipping  Board  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation  during  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1922,  for'administrative  purposes,  the  payment  of  claims  arising  from 
the  cancellation  of  contracts,  damage  charges  and  miscellaneous  adjustments, 
maintenance  and  operation  of  vessels,  the  completion  of  vessels  now  under 
construction,  and  for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  entitled  *'An  Act 
to  provide  for  the  promotion  and  maintenance  of  the  American  merchant  marine, 
to  repeal  certain  emergency  legislation,  and  provide  for  the  disposition,  regula- 
tion, and  use  of  property  acquired  thereunder,  and  for  other  purposes,  *' 
approved  June  5,  1920,  shall  be  paid  from  the  following  sources:  (a)  The 
amount  on  hand  July  1,  1921 ;  (b)  the  amount  received  during  the  fiscal  year 
1922  from  the  operation  of  ships,  and  (c)  not  to  exceed  $55,000,000  from 
deferred  payments  on  ships  sold  prior  to  the  approval  of  this  Act,  from  plant 
and  material  sold  during  the  fiscal  year  1922,  and  from  ships  sold  during 
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the  fiscal  year  1922 :  Provided,  That  after  the  approval  of  this  Act  no  contract 
shall  be  entered  into  or  work  undertaken  for  the  construction  of  any  additional 
vessels  for  the  United  States  Shipping  Board  or  the  United  States  Shipping 
Board  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation. 

No  part  of  the  funds  of  the  United  States  Shipping  Board  Emergency  Fleet 
Corporation  shall  be  available  for  rent  of  buildings  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
during  the  fiscal  year  1922  if  suitable  space  is  provided  for  the  said  corpora- 
tion by  the  Public  Buildings  Commission. 

No  part  of  the  funds  made  available .  in  this  Act  for  the  Shipping  Board  or 
the  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation  shall  be  expended  for  the  preparation,  print- 
ing, or  publication  of  any  bulletins,  newspapers,  magazines,  or  periodicals,  or 
for  services  in  connection  with  same,  not  including  preparation  and  printing 
of  reports  or  documents  authorized  by  law. 

No  contracts  for  ship  construction  to  be  entered  into  shall  provide  that  the 
compensation  of  the  contractor  shall  be  the  cost  of  construction  plus  a  percentage 
thereof  for  profit,  or  plus  a  fixed  fee  for  profit. 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,   1921. 
For  Act  of  June  6,  1920,  mentioned  in  the  text,  Bee  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
236. 


•    •    •    [United  States  Shipping  Board  and  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation 

—  officers  and  employees  —  compensation.]  That  not  more  than  six  officers 
or  employees  of  the  United  States  Shipping  Board  or  the  United  States  Shipping 
Board  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation  shall  be  paid  an  annual  salary  or  com- 
pensation in  excess  of  $11,000. 

This  is  from  the  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act  of  Aug.  24,  1921. 


SOLDIERS  AND  SAILORS'  CIVIL  RELIEF  ACT 

See  the  Resolution  of  March  3,  1921,  set  out  in  the  title  War  Department  and 
Military  Establishment,  infra,  this  volume.  This  Resolution  repealed 
much  of  the  war  legislation. 


STAMP  TAXES 

See  Internal  Revenue 


STANDARD  TIME 

See  Time 
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STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Act  of  March  2,  1921  {Diplomatic  and  Consular  Appropriation  Act),  286. 

Sec.     1,  Pan-American  Union  —  Moneys  Received  from  Other  American 
Republics  —  Disposition  —  Monthly  Bulletin,  286. 

CROSS-REFSRSNCE 

See  CUSTOMS  DUTIES  for  statute  abolishing  War  Trade  section  of  Depart- 
ment  of  State. 


[Sec.  1.]  •  *  •  [Pan-American  Union  —  moneys  received  from  other 
American  Republics  —  disposition  —  monthly  bulletin.]  Pan  American  Union, 
$100,000:  Provided,  That  any  moneys  received  from  the  other  American 
Bepublics  for  the  support  of  the  union  shall  be  paid  into  the  Treasury  as  a 
credit,  in  addition  to  the  appropriation,  and  may  be  drawn  therefrom  upon 
requisitions  of  the  chairman  of  the  governing  board  of  the  union  for  the  pur- 
pose of  meeting  the  expenses  of  the  union  and  of  carrying  out  the  orders  of 
the  said  governing  board :  And  provided  further.  That  the  Public  Printer  is 
authorized  to  print  an  edition  of  the  monthly  bulletin  not  to  exceed  6,000 
copies  per  month,  for  distribution  by  the  union  during  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1922. 

This  is  from  the  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Service  Appropriation  Act  of  March  2,  1921 


STATES 


Res.  of  March  4,  1921,  No.  68,  286. 

Boundary  Waters  between  StcUes  — Agreements  as  to  Jurisdiction, 
286. 


Joint  Resolution  Giving  consent  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  the 
States  of  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Minnesota^  Wisconsin,  Iowa»  and 
Nebraska,  or  any  two  or  more  of  said  States,  to  agree  upon  the  jurisdic 
tion  to  be  exercised  by  said  States  over  boundary  waters  between  any 
two  or  more  of  said  States. 

[Res.  of  March  4, 1921,  No.  €8.] 

[Boundary  waters  between  states  —  agreements  as  to  jurisdiction.]  That  the 
consent  of  the  Congress  is  hereby  given  to  the  States  of  North  Dakota,  South 
Dakota,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Iowa,  and  Nebraska,  or  any  two  or  more  of 
them,  by  such  agreement  or  compact  as  they  may  deem  desirable  or  necessary, 
or  as  may  be  evidenced  by  legislative  acts  enacted  by  any  two  or  more  of  said 
States,  not  in  conflict  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  or  any  law 
thereof,  to  determine  and  settle  the  jurisdiction  to  be  exercised  by  said  States, 
respectively,  over  offenses  arising  out  of  the  violation  of  the  laws  of  any  of  said 
States  upon  any  of  the  waters  forming  the  boundary  lines  between  any  two  or 
more  of  said  States,  or  waters  through  which  such  boundary  line  extends,  and 
that  the  consent  of  the  Congress  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  given  to  the  con- 
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current  jurisdiction  agreed  to  by  the  States'  of  Minnesota  and  South  Dakota, 
as  evidenced  by  the  act  of  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Minnesota  approved 
April  20,  1917,  and  the  act  of  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  South  Dakota 
approved  February  18,  1917. 


STATUTE  OF  LIMITATIONS 

See  Criminal  Law 


STOCK  MARKETS 

See  AoRicuLTURE 
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Aci  of  Aug.  15,  1921  ("  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921  "),  289. 

Title  I. —  Definitions. 

Sec.     1.  Title  of  Act  —*'  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921/'  289. 
2,  (a)  Various  Terms  Defined,  289. 
{1)  ''  Person/'  289. 
(2)  "  Secretary,'*  289. 
{3)  *'  Meat  Food  Products,"  289. 
(4)''  Live  Stock,"  289. 
(5)  "  Live  Stock  Products,"  289. 
{€)''  Commerce,"  289. 
(ft)  Transaction  in  Respect  to  Any  Article  When  in  Commerce, 
289. 

Title  II. —  Packers. 

201.  ''  Packer  "  Defined,  290. 

202.  Enumeration  of  Practices  hy  Packers  Declared  Unlawful,  290. 

203.  (a)  Violation  of  Provisions  of  Title  —  Complaint  —  Hearing  Be- 

fore Secretary  of  Agriculture  —  Intervention,  291. 
{h)  Findings  —  Report  —  Order  —  Filing  of  Testimony,  291. 

(c)  Amendment  of  Report  or  Order,  292. 

(d)  Service  of  Complaints,  Orders  and  Other  Processes,  292. 

204.  (a)  Condu^veness  of  Order — Appeal  to  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 

—  Petition  — Bond,  292. 
(ft)  Transcript  of  Record — Amendment  of  Petition,  292. 

(c)  Injunction  Pending  Appeal,  292. 

(d)  Evidence  on  Appeal  —  Preferred  Cause,  292. 

(e)  Disposition  of  Case  on  Appeal,  292. 

(/)  Reopening  Hearing  — Additional  Evidence  —  New  Findings^ 

292. 
(g)  Affirmance  or  Modification  of  Order  by  Circuit  Court  of 

Appeals,  293. 
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(h)  Review  hy  Supreme  Court  —  Certiorari,  293. 
(i)  *'  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  "  as  Including  District  of  Column 
hia  Court  of  Appeals,  293. 
Sec.  205,  Failure  of  Packer  or  Employee  to  Obey  Order  of  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  —  Penalty,  293. 

Title  III. —  Stogkyabds. 

301.  Definition  of  terms,  295. 

(a)  ''  Stockyard  Owner,"  293. 
(6)  ''  Stockyard  Services,"  293. 
(c)  *'  Market  Agency,"  293. 
(d) ''  DeaUr,"  293. 

302.  (a)  Stockyards  Affected  hy  Title,  294, 

(b)  Public  Notice  of  Stockyards  Affected  by  Title,  294. 

303.  Registration  of  Persons  Carrying  on  Business  of  Market  Agency 

or  Dealer  at  Stockyard,  294. 

304.  Duty  to  Furnish  Reasonable  Stockyard  Services,  294. 

305.  Rates  or  Charges  for  Stockyard  Services,  294. 

306.  (a)  Schedules  of  Rates  and  Charges,  294. 

(b)  Contents  of  Schedules  —  Posting,  295. 

(c)  Changes  in  Rates  and  Charges,  295. 

(d)  When  Piling  of  Schedule  May  Be  Refused,  295. 

(e)  Hearing  Concerning  Lawfulness  of  Rates,  Charges,  etc.,  after 

Filing  of  Schedule,  295. 
(/)  Necessity    of   Abiding    by    Rates   and    Charges   Named   in 

Schedules,  295. 
{g)  Failure  to  Comply  unth  Provisions  of  Section  or  Regulations 

Thereunder  —  Penalty,  296. 
(h)  Failure  to  Comply  with  Provisions  of  Section  or  Regxdatioi^ 

Thereunder  —  Fine  or  Imprisonment,  296. 

307.  Reasonable    Regulations    and    Practices    Respecting    Stockyard 

Services,  296. 

308.  (a)  Damages  for  Violations  of  Provisions  of  This  Title,  296. 
(6)  Remedies  for  Enforcement  of  Liability,  296. 

309.  (a)  Complaints  Against  Stockyard  Owners,  Market  Agencies  or 

Dealers  —  Petition  to  Secretary  of  Agriculture  —  Investi- 
gation by  Secretary,  296. 

(6)  Investigation  by  Secretary  of  Complaints  by  Agency  of  State 
or  Territory,  297. 

(c)  Inquiries  by  Secretary  on  Oum  Motion,  297. 

{d)Dismissal  of  Complaint — Absence  of  Direct  Damage,  297. 

(e)  Order  by  Secretary  after  Hearing  Directing  Payment  of 
Damages,  297. 

(/)  Failure  to  Comply  with  Order  for  Payment  of  Damages  — 
Remedies,  297. 

310.  Unreasonable  Rates  and  Charges  —  Power  of  Secretary  to  Rem-^ 

edy,  297. 

311.  Rates,    Charges,   etc,    in   Intrastate    Commerce   Discriminatory 

against  Interstate  Commerce  —  Power  of  Secretary  to 
Remedy,  298. 
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Sec.  312.  (a)  Unfair  Practices  hy  Stockyard  Owner $,  etc.,  Affecting  Live 

Stock,  298. 
(6)  Remedy  for  Such  Practices;  298. 

313.  Orders  of  Secretary  Under  This  Title  —  When  in  Effect  —  Con- 

tinuance in  Force,  298. 

314.  (a)  Failure  to  Obey  Orders  of  Secretary  —  Forfeiture  of  Money, 

299. 
(6)  Recovery  of  Forfeitures^  292. 

315.  Failure  to  Obey  Orders  of  Secretary  —  Injunction,  299. 

316.  Laws  Affecting  Orders  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as 

Applicable  to  This  Title,  299. 

Title  IV. —  General  Provisions. 

401.  Keeping  of  Records  by  Packers,  etc. —  Penalty  for  Failure  to 
Keep,  299. 
I  402.  Laws  Affecting  Federal  Trade  Commission  as  Applicable  to  This 

Act,  300. 

403.  Act  or  Omission  of  Agent  as  Act  or  Omission  of  Principal,  300. 

404.  Prosecution  of  Violations  by  Attorney  General,  300, 

;  405.  Provisions  of  Act  as  Affecting  Proceedings  under  Other  Specified 

I  Acts,  300. 

406.  (a)  Provisions  of  Act  as  Affecting  Power  of  Interstate  Commerce 

Commission,  300. 
j  (6)  Provisions   of  Act  as  Affecting  Power  of  Federal   Trade 

Commission,  301. 

407.  Miscellaneous  Powers  of  Secretary,  301. 

408.  Partial  Invalidity  of  Act  —  Effect  on  Remainder,  301. 

An  Act  To  regtdate  interstate  and  foreign  coouneroe  in  live  stock,  live-stock 
prodnets,  dairy  products,  poultry,  poultry  products^  and  eggs,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

[Act  of  Aug.  15, 1921.] 

Title  I. —  Definitions. 
[Sec.  1.]  [Title  of  Act  — ''  Packcirs  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921/']    This  Act 
may  be  cited  as  the  **  Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  1921." 

Sec.  2.  (a)  [Various  terms  defined.]    When  used  in  this  Act  — 

(1)  ["  Person."]  The  term  **  person  "  includes  individuals,  partnerships, 
corporations,  and  associations. 

(2)  ['*  Secretary."]  The  term  '*  Secretary  "  ipeans  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture ; 

(3)  [''  Meat  food  products."]  The  term  *'  meat  food  products  "  means  all 
products  and  by-products  of  the  slaughtering  and  meat-packipg  industry  —  if 
edible ; 

(4)  ['*  Live  stock,"]  The  term  "  live  stock  "  means  cattle,  sheep,  swine, 
horses,  mules,  or  goats  —  whether  live  or  dead ; 

(5)  ["  Live-stock  products."]  The  term  '*  liv^^stock  products  "  meJems  all 
products  and  by-products  (other  than  meats  and  meat  food  products)  4>f  the 
slaughtering  and  meat-packing  industry  derived  in  whole  or  in  part  from  live 
stock;  and 

(6)  [**  Oommerce."]  The  term  **  commerce  "  means  commerce  between  any 
State,  Territory,  or  possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  any  place  out- 

10 
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side  thereof ;  or  between  points  within  the  same  State,  Territory,  or  possession, 
or  the  District  of  Columbia,  but  through  any  place  outside  thereof;  or  within 
any  Territory  or  possession,  or  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(b)  [Transaction  in  respect  to  any  article  when  in  commerce.]  For  the 
purpose  of  this  Act  (but  not  in  any  wise  limiting  the  foregoing  definition)  a 
transaction  in  respect  to  any  article  shall  be  considered  to  be  in  commerce  if 
such  article  is  part  of  that  current  of  commerce  usual  in  the  live-stock  and  meat- 
packing industries,  whereby  live  stock,  meats,  meat  food  products,  live-stock 
products,  dairy  products,  poultry,  poultry  products,  or  eggs,  are  sent  from  one 
State  with  the  expectation  that  they  will  end  their  transit,  after  purchase,  in 
another,  including,  in  addition  to  cases  within  the  above  general  description,  all 
cases  where  purchase  or  sale  is  either  for  shipment  to  another  State,  or  for 
slaughter  of  live  stock  within  the  State  and  the  shipment  outside  the  State  of 
the  products  resulting  from  such  slaughter.  Articles  normally  in  such  current 
of  commerce  shall  not  be  considered  out  of  such  current  through  resort  being 
had  to  any  means  or  device  intended  to  remove  transactions  in  respect  thereto 
from  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  For  the  purpose  of  this  paragraph  the  word 
**  State  "  includes  Territory,  the  District  of  Columbia,  possession  of  the  United 
States,  and  foreign  nation. 

Title  II. —  Packers. 

Sec.  201.  ["  Packer  "  defined.]  When  used  in  this  Act  — 
The  term  **  packer  ''  means  any  person  engaged  in  the  business  (a)  of  buy- 
ing live  stock  in  commerce  for  purposes  of  slaughter,  or  (b)  of  manufacturing 
or  preparing  meats  or  meat  food  products  for  sale  or  shipment  in  commerce,  or 
(c)  of  manufacturing  or  preparing  live-stock  products  for  sale  or  shipment  in 
commerce,  or  (d)  of  marketing  meats  meat  food  products,  live-stock  products, 
dairy  products,  poultry,  poultry  products,  or  eggs,  in  commerce ;  but  no  person 
engaged  in  such  business  of  manufacturing  or  preparing  live-stock  products  or  in 
such  marketing  business  shall  be  considered  a  packer  unless  — 

(1)  Such  person  is  also  engaged  in  any  business  referred  to  in  clause  (a) 
or  (b)  above,  or  unless 

(2)  Such  person  owns  or  controls,  directly  or  indirectly  through  stock  owner- 
ship or  control  or  otherwise,  by  himself  or  through  his  agents,  servants,  or 
employees,  any  interest  in  any  business  referred  to  in  clause  (a)  or  (b)  above, 
or  unless 

(3)  Any  interest  in  such  business  of  manufacturing  or  preparing  live-stock 
products,  or  in  such  marketing  business  is  owned  or  controlled,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, through  stock  ownership  or  control  or  otherwise,  by  himself  or  through 
his  agents,  servants,  or  employees,  by  any  person  engaged  in  any  business 
referred  to  in  clause  (a)  or  (b)  above,  or  unless 

(4)  Any  person  or  persons  jointly  or  severally,  directly  or  indirectly,  through 
stock  ownership  or  control  or  otherwise,  by  themselves  or  through  their  agents, 
servants,  or  employees,  own  or  control  in  the  aggregate  20  per  centum  or  more 
of  the  voting  power  or  control  in  such  business  of  manufacturing  or  preparing 
live-stock  products,  or  in  such  marketing  business  and  also  20  per  centum  or 
more  of  such  power  or  control  in  any  business  referred  to  in  olause  (a)  or  (b) 
above. 

Sec.  202.  [Enumeration  of  practices  by  packers  declared  unlawful.]  It  shall 
be  unlawful  for  any  packer  to : 
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(a)  Engage  in  or  use  any  unfair,  unjustly  discriminatory,  or  deceptive  prac- 
tice or  device  in  commerce ;  or 

(b)  Make  or  give,  in  commerce,  any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or 
advantage  to  any  particular  person  or  locality  in  any  respect  whatsoever,  or 
subject,  in  commerce,  any  particular  person  or  locality  to  any  undue  or  unrea- 
sonable prejudice  or  disadvantage  in  any  respect  whatsoever;  or 

(c)  Sell  or  otherwise  transfer  to  or  for  any  other  packer,  or  buy  or  otherwise 
receive  from  or  for  any  other  packer,  any  article  for  the  purpose  or  with  the 
effect  of  apportioning  the  supply  in  commerce  between  any  such  packers,  if  such 
apportionment  has  the  tendency  or  effect  of  restraining  commerce  or  of  creating 
a  monopoly  in  commerce ;  or 

(d)  Sell  or  otherwise  transfer  to  or  for  any  other  person,  or  buy  or  otherwise 
receive  from  or  for  any  other  person,  any  article  for  the  purpose  or  with  the 
effect  of  manipulating  or  controlling  prices  in  commerce,  or  of  creating  a 
monopoly  in  the  acquisition  of,  buying,  selling,  or  dealing  in,  any  article  in 
commerce,  or  of  restraining  commerce ;  or 

(e)  Engage  in  any  course  of  business  or  do  any  act  for  the  purpose  or  with 
the  effect  of  manipulating  or  controlling  prices  in  commerce,  or  of  creating  a 
monopoly  in  the  acquisition  of,  buying,  selling,  or  dealing  in,  any  article  in 
commerce,  or  of  restraining  commerce ;  or 

(f )  Conspire,  combine,  agree,  or  arrange  with  any  other  person  (1)  to  appor- 
tion territory  for  carrying  on  business  in  commerce,  or  (2)  to  apportion  pur- 
chases or  sales  of  any  article  in  commerce,  or  (3)  to  manipulate  or  control  prices 
in  commerce ;  or 

(g)  Conspire,  combine,  agree  or  arrange  with  any  other  person  to  do,  or  aid 
or  abet  the  doing  of,  any  act  made  unlawful  by  subdivision  (a),  (b),  (c), 
(d),or  (e). 

Sec.  203.  (a)  [Violation  of  provisions  of  title  —  complaint  —  hearing  before 
Secretary  of  Agricnlture  —  intervention.]  Whenever  the  Secretary  has  reason 
to  believe  that  any  packer  has  violated  or  is  violating  any  provision  of  this  title, 
he  shall  cause  a  complaint  in  writing  to  be  served  upon  the  packer,  stating  his 
charges  in  that  respect,  and  requiring  the  packer  to  attend  and  testify  at  a  hear- 
ing at  a  time  and  place  designated  therein,  at  least  thirty  days  after  the  service 
of  such  complaint ;  and  at  such  time  and  place  there  shall  be  afforded  the  packer 
a  reasonable  opportunity  to  be  informed  as  to  the  evidence  introduced  against 
him  (including  the  right  of  cross-examination),  and  to  be  heard  in  person  or 
by  counsel  and  through  witnesses,  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  may 
prescribe.  Any  person  for  good  cause  shown  may  on  application  be  allowed 
by  the  Secretary  to  intervene  in  such  proceeding,  and  appear  in  person  or  by 
counsel.  At  any  time  prior  to  the  close  of  the  hearing  the  Secretary  may  amend 
the  complaint;  but  in  case  of  any  amendment  adding  new  charges  the  hearing 
shall,  on  the  request  of  the  packer,  be  adjourned  for  a  period  not  exceeding 
fifteen  days. 


( b)  [Findings  —  report  —  order  —  filing  of  testimony.]  If,  after  such  hear- 
ing, the  Secretary  finds  that  the  packer  has  violated  or  is  violating  any  provisions 
of  this  title  covered  by  the  charges,  he  shall  make  a  report  in  writing  in  which 
he  shall  state  his  findings  as  to  the  facts,  and  shall  issue  and  cause  to  be  served 
on  the  packer  an  order  requiring  such  packer  to  cease  and  desist  from  continuing 
fiuch  violation.  The  testimony  taken  at  the  hearing  shall  be  reduced  to  writing 
and  filed  in  the  records  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture. 
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(c)  [Amendment  of  report  or  order.]  Until  a  transcript  of  the  record  in 
such  hearing  has  been  filed  in  a  circuit  court  of  appeals  of  the  United  States, 
as  provided  in  section  204,  the  Secretary  at  any  time,  upon  such  notice  and  in 
such  manner  as  he  deems  proper,  but  only  after  reasonable  opportunity  to  the 
packer  to  be  heard,  may  amend  or  set  aside  the  report  or  order,  in  whole  or 
in  part. 

(d)  [Service  of  complaints,  orders  and  other  processes.]  Complaints,  orders, 
and  other  processes  of  the  Secretary  under  this  section  may  be  served  in  the 
same  manner  as  provided  in  section  5  of  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  create  a 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  to  define  its  powers  and  duties,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,'' approved  September  26, 1914. 

For  sec.  5  of  the  Act  of  Sept.  26,  1914,  above  mentioned,  see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  577. 

Sec.  204.  (aj  [Conclusiveness  of  order  —  appeal  to  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 
—  petition  —  bond.]  An  order  made  under  section  203  shall  be  final  and  con- 
clusive unless  within  thirty  days  after  service  the  packer  appeals  to  the  circuit 
court  of  appeals  for  the  circuit  in  which  he  has  his  principal  place  of  business, 
by  filing  with  the  clerk  of  such  court  a  written  petition  praying  that  the  Secre- 
tary's  order  be  set  aside  or  modified  in  the  manner  stated  in  the  petition,  together 
with  a  bond  in  such  sum  as  the  court  may  determine,  conditioned  that  such 
packer  will  pay  the  costs  of  the  proceedings  if  the  court  so  directs. 

(b)  [Transcript  of  record  —  amendment  of  petition.]  The  clerk  of  the  court 
shall  immediately  cause  a  copy  of  the  petition  to  be  delivered  to  the  Secretary, 
and  the  Secretary  shall  forthwith  prepare,  certify,  and  file  in  the  court  a  full 
and  accurate  transcript  of  the  record  in  such  proceedings,  including  the  com- 
plaint, the  evidence,  and  the  report  and  order.  If  before  such  transcript  is 
filed  the  Secretary  amends  or  sets  aside  his  report  or  order,  in  whole  or  in  part, 
the  petitioner  may  amend  the  petition  within  such  time  as  the  court  may  deter- 
mine, on  notice  to  the  Secretary. 

(c)  [Injunction  pending  appeal]  At  any  time  after  such  transcript  is  filed 
the  court,  on  application  of  the  Secretary,  may  issue  a  temporary  injunction 
restraining,  to  the  extent  it  deems  proper,  the  packer  and  his  officers,  directors, 
agents,  and  employees,  from  violating  any  of  the  provisions  of  the  order  pending 
the  final  determination  of  the  appeal. 

(d)  [Evidence  on  appeal  —  preferred  cause.]  The  evidence  so  taken  or 
admitted,  duly  certified  and  filed  as  aforesaid  as  a  part  of  the  record,  shall  be 
considered  by  the  court  as  the  evidence  in  the  case.  The  proceedings  in  such 
cases  in  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  shall  be  made  a  preferred  cause  and  shall  be 
expedited  in  every  way. 

.  (e)  [Disposition  of  case  on  appeal.]  The  court  may  affirm,  modify,  or  set 
aside  the  order  of  the  Secretary. 

(f)  [Reopening  hearing  —  additional  evidence  —  new  findings.]     If  the 

court  determines  that  the  just  and  proper  disposition  of  the  case  requires  the 
taking  of  additional  evidence,  the  court  shall  order  the  hearing  to  be  reopened 
for  the  taking  of  such  evidence,  in  such  manner  and  upon  such  terms  and  condi- 
tions as  the  court  may  deem  proper.  The  Secretary  may  modify  his  findings  as 
to  the  facts,  or  make  new  findings,  by  reason  of  the  additional  evidence  so  taken, 
and  he  shall  file  such  modified  or  new  findings  and  his  recommendations,  if  any, 
for  the  modification  or  setting  aside  of  his  order,  with  the  return  of  such  addi- 
tional evidence. 
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(g)  [AfSrmance  or  modiflcation  of  order  by  Oircnit  dourt  of  Appeals.] 

If  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  affirms  or  modifies  the  order  of  the  Secretary,  its 
decree  shall  operate  as  an  injunction  to  restrain  the  packer,  and  his  officers, 
directors,  agents,  and  employees  from  violating  the  provisions  of  such  order  or 
such  order  as  modified. 

(h)  [Review  by  Supreme  Court  —  certiorari.]  The  circuit  court  of  appeals 
shall  have  exclusive  jurisdiction  to  review,  and  to  affirm,  set  aside,  or  modify, 
such  orders  of  the  Secretary,  and  the  decree  of  such  court  shall  be  final  except 
that  it  shall  be  subject  to  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States 
upon  certiorari,  as  provided  in  section  240  of  the  Judicial  Code,  if  such  writ  is 
duly  applied  for  within  sixty  days  after  entry  of  the  decree.  The  issue  of  such 
writ  shall  not  operate  as  a  stay  of  the  decree  of  the  circuit  court  of  appeals, 
in  so  far  as  such  decree  operates  as  an  injunction,  unless  so  ordered  by  the 
Supreme  Court. 

(i)  ["  Circuit  C6urt  of  Appeals  '*  as  including  District  of  Colombia  Court 
of  Appeals.]  For  the  purposes  of  this  title  the  term  '*  circuit  court  of  appeals," 
in  case  the  principal  place  of  business  of  the  pafeker  is  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 
means  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Sec.  205.  [Failure  of  packer  or  employee  to  obey  order  of  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  —  penalty.]  Any  packer,  or  any  officer,  director,  agent,  or  employee 
of  a  packer,  who  fails  to  obey  any  order  of  the  Secretary  issued  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  203,  or  such  order  as  modified  — 

(1)  After  the  expiration  of  the  time  allowed  for  filing  a  petition  in  the  circuit 
court  of  appeals  to  set  aside  or  modify  such  order,  if  no  such  petition  has  been 
filed  within  such  time;  or 

(2)  After  the  expiration  of  the  time  allowed  for  applying  for  a  writ  of 
certiorari,  if  such  order,  or  such  order  as  modified,  has  been  sustained  by  the 
circuit  court  of  apx>eals  and  no  such  writ  has  been  applied  for  within  such 
time;  or 

(3)  After  such  order,  or  such  order  as  modified,  has  been  sustained  by  the 
courts  as  provided  in  section  204 :  shall  on  conviction  be  fined  not  less  than  $500 
nor  more  than  $10,000,  or  imprisoned  for  not  less  than  six  months  nor  more 
than  five  years,  or  both.  Each  day  during  which  such  failure  continues  shall  be 
deemed  a  separate  offense. 

TrriiE  III. —  Stockyards. 

Sec.  301.  [Deflnition  of  terms.]    When  used  in  this  Act  — 

(a)  ["  Stockyard  owner."]  The  term  **  stockyard  owner  "  means  any  per- 
son engaged  in  the  business  of  conducting  or  ox)erating  a  stockyard ; 

(b)  [*'  Stockyard  services."]  The  term  **  stockyard  services  "  means  serv- 
ices or  facilities  furnished  at  a  stockyard  in  connection  with  the  receiving, 
buying  or  selling  on  a  commission  basis  or  otherwise,  marketing,  feeding,  water- 
ing, holding,  delivery,  shipment,  weighing,  or  handling,  in  commerce,  of  live 
stock; 

(c)  [**  Market  agency,"]  The  term  **  market  agency  "  means  any  person 
engaged  in  the  business  of  (1)  buying  or  selling  in  commerce  live  stock  at  a 
stockyard  on  a  commission  basis  or  (2)  furnishing  stockyard  services;  and 

(d)  [**  Dealer."]  The  term  '*  dealer  "  means  any  person,  not  a  market 
agency,  engaged  in  the  business  of  buying  or  selling  in  commerce  live  stock  at  a 
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stockyard,  either  on  his  own  account  or  as  the  employee  or  agent  of  the  vendor 
or  purchaser. 

Sec.  302.  (a)  [Stockyards  affected  by  title.]  When  used  in  this  title  the 
term  **  stockyard  "  means  any  place,  establishment,  or  facility  commonly  known 
as  stockyards,  conducted  or  operated  for  compensation  or  profit  as  a  public 
market,  consisting  of  pens,  or  other  inclosures,  and  their  appurtenances,  in  which 
live  cattle,  sheep,  swine,  horses,  mules,  ov  goats  are  received,  held,  or  kept  for 
sale  or  shipment  in  commerce.  This  title  shall  not  apply  to  a  stockyard  of  which 
the  area  normally  available  for  handling  live  stock,  exclusive  of  runs,  alleys,  or 
passage  ways,  is  less  than  twenty  thousand  square  feet. 

(b)  [Public  notice  of  stockyards  affected  by  title.]  The  Secretary  shall 
from  time  to  time  ascertain,  after  such  inquiry  as  he  deems  necessary,  the  stock- 
yards which  come  within  the  foregoing  definition,  and  shall  give  notice  thereof 
to  the  stockyard  owners  concerned,  and  give  public  notice  thereof  by  posting 
copies  of  such  notice  in  the  stockyard,  and  in  such  other  manner  as  he  may 
determine.  After  the  giving  of  such  notice  to  the  stockyard  owner  and  to  the 
public,  the  stockyard  shall  remain  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  title  until 
like  notice  is  given  by  the  Secretary  that  such  stockyard  no  longer  comes  within 
the  foregoing  definition. 

• 

Sbc.  303.  [Begistration  of  persons  carrying  on  business  of  market  agency 
or  dealer  at  stockyard.]  After  the  expiration  of  thirty  days  after  the  Secre- 
tary has  given  public  notice  that  any  stockyard  is  within  the  definition  of  sec- 
tion 302,  by  posting  copies  of  such  notice  in  the  stockyard,  no  person  shall  carry 
on  the  business  of  a  market  agency  or  dealer  at  such  stockyard  unless  he  has 
registered  with  the  Secretary  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Secretary 
may  prescribe,  his  name  and  address,  the  character  of  business  in  which  he  is 
engaged  and  the  kinds  of  stockyard  services,  if  any,  which  he  furnishes  at  such 
stockyard.  Whoever  violates  the  provisions  of  this  section  shall  be  liable  to  a 
penalty  of  not  more  than  $500  for  each  such  offense  and  not  more  than  $25  for 
each  day  it  continues,  which  shall  accrue  to  the  United  States  and  may  be 
recovered  in  a  civil  action  brought  by  the  United  States. 

Sec.  304.  [Duty  to  furnish  reasonable  stockyard  services.]  It  shall  be  the 
duty  of  every  stockyard  owner  and  market  agency  to  furnish  upon  reasonable 
request,  without  discrimination,  reasonable  stockyard  services  at  such  stockyard. 

Sec.  305.  [Sates  or  charges  for  stockyard  services.]  All  rates  or  charges 
made  for  any  stockyard  services  furnished  at  a  stockyard  by  a  stockyard  owner 
or  market  agency  shall  be  just,  reasonable,  and  nondiscriminatory,  and  any 
unjust,  unreasonable,  or  discriminatory  rate  or  charge  is  prohibited  and  declared 
to  be  unlawful. 

Sec.  306.  (a)  [Schedules  of  rates  and  charges.]  Within  sixty  days  after  the 
Secretary  has  given  public  notice  that  a  stockyard  is  within  the  definition  of 
section  302,  by  posting  copies  of  such  notice  in  the  stockyard,  the  stockyard 
owner  and  every  market  agency  at  such  stockyard  shall  file  with  the  Secretary, 
and  print  and  keep  open  to  public  inspection  at  the  stockyard,  schedules  showing 
all  rates  and  charges  for  the  stockyard  services  furnished  by  such  person  at  such 
stockyard.  If  a  market  agency  commences  business  at  the  stockyard  after  the 
expiration  of  such  sixty  days  such  schedules  must  be  filed  before  any  stockyard 
services  are  furnished. 
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(b)  [Contents  of  schednles  —  posting.]  Such  schedules  shall  plainly  state 
all  such  rates  and  charges  in  such  detail  as  the  Secretary  may  require,  and  shall 
also  state  any  rules  or  regulations  which  in  any  manner  change,  affect,  or  deter- 
mine any  part  or  the  aggregate  of  such  rates  or  charges,  or  the  value  of  the 
stockyard  services  furnished.  The  Secretary  may  determine  and  prescribe  the 
form  and  manner  in  which  such  schedules  shall  be  prepared,  arranged,  and 
posted,  and  may  from  time  to  time  make,  such  changes  in  respect  thereto  as  may 
be  found  expedient. 

(c)  [Cfhanges  in  rates  and  charges.]  No  changes  shall  be  made  in  the  rates 
or  charges  so  fQed  and  published,  except  after  ten  days'  notice  to  the  Secretary 
and  to  the  public  filed  and  published  as  aforesaid,  which  shall  plainly  state  the 
changes  proposed  to  be  made  and  the  time  such  changes  will  go  into  effect ;  but 
the  Secretary  may,  for  good  cause  shown,  allow  changes  on  less  than  ten  days' 
notice,  or  modify  the  requirements  of  this  section  in  respect  to  publishing,  post- 
ing, and  filing  of  schedules,  either  in  particular  instances  or  by  a  general  order 
applicable  to  special  or  peculiar  circumstances  or  conditions. 

(d)  [When  filing  of  schedule  may  be  refused.]  The  Secretary  may  reject 
and  refuse  to  file  any  schedule  tendered  for  filing  which  does  not  provide  and 
give  lawful  notice  of  its  effective  date,  and  any  schedule  so  rejected  by  the  Secre- 
tary shall  be  void  and  its  use  shall  be  unlawful. 

(e)  [Hearing  concerning  lawfulness  of  rates,  charges,  etc.,  after  filing  of 
schedule.]  Whenever  there  is  filed  with  the  Secretary  any  schedule,  stating  a 
new  rate  or  charge,  or  a  new  regulation  or  practice  affecting  any  rate  or  charge, 
the  Secretary  may  either  upon  complaint  or  upon  his  own  initiative  without 
conzplaint,  at  once,  and  if  he  so  orders  without  answer  or  other  formal  plead- 
ing by  the  person  filing  such  schedule,  but  upon  reasonable  notice,  enter  upon 
a  hearing  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  such  rate,  charge,  regulation,  or  practice, 
and  pending  such  hearing  and  decision  thereon  the  Secretary,  upon  filing  with 
such  schedule  and  delivering  to  the  person  filing  it  a  statement  in  writing  of 
his  reasons  for  such  suspension,  may  suspend  the  operation  of  such  schedule 
and  defer  the  use  of  such  rate,  charge,  regulation,  or  practice,  but  not  for  a 
longer  period  than  thirty  days  beyond  the  time  when  it  would  otherwise  go  into 
effect ;  and  after  full  hearing,  whether  completed  before  or  after  the  rate,  charge, 
regulation,  or  practice  goes  into  effect,  the  Secretary  may  make  such  order  with 
reference  thereto  as  would  be  proper  in  a  proceeding  initiated  after  it  had 
become  effective.  If  any  such  hearing  can  not  be  concluded  within  the  period 
of  suspension  the  Secretary  may  extend  the  time  of  suspension  for  a  further 
period  not  exceeding  thirty  days,  and  if  the  proceeding  has  not  been  concluded 
and  an  order  made  at  the  expiration  of  such  thirty  days,  the  proposed  change 
of  rate,  charge,  regulation,  or  practice  shall  go  into  effect  at  the  end  of  such 
period. 

(f )  [Necessity  of  abiding  by  rates  and  charges  named  in  schedules.]  After 
the  expiration  of  the  sixty  days  referred  to  in  subdivision  (a)  no  person  shall 
carry  on  the  business  of  a  stockyard  owner  or  market  agency  unless  the  rates 
and  charges  for  the  stockyard  services  furnished  at  the  stockyard  have  been 
filed  and  published  in  accordance  with  this  section  and  the  orders  of  the  Secre- 
tary made  thereunder ;  nor  charge,  demand,  or  collect  a  greater  or  less  or  differ- 
ent compensation  for  such  services  than  the  rates  and  charges  specified  in  the 
schedules  filed  and  in  effect  at  the  time;  nor  refund  or  remit  in  any  manner 
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any  portion  of  the  rates  or  charges  so  specified  (but  this  shall  not  prohibit  a 
cooperative  association  of  producers  from  bona  fide  returning  to  its  members, 
on  a  patronage  basis,  its  excess  earnings  on  their  live  stock,  subject  to  such  regu^- 
lations  as  the  Secretary  may  prescribe) ;  nor  extend  to  any  person  at  such  stock- 
yard any  stockyard  services  except  such  as  are  specified  in  such  schedules. 

(g)  [Failure  to  comply  with  provisions  of  section  or  regulations  thereunder 
—  penalty.]  Whoever  fails  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  section  or  of 
any  regulation  or  order  of  the  Secretary  made  thereunder  shall  be  liable  to  a 
penalty  of  not  more  than  $500  for  each  such  offense,  and  not  more  than  $25  for 
each  day  it  continues,  which  shall  accrue  to  the  United  States  and  may  be 
recovered  in  a  civil  action  brought  by  the  United  States. 

(h)  [Failure  to  comply  with  provisions  of  section  or  regulations  there- 
under—  fine  or  imprisonment.]  Whoever  willfully  fails  to  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  this  section  or  of  any  regulation  or  order  of  the  Secretary  made 
thereunder  shall  on  conviction  be  fined  not  more  than  $1,000,  or  imprisoned  not 
more  than  one  year,  or  both. 

Sec.  307.  [Seasonable  regula4;ions  and  practices  respecting  stockyard  serr- 
ices.]  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  stockyard  owner  and  market  agency  to 
establish,  observe,  and  enforce  just,  reasonable,  and  non-discriminatory  regu- 
lations and  practices  in  respect  to  the  furnishing  of  stockyard  services,  and  every 
unjust,  unreasonable,  or  discriminatory  regulation  or  practice  is  prohibited  and 
declared  to  be  unlawful. 

Sec.  308.  (a)  [Damages  for  violation  of  provisions  of  this  title.]    If  any 

stockyard  owner,  market  agency,  or  dealer,  violates  any  of  the  provisions  of 
sections  304,  305,  306,  or  307,  or  of  any  order  of  the  Secretary  made  under  this 
title,  he  shall  be  liable  to  the  person  or  persons  injured  thereby  for  the  full 
amount  of  damages  sustained  in  consequence  of  such  violation. 

(b)  [Remedies  for  enforcement  of  liability.]  Such  liability  may  be  enforced 
either  (1)  by  complaint  to  the  Secretary  as  provided  in  section  309,  or  (2)  by 
suit  in  any  district  court  of  the  United  States  of  competent  jurisdiction ;  but  this 
section  shall  not  in  any  way  abridge  or  alter  the  remedies  now  existing  at  com- 
mon l£lw  or  by  statute,  but  the  provisions  of  this  Act  are  in  addition  to  such 
remedies. 

Sec.  309.  (a)  [Oomplaints  against  stockyard  owners,  maricet  agencies  or 
dealers  —  petition  to  Secretary  of  Agriculture  —  investigation  by  Secretary.] 

Any  person  complaining  of  anything  done  or  omitted  to  be  done  by  any  stock- 
yard owner,  market  agency,  or  dealer  (hereinafter  in  this  section  referred  to 
as  the  *'  defendant  ")  in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  sections  304,  305,  306, 
or  307,  or  of  an  order  of  the  Secretary  made  under  this  title,  may,  at  any  time 
within  ninety  days  after  the  cause  of  action  accrues,  apply  to  the  Secretary  by 
petition  which  shall  briefly  state  the  facts,  whereupon  the  complaint  thus  made 
shall  be  forwarded  by  the  Secretary  to  the  defendant,  who  shall  be  called  upon 
to  satisfy  the  complaint,  or  to  answer  it  in  writing,  within  a  reasonable  time 
to  be  specified  by  the  Secretary.  If  the  defendant  within  the  time  specified 
makes  reparation  for  the  injury  alleged  to  be  done  he  shall  be  relieved  of  liabil- 
ity to  the  complainant  only  for  the  particular  violation  thus  complained  of. 
If  the  defendant  does  not  satisfy  the  complaint  within  the  time  specified,  or 
there  appears  to  be  any  reasonable  ground  for  investigating  the  complaint,  it 
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shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  to  investigate  the  matters  complained  of  in 
sach  manner  and  by  such  means  as  he  deems  proper. 

(b)  [Investigation  by  Secretary  of  complaints  by  agency  of  State  or  Terri- 
tory.] The  Secretary,  at  the  request  of  the  live-stock  commissioner,  Board  of 
Agricnlture,  or  other  agency  of  a  State  or  Territory,  having  jurisdiction  over 
stockyards  in  such  State  or  Territory,  shall  investigate  any  complaint  forwarded 
by  such  agency  in  like  manner  and  with  the  same  authority  and  powers  as  in 
the  case  of  a  complaint  made  under  subdivision  (a). 

(c)  [Inqniries  by  Secretary  on  own  motioxL]  The  Secretary  may  at  any 
time  institute  an  inquiry  on  his  own  motion,  in  any  case  and  as  to  any  matter 
or  thing  concerning  which  a  complaint  is  authorized  to  be  made  to  or  before  the 
Secretary,  by  any  provision  of  this  title,  or  concerning  which  any  question  may 
arise  under  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  relating  to  the  enforcement  of 
any  of  the  provisions  of  this  title.  The  Secretary  shall  have  the  same  power  and 
authority  to  proceed  with  any  inquiry  instituted  upon  his  own  motion  as  though 
he  had  been  appealed  to  by  petition,  including  the  power  to  make  and  enforce 
any  order  or  orders  in  the  case  or  relating  to  the  matter  or  thing  concerning 
which  the  inquiry  is  had,  except  orders  for  the  payment  of  money. 

(d)  [Dismissal  of  complaint  —  absence  of  direct  damage.]  No  complaint 
shall  at  any  time  be  dismissed  because  of  the  absence  of  direct  damage  to  the 
complainant. 

(e)  [Ord«r  by  Secretary  after  bearing  directing  pajrment  of  damages.] 
If  aft^r  hearing  on  a  complaint  the  Secretary  determines  that  the  complainant 
is  entitled  to  an  award  of  damages,  the  Secretary  shall  make  an  order  directing 
the  defendant  to  pay  to  the  complainant  the  sum  to  which  he  is  entitled  on  or 
before  a  day  named. 

(f)  [Failure  to  comply  with  order  for  payment  of  damages  —  remedies.] 

If  the  defendant  does  not  comply  with  an  order  for  the  payment  of  money  within 
the  time  limit  in  such  order,  the  complainant,  or  any  person  for  whose  benefit 
such  order  was  made,  may  within  one  year  of  the  date  of  the  order  file  in  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  district  in  which  he  resides  or  in  which 
is  located  the  principal  place  of  business  of  the  defendant  or  in  any  State  court 
having  general  jurisdiction  of  the  parties,  a  petition  setting  forth  briefly  the 
causes  for  whic^  he  claims  damages  and  the  order  of  the  Secretary  in  the 
premises.  Such  suit  in  the  district  court  shall  proceed  in  all  r^pects  like  other 
civil  suits  for  damages  except  that  the  findings  and  orders  of  the  Secretary 
shall  be  prima  facie  evidence  of  the  facts  therein  stated,  and  the  petitioner  shall 
not  be  liable  for  costs  in  the  district  court  nor  for  costs  at  any  subsequent 
stage  of  the  proceedings  unless  they  accrue  upon  his  appeal.  If  the  petitioner 
finally  prevails,  he  shall  be  allowed  a  reasonable  attorney's  fee  to  be  taxed  and 
collected  as  a  part  of  the  costs  of  the  suit. 

Sec.  310.  [Unreasonable  rates  and  charges  —  power  of  Secretary  to  remedy.] 

Whenever  after  full  hearing  upon  a  complaint  made  as  provided  in  section  309, 
or  after  full  hearing  under  an  order  for  investigation  and  hearing  made  by  the 
Secretary  on  his  own  initiative,  either  in  extension  of  any  pending  complaint  or 
without  any  complaint  whatever,  the  Secretary  is  of  the  opinion  that  any  rate, 
charge,  regulation,  or  practice  of  a  stockyard  owner  or  market  agency,  for  or 
in  connection  with  the  furnishing  of  stockyard  services,  is  or  will  be  unjust, 
unreasonable,  or  discriminatory,  the  Secreatry  [sic] — 
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(a)  May  determine  and  prescribe  what  will  be  the  just  and  reasonable  rate  or 
charge,  or  rates  or  charges,  to  be  thereafter  observed  in  such  case,  or  the  maxi- 
mum or  minimum,  or  maximum  and  minimum,  to  be  charged,  and  what  regular 
tion  or  practice  is  or  will  be  just,  reasonable,  aud  nondiscriminatory  to  be  there- 
after  followed;  and 

(b)  May  make  an  order  that  such  owner  or  operator  (1)  shall  cease  and 
desist  from  such  violation  to  the  extent  to  which  the  Secretary  finds  that  it  does 
or  will  exist;  (2)  shall  not  thereafter  publish,  demand,  or  collect  any  rate  or 
charge  for  the  furnishing  of  stockyard  services  other  than  the  rate  or  charge 
so  prescribed,  or  in  excess  of  the  maximum  or  less  than  the  minimum  so  pre- 
scribed, as  the  case  may  be;  and  (3)  shall  conform  to  and  observe  the  regulation 
or  practice  so  prescribed. 

Sec.  311.  [Bates,  charges,  etc.,  in  intrastate  commerce  discriminatozy 
against  interstate  conunerce  —  power  of  Secretary  to  remedy.]  Whenever 
in  any  investigation  under  the  provisions  of  this  title,  or  in  any  investigation 
instituted  by  petition  of  the  stockyard  owner  or  market  agency  concerned,  which 
petition  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  filed,  the  Secretary  after  full  hearing  finds 
that  any  rate,  charge,  regulation,  or  practice  of  any  stockyard  owner  or  market 
agency,  for  or  in  connection  with  the  buying  or  selling  on  a  commission  basis  or 
otherwise,  receiving,  marketing,  feeding,  holding,  delivery,  shipment,  weighing, 
or  handling,  not  in  commerce  of  live  stock,  causes  any  undue  or  unreasonable 
advantage,  prejudice,  or  preference  as  between  persons  or  localities  in  intrastate 
commerce  in  live  stock  on  the  one  hand  and  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  in 
live  stock  on  the  other  hand,  or  any  undue,  unjust,  or  unreasonable  discrimi- 
nation against  interstate  or  foreign  commerce  in  live  stock,  which  is  hereby  for- 
bidden and  declared  to  be  unlawful,  the  Secretary  shall  prescribe  the  rate, 
charge,  regulation,  or  practice  thereafter  to  be  observed,  in  such  manner  as,  in 
his  judgment,  will  remove  such  advantage,  preference,  or  discrimination.  Such 
rates,  charges,  regulations,  or  practices  shall  be  observed  while  in  effect  by  the 
stockyard  owners  or  nmrket  agencies  parties  to  such  proceeding  affected  thereby, 
the  law  of  any  State  or  the  decision  or  order  of  any  State  authority  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

Sbo.  312.  (a)  [Unfair  practices  by  stockyard  owners,  etc.,  affecting  live 
stock.]  It  shall  be  unlawful  for  any  stockyard  owner,  market  agency,  or  dealer 
to  engage  in  or  use  any  unfair,  unjustly  discriminatory,  or  deceptive  practice 
or  device  in  connection  with  the  receiving,  marketing,  buying  or  selling  on  a 
commission  basis  or  otherwise,  feeding,  watering,  holding,  delivery,  shipment, 
weighing  or  handling,  in  commerce  at  a  stockyard,  of  live  stock. 

(b)  [Remedy  for  such  practices.]  Whenever  complaint  is  made  to  the  Secre- 
tary by  any  person,  or  whenever  the  Secretary  has  reason  to  believe,  that  any 
stockyard  owner,  market  agency,  or  dealer  is  violating  the  provisions  of  sub- 
division (a),  the  Secretary  after  notice  and  full  hearing  may  make  an  order  that 
he  shall  cease  and  desist  from  continuing  such  violation  to  the  extent  that  the 
Secretary  finds  that  it  does  or  will  exist. 

Sec.  313.  [Orders  of  Secretary  under  this  title  —  when  in  effect  —  continn- 
ance  in  force.]  Except  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act,  all  orders  of  the 
Secretary  under  this  title,  other  than  orders  for  the  payment  of  money,  shall 
take  effect  within  such  reasonable  time,  not  less  than  five  days,  as  is  prescribed 
in  the  order,  and  shall  continue  in  force  until  his  further  order,  or  for  a  speci- 
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fied  x>eriod  of  time,  according  as  is  prescribed  in  the  order,  unless  such  order  is 
suspended  or  modified  or  set  aside  by  the  Secretary  or  is  suspended  or  set  aside 
by  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 

Sec.  314.  (a)  [Failure  to  obey  orders  of  Secretary  —  forfeiture  of  money.] 

Any  stockyard  owner,  market  agency,  or  dealer  who  knowingly  fails  to  obey  any 
order  made  under  the  provisions  of  sections  310,  311,  or  312  shall  forfeit  to  the 
United  States  the  sum  of  $500  for  each  offense.  Each  distinct  violation  shall  be 
a  separate  offense,  and  in  case  of  a  continuing  violation  each  day  shall  be  deemed 
a  separate  offense.  Such  forfeiture  shall  be  recoverable  in  a  civil  suit  in  the 
name  of  the  United  States. 

.  (b)  [Recovery  of  forfeitures.]  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  various  district 
attorneys,  under  the  direction  of  the  Attorney  General,  to  prosecute  for  the 
recovery  of  forfeitures.  The  costs  and  expense  of  such  prosecution  shall  be 
paid  out  of  the  appropriation  for  the  expenses  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  315.  [Failure  to  obey  orders  of  Secretary  —  injunction.]  If  any  stock- 
yard owner,  market  agency,  or  dealer  fails  to  obey  any  order  of  the  Secretary 
other  than  for  the  payment  of  money  while  the  same  is  in  effect,  the  Secretary, 
or  any  party  injured  thereby,  or  the  United  States  by  its  Attorney  General, 
may  apply  to  the  district  court  for  the  district  in  which  such  person  has  his 
principal  place  of  business  for  the  enforcement  of  such  order.  If  after  hearing 
the  court  determines  that  the  order  was  lawfully  made  and  duly  served  and 
that  such  person  is  in  disobedience  of  the  same,  the  court  shall  enforce  obedience 
to  such  order  by  a  writ  of  injunction  or  other  proper  process,  mandatory  or 
otherwise,  to  restrain  such  person,  his  officers,  agents,  or  representatives  from 
further  disobedience  of  such  order  or  to  enjoin  upon  him  or  them  obedience  to 
the  same. 

Sec.  316.  [Laws  affecting  orders  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as 
applicable  to  this  title.]  For  the  purposes  of  this  title,  the  provisions  of  all 
laws  relating  to  the  suspending  or  restraining  the  enforcement,  operation,  or 
execution  of,  or  the  setting  aside  in  whole  or  in  part  the  orders  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  are  made  applicable  to  the  jurisdiction,  powers,  and 
duties  of  the  Secretary  in  enforcing  the  provisions  of  this  title,  and  to  any  person 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  title. 

Title  IV, —  General  Provisions. 

Sec.  401.  [Keeping  of  records  by  packers,  etc.^-  penalty  for  failure  to  keep.] 

Every  packer,  stockyard  owner,  market  agency,  and  dealer  shall  keep  such 
accounts,  records,  and  memoranda  as  fully  and  correctly  disclose  all  transactions 
involved  in  his  business,  including  the  true  ownership  of  such  business  by  stock- 
holding or  otherwise.  Whenever  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  accounts,  records, 
and  memoranda  of  any  such  person  do  not  fully  and  correctly  disclose  all  trans- 
actions involved  in  his  business,  the  Secretary  may  prescribe  the  manner  and 
form  in  which  such  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda  shall  be  kept,  and  there* 
after  any  such  person  who  fails  to  keep  such  accounts,  records,  and  memoranda 
in  the  manner  and  form  prescribed  or  approved  by  the  Secretary  shall  upon 
conviction  be  fined  not  more  than  $5,000,  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  three 
years,  or  both. 
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Seo.  402.  [Laws  affecting  Federal  Trade  Oommusion  as  applicable  to  this 
Act.]  For  the  efficient  execution  of  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  in  order 
to  provide  information  for  the  use  of  Congress,  the  provisions  (including  penal- 
ties) of  sections  6,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act  entitled  ''An  Act  to  create  a  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  to  define  its  powers  and  duties,  and  for  other  purposes,'* 
approved  September  26,  1914,  are  made  applicable  to  the  jurisdiction,  powers, 
and  duties  of  the  Secretary  in  enforcing  the  provisions  of  this  Act  and  to  any 
person  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  whether  or  not  a  corporation.  The 
Secretary,  in  person  or  by  such  agents  as  he  may  designate,  may  prosecute  any 
inquiry  necessary  to  his  duties  under  this  Act  in  any  part  of  the  United  States. 

For  sees.  6,  8,  9,  and  10  of  the  Act  of  Sept.   26,   1914,  above  mentioned,  see  4   Fed.   Stat. 

Ann.   (2d  ed.)  580-683. 

• 

Sec.  403.  [Act  or  omission  of  agent  as  act  or  omission  of  principal.]    When 

construing  and  enforcing  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  the  act,  omission,  or  failure 
of  any  agent,  oflScer,  or  other  person  acting  for  or  employed  by  any  packer, 
stockyard  owner,  market  agency,  or  dealer,  within  the  scope  of  his  employment 
or  ojBSce,  shall  in  every  case  also  be  deemed  the  act,  omission,  or  failure  of  such 
packer,  stockyard  owner,  market  agency,  or  dealer,  as  well  as  that  of  such  agent, 
ofi&cer,  or  other  person. 

Sec.  404.  [Prosecution  of  violations  by  Attorney  General.]  The  Secretary 
may  report  any  violation  of  this  Act  to  the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States,  who  shall  cause  appropriate  proceedings  to  be  commenc6d  and  prose- 
cuted in  the  proper  courts  of  the  United  States  without  delay. 


Sec.  405.  [Provisions  of  Act  as  affecting  proceedings  under  other  s] 
Acts.]    Nothing  contained  in  this  Act,  except  as  otherwise  provided  herein, 
shall  be  construed  — 

.  (a)  To  prevent  or  interfere  with  the  enforcement  of,  or  the  procedure  under, 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  entitled  ^'An  Act  to  protect  trade  and  commerce 
against  unlawful  restraints  and  monopolies,"  approved  July  2,  1890,  the  Act 
entitled  ''An  Act  to  supplement  existing  laws  against  unlawful  restraints  and 
monopolies,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  October  15,  1914,  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  as  amended,  the  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  promote  export  trade, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  April  10, 1918,  or  sections  73  to  77,  inclusive, 
of  the  Act  of  August  27,  1894,  entitled  *'An  Act  to  reduce  taxation,  to  provide 
revenue  for  the  Government,  and  for  other  purposes,"  as  amended  by  the  Act 
entitled  ''An  Act  to  amiend  sections  seventy-three  and  seventy-six  of  the  Act 
of  August  twenty-seventh,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety-four,  entitled  *An  Act 
to  reduce  taxation,  to  provide  revenue  for  the  Government,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,' "  approved  February  12, 1913,  or 

(b)  To  alter,  modify,  or  repeal  such  Acts  or  any  part  or  parts  thereof,  or 

(c)  To  prevent  or  interfere  Mrith  any  investigation,  proceeding,  or  prosecu- 
tion begun  and  pending  at  the  time  this  Act  becomes  effective. 

Acts  above  mentioned  are  set  out  as  follows  in  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) :  Act  of  July  2, 
1890,  in  vol.  9,  p.  644;  Act  of  Oct.  15,  1914,  in  vol.  9,  p.  730;  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
in  vol.  4,  p.  331,  and  1918  Supp.  387;  Act  Qf  AprU  10,  1918,  in  1918  Supp.  246;  sect. 
73-77  as  amended,  in  vol.  9,  p.  726. 

Sec.  406.  (a)  [Provisions  of  Act  as  affeeting  power  of  Interstate  Conuneroe 
Oommission.]    Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  affect  the  power  or  jurisdiction  of 
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the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission^  nor  confer  upon  the  Secretary  concnr- 
rent  power  or  jurisdiction  over  any  matter  within  the  power  or  jurisdiction  of 
such  Commission. 

(b)  [Provisions  of  Act  as  affecting  power  of  Federal  Trade  Commission.] 

On  and  after  the  enactment  of  this  Act,  and  so  long  as  it  remains  in  effect,  the 
Federal  Trade  Commission  shall  have  no  power  or  jurisdiction  so  far  as  relating 
to  any  matter  which  by  this  Act  is  made  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secre- 
tary, except  in  cases  in  which,  before  the  enactment  of  this  Act,  complaint  has 
been  served  under  section  5  of  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  create  a  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  to  define  its  powers  and  duties,  and  for  other  purposes,'* 
approved  September  26,  1914,  or  under  section  11  pf  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act 
to  supplement  existing  laws  against  unlawful  restraints  and  monopolies,  and 
for  other  purposes,*'  approved  October  15,  1914,  and  except  when  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  in  the  exercise  of  his  duties  hereunder,  shall  request  of  the  said 
Federal  Trade  Commission  that  it  make  investigations  and  report  in  any  case. 

For  sec.  5  of  Act  of  Sept.  26,  1914,  and  Bee.  11  of  Act  of  Oct.  15,  1914,  referred  to  above, 
■ee  respectively  vol.  4,  p.  577,  and  vol.  9,  p.  741,  Fed.  8tat.  Ann.   (2d  edi). 

Sec.  407.  [Ittiscellaneoiui  powers  of  Secretaxy.]  The  Secretary  may  make 
such  rules,  regulations  and  orders  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act  and  may  cooperate  with  any  department  or  agency  of  the 
Government,  any  State,  Territory,  District,  or  possession,  or  department,  agency 
or  political  subdivision  thereof,  or  any  person;  and  shall  have  the  power  to 
appoint,  remove,  and  fix  the  compensation  of  such  ofScers  and  employees,  not  in 
conflict  with  existing  law,  and  make  such  expenditures  for  rent  outside  the 
District  of  Columbia,  printing,  telegrams,  telephones,  law  books,  books  of  ref er^ 
ence,  periodicals,  furniture,  stationery,  oiBSce  equipment,  travel,  and  other  sup- 
plies and  expenses  as  shall  be  necessary  to  the  administration  of  this  Act  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  and  as  may  be  appropriated  for  by  Con- 
gress, and  there  is  hereby  authorized  to  be  appropriated,  out  of  any  money  in 
the  Treasury  not  otherwise  appropriated,  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  for 
such  purpose. 

Sec.  408.  [Partial  invalidiity  of  Act  —  effect  on  remainder.]  If  any  pro- 
vision of  this  Act  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstances  is 
held  invalid,  the  validity  of  the  remainder  of  the  Act  and  of  the  application  of. 
such  provision  to  other  x>er8ons  and  circumstanoes  shall  not  be  affected  thereby. 
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Aci  of  Nov.  23, 1921  {''  Revenue  Act  of  1921  "),301. 

Sec.  1329.  Deposit  of  United  States  Bonds  or  Notes  in  Lieu  of  Surety,  301. 

Sec.  1329.  Deposit  of  United  States  bonds  or  notes  in  lieu  of  surety.  That 
wherever  by  the  laws  of  the  United  States  or  regulations  mad?  pursuant  thereto, 
any  person  is  required  to  furnish  any  recognizance,  stipulation,  bond,  guaranty, 
or  undertaking,  hereinafter  called  '  *  penal  bond, ' '  with  surety  or  sureties,  such 
person  may,  in  lieu -of  such  surety  or  sureties,  deposit  as  security  with  the 
oflScial  having  authority  to  approve  such  penal  bond.  United  States  Liberty 
bonds  or  other  bonds  or  notes  of  the  United  States  in  a  sum  equal  at  their  par 
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value  to  the  amount  of  such  penal  bond  required  to  be  furnished,  together  with 
an  agreement  authorizing  such  ofScial  to  collect  or  sell  such  bonds  or  notes  so 
deposited  in  case  of  any  default  in  the  performance  of  any  of  the  conditions  or 
stipulations  of  such  penal  bond.  The  acceptance  of  such  United  States  bonds 
or  notes  in  lieu  of  surety  or  sureties  required  by  law  shall  have  the  same  force 
and  effect  as  individual  or  corporate  sureties,  or  certified  checks,  bank  drafts, 
post-oflRce  money  orders,  or  cash,  for  the  penalty  or  amount  of  such  penal  bond. 
The  bonds  or  notes  deposited  hereunder  and  such  other  United  States  bonds 
or  notes  as  may  be  substituted  therefor  from  time  to  time  as  such  security,  may 
be  deposited  with  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  a  Federal  reserve  bank,  or 
other  depositary  duly  designated  for  that  purpose  by  the  Secretary,  which  shaU 
issue  receipt  therefor,  describing  such  bonds  or  notes  so  deposited.  As  soon 
as  security  for  the  performance  of  such  penal  bond  i^  no  longer  necessary,  such 
bonds  or  notes  so  deposited,  shall  be  returned  to  the  depositor :  Provided,  That 
in  case  a  person  or  persons  supplying  a  contractor  with  labor  or  material  as  pro- 
vided by  the  Act  of  Congress,  approved  February  24, 1905  (33  Stat.  811),  entitled 
^'An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  approved  August  IJiirteenth,  eighteen  hundred  and 
ninety-foTir,  entitled  *An  Act  for  the  protection  of  persons  furnishing  materials 
and  labor  for  the  construction  of  public  works,'  *'  shall  file  with  the  obligee,  at 
any  time  after  a  default  in  the  performance  of  any  contract  subject  to  said 
Acts,  the  application  and  affidavit  therein  provided,  the  obligee  shall  not  deliver 
to  the  obligor  the  deposited  bonds  or  notes  nor  any  surplus  proceeds  thereof 
until  the  expiration  of  the  time  limited  by  said  Acts  for  the  institution  of  suit 
by  such  person  or  persons,  and,  in  case  suit  shall  be  instituted  within  such  time, 
shall  hold  said  bonds  or  notes  or  proceeds  subject  to  the  order  of  the  court 
having  jurisdiction  thereof :  Provided  further.  That  nothing  herein  contained 
shall  affect  or  impair  the  priority  of  the  claim  of  the  United  States  against  the 
bonds  or  notes  deposited  or  any  right  or  remedy  granted  by  said  Acts  or  by 
this  section  to  the  United  States  for  default  upon  any  obligation  of  said  penal 
bond :  Provided  further,  That  all  laws  inconsistent  with  this  section  are  hereby 
so  modified  as  to  conform  to  the  provisions  hereof:  Arid  provided  further, 
That  nothing  contained  herein  shall  affect  the  authority  of  courts  over  the 
security,  where  such  bonds  are  taken  as  security  in  judicial  proceedings,  or  the 
authority  of  any  administrative  officer  of  the  United  States  to  receive  United 
States  bonds  for  security  in  cases  authorized  by  existing  laws.  The  Secretary 
may  prescribe  rules  and  regulations  necessary  and  proper  for  carrying  this 
section  into  effect. 

This  is  from  the  ''  Revenue  Act  of  11^21 "  enacted  Nov.  23,  1921. 

For  Act  of  Feb.  24,  1005,  mentioned  in  text,  see  8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   874. 


TARIFF 

See  Customs  Duties   . 

TAXATION 

See  Customs  Duties;  Internal  Reventtb 
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TAX  SIMPLIFICATION  BOARD 

See  Internax.  Revenue 


TELEGRAPHS,  TELEPHONES  AND  CABLES 

Act  of  May  27,1921,  303. 

Sec.  1,  Cables  —  Governmental     Control  —  Landing     and      Operation  — 
License  by  President,  303, 

2,  Grounds  for  Withholding  or  Granting  License  —  Exclusiveness  of 

Rights  of  Landing  or  of  Operation  —  Transmission  of  Messages  — 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  303, 

3,  Prevention  of  or  Illegal  Landing  or  Operation  of  Cable  —  Injunc- 

tion—  Jurisdiction  of  Courts,  304. 

4,  Violation  of  Provisions  of  Section  1  —  Penalty,  304. 

5,  ^'  United  States  "  Defined  for  Purposes  of  Act,  304. 

6,  Rights  Accruing  under  Act  —  Rescission  and  Modification,  304, 

Ajx  Act  Belating  to  the  landing*  and  operation  of  enbmarine  oableB  m  the 

United  States. 

[Act  of  May  27,  1921,] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Cables — govermnental  control — landing  and  operation — license 
by  President.]  That  no  person  shall  land  or  operate  in  the  United  States  any 
submarine  cable  directly  or  indirectly  connecting  the  United  States  with  any 
foreign  country,  or  connecting  one  portion  of  the  United  States  with  any  other 
portion  thereof,  unless  a  written  license  to  land  or  operate  such  cable  has  been 
issued  by  the  President  of  the  United  States:  Provided,  That  any  such  cable 
now  laid  within  the  United  States  without  a  license  granted  by  the  President 
may  continue  to  operate  without  such  license  for  a  period  of  ninety  days  from 
the  date  this  Act  takes  effect :  And  provided  further.  That  the  conditions  of  this 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  cables,  all  of  which,  including  both  terminals,  lie  wholly 
within  the  continental  United  States. 

Sec.  2.  [Oronnds  for  withholding  or  granting  license  —  exelnsiyeness  of 
rights  of  landing  or  of  operation  —  transmission  of  messages  —  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.]  That  the  President  may  withhold  or  revoke  such 
license  when  he  shall  be  satisfied  after  due  notice  and  hearing  that  such  action 
will  assist  in  securing  rights  for  the  landing  or  operation  of  cables  in  foreign 
countries,  or  in  maintaining  the  rights  or  interests  of  the  United  States  or  of  its 
citizens  in  foreign  countries,  or  will  promote  the  security  of  the  United  States, 
or  may  grant  such  license  upon  such  terms  as  shall  be  necessary  to  assure  just 
and  reasonable  rates  and  service  in  the  operation  and  use  of  cables  so  licensed : 
Provided,  That  the  license  shall  not  contain  terms  or  conditions  granting  to 
the  licensee  exclusive  rights  of  landing  or  of  operation  in  the  United  States: 
And  provided  further.  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  limit 
the  power  and  jurisdiction  heretofor  granted  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission with  respect  to  the  transmission  of  messages. 
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Sec.  3.  [Prevention  of  or  illegal  landing  or  operation  of  cable  —  injunction 
—  jurisdiction  of  courts.]  That  the  President  is  empowered  to  prevent  the  land- 
ing of  any  cable  about  to  be  landed  in  violation  of  this  Act.  When  any  such 
cable  is  about  to  be  or  is  landed  or  is  being  operated,  without  a  license,  any  dis- 
trict court  of  the  United  States  exercising  jurisdiction  in  the  district  in  which 
such  cable  is  about  to  be  or  is  landed,  or  any  district  court  of  the  United  States 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  parties,  shall  have  jurisdiction,  at  the  suit  of  the 
United  States,  to  enjoin  the  landing  or  operation  of  such  cable  or  to  compel,  by 
injunction,  the  removal  thereof. 

Sec.  4.  [Violation  of  provisions  of  section  1  —  penalty.]  That  whoever 
knowingly  commits,  instigates,  or  assists  in  any  act  forbidden  by  section  1  of 
this  Act  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor  and  shall  be  fined  not  more  than 
$5,000,  or  imprisoned  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  both. 

Sec.  5.  I**  United  States  "  defined  for  pnrposes  of  act.]  That  the  term 
**  United  States  "  as  used  in  this  Act  includes  the  Canal  Zone,  the  Philippine 
Islands,  and  all  territory,  continental  or  insular,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States  of  America. 

Sec.  6.  [Bights  accruing  under  act  —  rescission  and  modification.]  That 
no  right  shall  accrue  to  any  Government,  person,  or  corporation  under  the  terms 
of  this  Act  that  may  not  be  rescinded,  changed,  modified,  or  amended  by  the 
Congress. 


TELEPHONES 

See  Interstate  Commercb 


TERRITORIES 

See  Alaska;  Hawaiian  Islands;  Philippine  Islands;  Porto  Rico;  Vibqin 

Islands 


TIMBER  LANDS  AND  FOREST  RESERVES 

Act  of  Jan.  11,  121,  304. 

Protection  of  Timber  —  Permits  to  Cut  —  Foreign  Corporations, 
304. 

CROSS-REFERENCE 

See  HIGHWAYS;  PUBLIC  LANDS 

An  Act  Authorizing  the  cutting  of  timber  by  corporations  organized  in  one 
State  and  conducting  operations  in  another. 

[Act  of  Jan.  11,  1921.^] 

[Protection  of  timber  —  permits  to  ont  —  foreign  corporations.]  That  sec- 
tion 1  of  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  authorizing  the  citizens  of  Colorado,  Nevada, 

^Thia  Act  was  received  by  the  President  Dec.  30,  1920,  and  became  a  law  without  his 
approval  as  it  was  not  returned  to  the  House  of  Congresa  in  which  it  originated  within 
tbe    time    prescribed    by    tho    Constitationi. 
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and  the  Territories  to  fell  and  remove  timber  on  the  public  domain  for  mining 
and  domestic  purposes,"  approved  June  3,  1878,  chapter  150,  page  88,  volume 
20,  United  States  Statutes  at  Large,  and  section  8  of  an  Act  entitled  ''An  Act 
to  repeal  timber-culture  laws,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  March  3, 
1891,  as  amended  by  an  Act  approved  March  3,  1891,  chapter  559,  page  1093, 
volume  26,  United'  States  Statutes  at  Large,  and  the  several  Acts  amendatory 
thereof,  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  extended  so  that  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  grant  permits  to  corporations  incorporated 
under  a  Federal  law  of  the  United  States  or  incorporated  under  the  laws  of 
a  State  or  Territory  of  the  United  States,  other  than  the  State  in  which  the 
privilege  is  requested,  said  permits  to  confer  the  same  rights  and  benefits  upon 
such  corporations  as  are  conferred  by  the  aforesaid  Acts  upon  corporations 
incorporated  in  the  State  in  which  the  privilege  is  to  be  exercised :  Provided, 
That  all  such  corporations  shall  first  haVe  complied  with  the  laws  of  that  State 
so  as  to  entitle  them  to  do  business  therein ;  but  nothing  herein  shall  operate  to 
enlarge  the  rights  of  any  railway  company  to  cut  timber  on  the  public  domain. 

For  Act  of  June  3,  1878,  affected  by  the  text,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)  624. 
For  Act  of  March  S,  181^1,  affected  hy  the  text,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  629. 


TIME 

Act  of  March  4, 1921,  305. 

Sec,  1.  Standard  Central  Time  —  Western  Boundary  Line,  305, 

2,  Repeal  of  Conflicting  Laws,  306. 

• 

An  Act  To  transfer  the  Panhandle  and  Plains  section  of  Texas  and  Oklahoma 
to  the  United  States  standard  central  time  zone. 

[Act  of  March  4,  1921.] 

[Sbo.  1.]  [Standard  Oentral  Time  —  western  boundary  line.]  That  the 
Panhandle  and  Plains  section  of  Texas  and  Oklahoma  be,  and  the  same  are 
hereby,  transferred  to  and  placed  within  the  United  States  standard  central 
time  zone. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
issue  an  order  placing  the  western  boundary  line  of  the  United  States  standard 
central  time  zone  in  so  far  as  the  same  affect  Texas  and  Oklahoma  as  follows: 

Beginning  at  a  point  where  such  western  boundary  time  zone  line  crpsses  the 
State  boundary  line  between  Kansas  and  Oklahoma ;  thence  westerly  along  said 
State  boundary  line  to  the  northwest  comer  of  the  State  of  Oklahoma ;  thence  in 
a  southerly  direction  along  the  west  State  boundary  line  of  Oklahoma  and  the 
west  State  boundary  line  of  Texas  to  the  southeastern  corner  of  the  State  of  New 
Mexico ;  thence  in  a  westerly  direction  along  the  State  boundai'y  line  between  the 
States  of  Texas  and  New  Mexico  to  the  Rio  Grande  River ;  thence  down  the  Rio 
Grande  River  as  the  boundary  line  between  the  United  States  and  Mexico :  Pro- 
vided, That  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Gulf  Railway  Company  and  the 
Chicago,  Rock  Island  and  Pacific  Railway  Company  may  use  Tucumcari,  New 
Mexico,  as  the  point  at  which  they  change  from  central  to  mountain  time  and  vice 
versa ;  the  Colorado  Southern  and  Fort  Worth  and  Denver  City  Railway  Com- 
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panics  may  use  Sixela,  New  Mexico,  as  such  changing  point;  the  Atchison, 
Topeka  and  Santa  Pe  Railway  Company  and  other  branches  of  the  Santa  Fe 
System  may  use  Clovis,  New  Mexico,  as  such  changing  point,  and  those  rail- 
ways running  into  or  through  El  Paso  may  use  El  Paso  as  such  point :  Pro- 
vided furtJier,  That  this  Act  shall  not,  except  as  herein  provided,  interfere  with 
the  adjustment  of  time  zones  as  established  by  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Sec.  2.  [Repeal  of  conflicting  laws.]     That  all  laws  and  parts  of  laws  in 
conflict  herewith  are  hereby  repealed. 


TRADE  COMMISSION 

See  Stockyards 


TRADING  WITH  THE  ENEMY 

Act  of  Feb.  27,  1921,  306. 

Claims  against  Property  in  Hands  of  Alien  Property  Custodian 
or  United  States  Treasurer  —  Adjudication  —  LieTis,  etc. — 
Women  Married  to  Foreigners  —  Sec.  9  Amended,  306, 

Act  of  Dec.  21,  1921,  307. 

Claims  against  Alien  Custodian  —  Extension  of  Time  for  Beginning 
Suits  —  Sec.  9  of  Act  Amended,  307. 

CROSS-REFERElfCE 

See  also  PATENTS 

An  Act  To  amend  section  9  of  aa  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  define,  regulate,  and 
punish  trading  with  the  enemy,  and  for  other  pnrposeB,"  approved 
October  6,  1917,  as  amended. 

[Act  of  Feb.  27,  1921.] 

[Claims  againfit  property  in  hands  of  Alien  Property  Custodian  or  United 
States  Treasurer  —  adjudication  —  liens,  etc. —  women  married  to  foreigners 
—  sec.  9  amended.]  That  subdivisions  (2)  and  (3)  of  subsection  (b)  of  section 
9  of  an  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  define,  regulate,  and  punish  trading  with  tie 
enemy,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  October  6,  1917,  as  amended,  be,  and 
hereby  are,  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

'*  (2)  A  woman  who,  at  the  time  of  her  marriage,  was  a  subject  or  citizen 
of  a  nation  which  has  remained  neutral  in  the  war,  or  of  a  nation  which  was 

*  See  the  Besolution  of  March  3,  1921,  Bet  out  in  the  title  Wab  Depaktment  and  Milttabt 
[Establishment,  infra,  this  volume,  p.  315.  This  resolution  repealed  much  war  time 
legislation  but  excepted  "  the  Act  known  as  the  Trading  with  the  Enemy  Act,  approved 
October  6,  1917,  .  .  .  and  all  amendments  thereto."  The  Trading  with  the  Enemy  Aet 
with  amendments  is  set  out  in  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  846,  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
365. 
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assoeiated  with  the  United  States  in  the  prosecution  of  said  war,  and  who,  prior 
to  April  6,  1917,  intermarried  with  a  subject  or  citizen  of  Germany  or  Austria- 
Hungary  and  that  the  money  or  other  property  concerned  was  not  acquired  by 
such  woman,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  from  any  subject  or  citizen  of 
Germany  or  Austria-Hungary  subsequent  to  January  1,  1917. 

**  (3)  A  woman  who,  at  the  time  of  her  marriage,  was  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  and  who,  prior  to  April  6,  1917,  intermarried  with  a  subject  or  citizen 
of  Germany  or  Austria-Hungary,  and  that  the  money  or  other  property  con- 
cerned was  not  acquired  by  such  woman,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  from 
any  subject  or  citizen  of  Germany  or  Austria-Hungary  subsequent  to 
January  1,  1917." 

For  sec  9,  here  amended,  see  1918  Supp.  858.  And  for  other  amendments  see  the  Act  of 
Dec.  21,  1921,  which  follows  the  text,  and  also  1919  Supp.  356  and  1920  Supp.  268. 


An  Act  To  amend  section  9  of  an  Act  entitled  ''An  Act  to  define,  regulate, 
and  punish  trading  with  the  enemy,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved 
October  6, 1917,  as  amended. 

[Act  of  Dec,  21, 1921,] 

[Claims  against  alien  custodian  —  extension  of  time  for  beginning  suits  — 
sec.  9  of  Act  amended.]  That  section  9  of  the  Act  entitled  "An  Act  to  define, 
regulate,  and  punish  trading  with  the  enemy,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved 
October  6,  1917,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  striking  out  the  words  "  six 
months  "  in  such  section  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  '*  eighteen  months." 

For  sec.  9,  here  amended,  see  1918  Supp.  858.  And  for  other  amendments  see  the  Act  of 
Feb.  27,  1921,  which  precedes  this  Act  in  the  text,  and  also  1919  Supp.  356  and  1920  Supp. 


TRANSPORTATION  ACT 

« 

See  Interstate  Commerce 
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Act  of  March  1,  1921  {''  First  Deficiency  Act,  Fiscal  Year  1921  "),  308. 
Sec,  1,  Office  of  Auditor  —  Temporary  Employees  —  Compensation,  308. 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  C  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act ''),  308. 
Sec,  1,  Enforcement  of  Laws  —  Detail  of  Persons,  308, 

Act  of  June  16,  1921  (Deficiency  Appropriation  Act),  308. 

Sec.  4,  Undersecretary  of  the   Treasury  —  Creation  of  Office  —  Appoint- 
ment—  Compensation  —  Duties,  308. 
Office  of  Comptroller  of  Currency  —  Chief  of  Examining  Division, 
308, 

CROSS-REFERENCES 

See  also  CONGRESS;  CUSTOMS  DUTIES;  EXECUTIVE  DEPARTMENTS; 

HOSPITALS  AND  ASYLUMS;  PUBLIC  DEBT 
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[Sko.  1.]  •  •  •  [Of9ce  of  auditor  —  temporary  employees  —  eompensa- 
tion.]  For  compensation  to  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  of  such 
temporary  employees  (nonapportioned)  as  may  be  necessary  to  audit  the 
accounts  and  vouchers  of  the  bureaus  and  officers  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
$12,600 :  Provided,  That  no  person  shall  be  employed  hereunder  at  a  rate  of 
compensation  exceeding  $2,000  per  annum. 

This  is  from  the  "  First  Deficiency  Act,  fiscal  year  1921,"  approved  March  1,  1021. 


[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Enforcement  of  laws  —  detail  of  persons.]  The  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  is  authorized  to  use  for,  and  in  connection  with,  ihe 
enforcement  of  the  laws  relating  to  the  Treasury  Department  and  the  several 
branches  of  the  public  service  under  its  control,  not  exceeding  at  any  any  one 
time  four  persons  paid  from  the  appropriation  for  the  collection- of  customs, 
four  persons  paid  from  the  appropriation  for  salaries  and  expenses  of  internal- 
revenue  agents  or  from  the  appropriation  for  the  foregoing  purpose,  and  four 
persons  paid  from  the  appropriation  for  suppressing  counterfeiting  and  other 
crimes,  but  not  exceeding  six  persons  so  detailed  shall  be  employed  at  any 
one  time  hereunder:  Provided,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  con- 
strued to  deprive  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  from  making  any  detail  now 
otherwise  authorized  by  existing  law. 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,  1921. 


[Sec.  4.]  •  •  •  [Undersecretary  of  the  Treasury  —  creation  of  office  — 
appointment  —  compensation  —  duties.]  Undersecretary  of  the  Treasury,  to 
be  nominated  by  the  President  and  appointed  by  him,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate,  who  shall  receive  compensation  at  the  rate  of  $10,000 
per  annum  and  shall  perform  such  duties  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  or  by  law,  and  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  177,  Revised  Statutes,  in  case  .  of  the  death,  resignation, 
absence,  or  sickness  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  shall  perform  the  duties 
of  the  Secretary  until  a  successor  is  appointed  or  such  absence  or  sickness  shall 
cease,  fiscal  year  1922,  $10,000. 

This  and  the  paragraph  which  follows  are  from  the  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act  of 
June  16,  1921. 

For  ;R.  S.  see.  177  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.    (2d  ed.)   256. 

•  •  •  [Office  of  Comptroller  of  Ourrency  —  chief  of  examining  division.] 
The  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  may  designate  a  national  bank  examiner  to 
act  as  chief  of  the  examining  division  in  his  office. 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 


TREASURY  SAVINGS  CERTIFICATES 

See  Public  Debt 


VIRGIN  ISLANDS  309 

UNITED  STATES  BONDS 

See  PuBuo  Debt;  Substy  and  Surbttbhip 


UNITED  STATES  COURTS 

See  JuDiciAii  Offscbbs 


UNITED  STATES  DISTRICT  ATTORNEYS 

See  JnoicuL  Offigebs 


UNITED  STATES  SfflPPING  BOARD 

See  Shipping  and  Navigation 


VESSELS 

See  Health  and  Quarantine;  Seamen;  Shipping  and  Navigation 


VETERANS'  BUREAU 

See  War  Department  and  Military  Establishment 


VIRGIN  ISLANDS 

Act  of  July  12,  1921,  309. 

Sec,  1,  Public  Officers  —  Qualifications  —  Citizenship,  309. 

Income  Tax  Laws  of  United  States  —Applicability  to  Islands,  310. 

[Sec.  1.]    •   •   •    [Pablie  officers  —  qualiflcatioiis — dtizeiuldp.]    That  no 

person  owing  allegiance  to  any  country  other  than  the  United  States  of  America 

shall  be  eligible  to  hold  office  as  a  member  of  the  colonial  councils  of  the  Virgin 

Islands  of  the  United  States  nor  to  hold  any  public  office  under  the  government 

of  said  islands : 

'Hiis  and  the  paragraph  which  foUowB  are  from  the  Naval  Appropriation  Act  of  July 
12y  1921. 
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[Income  tax  laws  of  United  States  —  applicability  to  Islands.]  That  the 
income  tax  laws  now  in  force  in  the  United  States  of  America  and  those  which 
may  hereafter  be  enacted  shall  be  held  to  be  likewise  in  force  in  the  Virgin 
Islands  of  the  United  States,  except  that  the  proceeds  of  such  taxes  shall  be  paid 
into  the  treasuries  of  said  islands. 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 


VOCATIONAL  REHABILITATION 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  (Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act),  310. 
Sec.  1.  Training  —  Time  of  Beginning,  310. 

Act  of  June  16,  1921  {Deficiency  Appropriation  Act),  310. 

Sec.  1.  Dependents  of  Trainee  —  Support  and  Maintenance  —  Payments, 
310. 
Application  for  Vocational  Training  —  Time  of  Making,  311. 

Act  of  June  30,  1921  {Army  Appropriation  Act),  311. 

Sec.  1.  Instructors  in  Vocational  Training  — Army  Officers  and  Enlisted 
Men,  311. 
Farm  Products,  etc..  Incidental  to  Vocational  Training  —  Disposi- 
tion, 311. 

Cross-references 

See    also    HOSPITALS    AND    ASYLUMS;    WAR    DEPARTMENT    AND 

MILITARY  ESTABLISHMENT 

[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Training  —  time  of  beginning.]  That  no  person  who 
has  been  declared  eligible  for  training  under  the  provisions  of  the  Vocational 
Rehabilitation  Act,  for  whom  training  has  been  prescribed,  and  who  has  been 
notified  by  the  board  to  begin  training  shall  be  eligible  to  the  benefits  of  said 
Act  in  the  event  of  his  failure  to  commence  training  within  a  reasonable  time 
after  notice  has  been  sent  srach  person  by  the  board:  Provided  further,  That 
except  when  such  failure  is  due,  in  the  opinion  of  the  board,  to  physical  inca- 
pacity, such  time  shall  not  be  longer  than  twelve  months  after  the  passage  of 
this  Act  for  persons  already  declared  eligible  and  notified  to  begin  training,  and 
twelve  months  after  notice  is  given  for  persons  hereafter  declared  eligible  and 
notified  to  begin  training. 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,  1921. 


[Sec.  1.]  •  •  •  [Dependents  of  trainee  —  support  and  maintenance  — 
payments.]  That  payments  for  the  support  and  maintenance  of  persons 
dependent  upon  any  trainee  of  the  Board  as  provided  by  section  2  of  the  Act 
nxay,  in  the  discretion  of  the  Board,  be  paid  either  direct  to  such  dependent 
or  dependents  or  to  the  trainee  upon  whom  they  are.  dependent. 

This  and  the  paragraph  which  follows  are  from  the  Deficiency  Appropriation  Act  of  June 
16,   1921. 

For  Act  of  June  27,  1918,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  875. 
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[Application  for  yocational  training — time  of  making.]  That  any  person 
entitled  nnder  the  provisions  of  the  Vocational  Rehabilitation  Act,  as  amended, 
to  take  vocational  training  must  make  application  therefor  within  eighteen 
months  from  the  date  of  the  approval  of  this  Act. 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 


[Sec.  1.]  *  *  *  [Instmctors  in  yocational  training  —  army  officers  and 
enlisted  men.]  That  whenever  possible  officers,  warrant  officers,  noncom- 
missioned officers,  or  other  enlisted  men  shall  be  detailed  as  instmctors. 

This  and  the  paragraph  which  foUows  are  fr<»n  the  Army  Appropriation  Act  of  June 
80.   1921. 


•  •  •  [Farm  prodncts,  etc.,  incidental  to  vocational  training  — 
tion.]  That  farm  products  and  the  increase  in  live  stock  (including  fowls) 
which  accrue  as  incidental  to  vocational  training  in  agriculture  and  animal 
husbandry  shall  be  sold  under  such  regulations  as  the  Secretary  of  War  may 
prescribe,  and  the  proceeds  of  such  sales  shall  be  deposited  in  the  Treasury  of 
the  United  States  to  the  credit  of  miscellaneous  receipts. 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 


WAR  CONTRACTS 

See  Public  Conttractb 


WAR  DEPARTMENT  AND  MILITARY 

ESTABLISHMENT 

Res,  of  Feb.  5, 1921,  No.   59,  314. 

Enlistments  in  Regular  Army  —  Cessation  of  Activities,  314. 

Act  of  March  1,  1921  {Postal  Service  Appropriation  Act),  315. 

Sec.    2.  Loan  of  Tractors  to  States  —  Use  in  Highway  Construction,  315. 

Res.  of  March  3, 1921,  No.  64,  315. 

Repeal  of  War  Time  Legislation  —  Exceptions  —  Trading  With 
the  Enemy  Act  —  Liberty  Bond  Acts  —  War  Finance  Corpora- 
tion Act  —  Selective  Service  Act  — Act  Amending  Sec.  3  of 
Espionage  Act  —  Deserters  in  Army  and  Navy,  315. 

Act  of  March  4, 1921,  316. 

Congressional  Medal  of  Honor  —  Bestowal  on  TJnknown  British 
and  French  Soldier  Buried  in  Westminster  Abbey  and  Arc  de 
Triomphe,  316. 
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Aa  of  March  4,  1921,  317. 

Sec.  1.  National  Museum  Furnished  with  Articles  Issued  to  Army  and  of 
General  Interest,  317. 

2.  Colors,  Standards  and  Guidons  of  DemohUized  Organiz(Uions  of 

Army  —  Disposition,  317, 

3.  Ratification  of  Prior  Acts   of  Secretary  of   War  Disposing  of 

Property  Affected  iy  This  Act,  317. 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  {Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act),  318. 

Sec.    1.  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance  —  Allotments  to  Public  Health 
Service,  318. 

Act  of  June  30,  1921,  318. 

Sec.  1.  Medical  Reserve  Corps  —  Officers  and  Nurses  —  Care  of  Bene- 
ficiaries of  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance  —  Pay,  318. 

Enlisted  Men  under  Eighteen  —  Discharge  —  Transportation,  318. 

Enlisted  Men  —  Reduction  in  Number,  318. 

Enlistment  Allowance  —  Repeal,  318. 

Flying  Cadets  —  Enlistment,  318. 

Clerks,  MesseTigers  and  Laborers — Assignment  to  Duty,  319, 

Supplies  —  Purchase  of  Fuel,  319. 

Transportation  on  Army  Transports  —  Members,  etc.,  of  Porto  Rican 
Government,  319. 

Motor-Propelled  Vehicles  —  Purchase,  319. 

Transportation  of  Civilian  Employees  and  Materials  —  Cost  Charged 
to  What  Appropriation,  319. 

Clothing  Accounts  of  Enlisted  Men  —  Settlement,  319. 

Issuance  of  Uniforms  to  Discharged  Enlisted  Men  —  Repeal  of  Act 
of  Feb.  28,  1919,  319. 

Riding  Horses  —  Encouragement  of  Breeding  —  Donations  and 
Prizes,  320. 

National  Guard  —  Federal  Pay,  320. 

National  Guard  —  Clothing  and  Equipment,  320. 

Res.  of  July  26,  1921,  No.  11,  320. 

Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance  — Accounts  of  Disbursing  Clerk  — 
Credits,  320. 

Act  of  Aug.  9,  1921,  321. 

Title  I. —  Veterans'  Bureau. 

Sec.  1.  Creation  of  Bureau  — Appointment  of  Director  —  Salary  —  Powers 
— Abolishment  of  Director  of  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance, 
321. 

2.  Execution  of  Provisions  of  Act  by  Director  —  Rules  and  Regula- 

tions, 321. 

3.  Transfer  of  Functions,  Powers  and  Duties  of  Other  Bureaus  and 

Boards  to  Veterans'  Bureau  —  War  Risk  Insurance  —  Vocor 
tional  Education,  321. 

4.  Transfer  of  Personnel,  Facilities,  Obligations,  etc.,  of  Other  Bureaus 

and  Boards  to  Veterans'  Bureau  —  War  Risk  Insurance  —  Pub- 
lic Health  Service  —  Rehabilitation  Division  of  Vocational  EdU" 
cation  Board,  321. 
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Sec.    5,  Transfer  of  Records,  etc.,  from  Other  Bureaus  and  Boards  to 
Veterans'  Bureau,  322. 

6.  Offices  and  Suboffices  —  Regional  Offices,  322. 

7.  Beneficiaries  of  Veterans'  Bureau,  Who  Are  —  Individual  Records, 

323. 

8.  Appropriations  and  Expenditures,  323. 

I  9.  Responsibility  of  Director  for  Care  of  Beneficiaries  —  Hospital, 

and  other  Facilities  —  Inspection  Service,  323. 

10.  Examination  of  Compensation  and  Insurance  Claims  —  Detail  of 

Clerks,  324. 

11.  Rules  arid  Regulations  for  Good  Conduct  of  Beneficiaries  Receiv- 

ing Treatment  or  Training  —  Penalties  for  Breach  —  Board  of 
I  Discipline  and  Morale,  325. 

\  12.  Allotment  by  Beneficiaries  of  Monthly  Compensation  —  Regulations 

Prescribing  Conditions  and  Limitations,  325. 

13.  Treatment  by  Bureau  of  Disabled  Members  of  Military  and  Naval 
Forces,  326. 

14.  Reports  to  Congress  by  Director  —  False  and  Fraudulent  Claims, 
etc.,  326. 

Title  II. —  Amendments  to  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act. 

15.  Discharge  or  Dismissal  from  Military  or  Naval  Forces  as  Affecting 
Right  to  Compensation — Enemy  Aliens — Sec.  29  Amended,  326. 

16.  Persons  Provisionally  Accepted  in  Military  or  Naval  Service  as 
Entitled  to  Benefits  of  Act  —  Sec.  31  Amended,  327. 

17.  Investigation  of  Application  for  Family  Allowance  —  Sec.  210 
Amended,  327. 

18.  Compensation  for  Death  or  Disability  —  Sec.  300  Amended,  328. 

19.  Review  of  Awards  —  Sec.  305  Amended,  329. 

20.  Time  of  Death  or  Disability  as  Affecting  Compensation  —  Sec.  306 
Amended,  329. 

21.  Assignment  to  United  States  of  Right  of  Action  for  Injuries  or 
Death  —  Fees  and  Mileage  to  Witnesses,  etc. —  Sec.  313 
Amended,  329. 

22.  Persons  Admitted  into  Military  or  Naval  Forces  after  Passage  of 
this  Amendatory  Act  —  Right  to  Benefits  of  Act  —  Sec.  315 
Added,  329. 

23.  Change  of  Status  of  Designated  Beneficiary  —  Permitted  Class  — 
Sec.  402  Amended,  330. 

24.  Form  of  Insurance — Sec.  404  Amended,  330. 

25.  Payment  of  benefits  —  Liability  of  United  States  —  Transfer  of 
Moneys  by  Director  —  Sec.  406  Added,  330. 

26.  Failure  of  Beneficiaries  of  Permitted  Class  to  Survive  Insured  — 
Payment  to  Estate  —  Escheat  —  Sec.  407  Added,  331. 

27.  Reinstatement  of  Lapsed  or  Cancelled  Yearly  Renewable  Term 
Insurance  —  Sec.  408  Added,  331. 

28.  Payment  of  Premiums — Waiver — Interest — Sec.  409  Added,  332. 

29.  Authority  of  Postmaster  General  to  Receive  Premiums  and  Appli- 
cations for  Reinstatement  of  Lapsed  Insurance,  etc. —  Sec.  410 
Added,  332. 

30.  Incontestability  of  Policies  of  Insurance  —  Sec.  411  Added,  333. 
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CROSS-REFERENCES. 

See  also  CEMETERIES;  CENSUS;  CLAIMS;  FOREIGN  RELATIONS; 
HOSPITALS  AND  ASYLUMS;  MILITARY  ACADEMY;  NAVAL 
ACADEMY;  NAVY;  PASSPORTS;  PATENTS;  POSTAL  SERVICE; 
VOCATIONAL  REHABILITATION. 

Joint  Besolution  Directing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  cease  enliBtin;  men  in 
the  Begnlar  Army  of  the  United  States,  except  in  the  case  of  those  men 
who  have  akeady  served  one  or  more  enlistments  therein. 

[Res.  of  Feb.  6,  1921,  No.  59.] 

[Enlistments  in  Begular  Army  —  cessation  of  activities.]  That  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  directed  and  instructed  to  cease  enlisting 
men  in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States  until  the  number  of  enlisted 
men  shall  not  exceed  one  hundred  and  seventy-five  thousand:  Provided,  fcow- 
ever.  That  nothing  contained  herein  shall  be  held  to  prohibit  the  reenlistment 
of  those  enlisted  men  who  have  had  one  or  more  enlistments  and  who  desire  to 
reenlist  in  the  Begular  Army. 

In  the  House  of  Representatives 

of  the  United  States. 

February  5,  1921. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  having  returned  to  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, in  which  it  originated,  the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  440)  entitled 
**  Joint  resolution  directing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  cease  enlisting  men  in 
the  Regular  Army  of  the  United  States,  except  in  the  case  of  those  men  who 
have  already  served  one  or  more  enlistments  therein,"  with  his  objections  thereto, 
the  House  proceeded  in  pursuance  of  the  Constitution  to  reconsider  the  same ; 
and 

Resolved,  That  the  said  joint  resolution  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  agreeing  to  pass  the  same. 

Attest:  Wm.  Tyler  Page 

Clerk. 

In  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 

February  5   {calendar  day,  February  7),  1921. 

The  Senate  having  proceeded,  in  pursuance  of  the  Constitution,  to  reconsider 
the  joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  440)  entitled  **  Joint  Resolution  directing  the 
Secretary  of  War  to  cease  enlisting  men  in  the  Regular  Army  of  the  United 
States,  except  in  the  case  of  those  men  who  have  already  seinred  one  or  more 
enlistments  therein,"  returned  to  the  House  of  Representatives  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  with  his  objections,  and  sent  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives to  the  Senate  with  the  message  of  the  President  returning  the  joint 
resolution. 

Resolved,  That  the  joint  resolution  do  pass,  two-thirds  of  the  Senate  agree- 
ing to  pass  the  same. 

Attest:  George  A.  Sanderson 

Secretary. 
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Sec.  2.  [Loan  of  tractors  to  states  —  use  in  highway  canstmction.]  That 
the  Secretary  of  War  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  empowered,  at  his 
discretion,  and  tinder  such  rales  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  to  loan 
to  any  State  of  the  Union,  when  so  requested  by  the  highway  department  of 
the  State,  such  tractors  as  are  retained  and  not  distributed  under  the 
Act  approved  March  16,  1920,  for  use  in  highway  construction  by  the  highway 
department  of  such  State :  Provided,  That  all  expenses  for  repairs  and  upkeep 
of  tractors  so  loaned  and  the  expenses  of  loading  and  freight  shall  be  paid  by 
the  State,  both  in  transfer  to  the  State  and  the  return  to  the  Army. 

This  is  from  the  Postal  Service  Appropriation  Act  of  March  1,  1921. 

For  Act  of  March  16,  1920,  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  289. 


Joint  Besolution  Declaring  that  certain  Acts  of  Oongress,  joint  resolutions, 
and  proclamations  shall  be  construed  as  if  the  war  had  ended  and  the 
present  or  existing  emergency  expired. 

[Res.  of  March  3, 1921,  No.  64.] 


[Bepeal  of  war  time  legislation  —  exceptions  —  Trading  with  the  Enemy 
Act  —  Liberty  Bond  Acts  —  War  Finance  Corporation  Act  —  Selective  Serv- 
ice Act — ^Act  amending  sec.  3  of  Espionage  Act — deserters  in  army  and  navy.] 

That  in  the  interpretation  of  any  provision  relating  to  the  duration  or  date 
of  the  termination  of  the  present  war  or  of  the  present  or  existing  emergency, 
meaning  thereby  the  war  between  the  Imperial  German  Government  and  the 
Imperial  and  Royal  Austro-Hungarian  Government  and  the  Government  and 
people  of  the  United  States,  in  any  Acts  of  Congress,  joint  resolutions,  or  pro- 
clamations of  the  President  containing  provisions  contingent  upon  the  dura- 
tion or  the  date  of  the  termination  of  such  war  or  of  such  present  or  existing 
emergency,  the  date  when  this  resolution  becomes  eflPective  shall  be  construed 
and  treated  as  the  date  of  the  termination  of  the  war  or  of  the  present  or 
existing  emergency;  notwithstanding  any  provision  in  any  Act  of  Congress  or 
joint  resolution  providing  any  other  mode  of  determining  the  date  of  such 
termination.  And  any  Act  of  Congress,  or  any  provision  of  any  such  Act, 
that  by  its  terms  is  in  force  only  during  the  existence  of  a  state  of  war,  or 
during  such  state  of  war  and  a  limited  period  of  time  thereafter,  ghall  be  con- 
strued and  administered  as  if  such  war  between  the  Governments  and  people 
aforesaid  terminated  on  the  date  when  this  resolution  becomes  eflPective,  any 
provision  of  such  law  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding;  excepting,  however, 
from  the  operation  and  eflfect  of  this  resolution  the  following  Acts  and  proc- 
lamations to,  wit :  Title  2  of  the  Act  entitled  * '  The  Food  Control  and  District 
of  Columbia  Rents  Act,"  approved  October  22,  1919  (Forty-first  Statutes, 
page  297),  the  Act  known  as  the  Trading  with  the  Enemy  Act,  approved 
October  6,  1917  (Fortieth  Statutes,  page  411),  and  all  amendments  thereto, 
and  the  First,  Second,  Third,  and  Fourth  Liberty  Bond  Acts,  the  Supplement 
to  the  Second  Liberty  Bond  Act,  and  the  Victory  Liberty  Loan  Act;  titles 
1  and  3  of  the  War  Finance  Corporation  Act  (Fortieth  Statutes,  page  506)  as 
amended  by  the  Act  approved  March  3,  1919  (Fortieth  Statutes,  page  1313), 
and  Public  Resolution  Numbered  55,  Sixty-sixth  Congress,  entitled  **  Joint 
resolution  directing  the  War  Finance  Corporation  to  take  certain  action  for 
the  relief  of  the  present  depression  in  the  agricultural  sections  of  the  country, 
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and  for  other  purposes, ' '  passed  January  4,  1921 ;  also  the  proclamations  issued 
under  the  authority  conferred  by  the  Acts  herein  excepted  from  the  effect  and 
operation  of  this  resolution:  Provided,  however,  That  nothing  herein  con- 
tained shall  be  construed  as  effective  to  terminate  the. military  status  of  any 
person  now  in  desertion  from  the  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States, 
nor  to  terminate  the  liability  to  prosecution  and  punishment  under  the  selective 
service  law,  approved  May  18,  1917  (Fortieth  Statutes,  page  76),  of  any  person 
who  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  said  Act,  or  of  Acts  amendatory 
thereof:  Provided  further,  That  the  Act  entitled  '*An  Act  to  amend  section  3, 
title  1,  of  the  Act  entitled  'An  Act  to  punish  acts  of  interference  with  foreign 
relations,  the  neutrality,  and  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United  States,  to  pun- 
ish espionage,  and  better  to  enforce  the  criminal  laws  of  the  United  States,  and 
for  other  purposes,'  approved  June  15,  1917  (Fortieth  Statutes,  page  217), 
and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  May  16,  1918  (Fortietti  Statutes,  page  553), 
be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  repealed,  and  that  said  section  3  of  said  Act  approved 
June  15,  1917,  is  hereby  revived  and  restored  with  the  same  force  and  effect 
as  originally  enacted. 

Nothing  herein  contained  shall  be  held  to  exempt  from  prosecution  or  to 
relieve  from  punishment  any  offense  heretofore  committed  in  violation  of  any 
Act  hereby  repealed  or  which  may  be  committed  while  it  remains  in  force  as 
herein  provided. 

For  Act  of  Oct.  22,  1919,  Title  2,  excepted  from  repeal  by  the  text,  see  1919  8upp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  60. 

For  Trading  with  the  Enemy  Act,  excepted  from  repeal  by  the  text,  see  1918  Snpp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  846;  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  355. 

For  the  different  Liberty  Bond  Acts  excepted  from  repeal  by  the  text,  see  1918  Supp. 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  672;    1919  Supp.   Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  309. 

For  Refiolution  of  Jan.  4,  1921,  reviving  the  War  Finance  Corporation,  excepted  from 
repeal  by  the  text,  see  supra  this   volume,  p.  26. 

For  section  3  of  Act  of  June  15,  1917,  revived  by  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
123   note. 

For  Act  of  May  18,  1917  (Selective  Service  Law),  mentioned  in  the  text,  see  9  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.   1133. 


An  Act  Authorizing  bestowal  upon  the  unknown,  unidentified  British  soldier 
buried  in  Westminster  Abbey  and  the  unknown,  unidentified  French 
soldier  buried  in  the  Arc  de  Triomphe  of  the  congressional  medal  of  honor. 

[Act  of  March  4,  1921,] 

[Congressional  medal  of  honor  —  bestowal  on  unknown  British  and  French 
soldier  buried  in  Westminster  Abbey  and  Arc  de  Triomphe.]  Whereas  Great 
Britain  and  France,  two  of  the  Allies  of  the  United  States  in  the  World  War, 
have  lately  done  honor  to  the  unknown  dead  of  their  armies  by  placing  with 
fitting  ceremony  the  body  of  an  unknown,  unidentified  soldier,  respectively,  in 
Westminster  Abbey  and  in  the  Arc  de  Triomphe ;  and 

Whereas,  animated  by  the  same  spirit  of  comradeship  in  which  we  of  the 
American  forces  fought  alongside  these  allies,  we  desire  to  add  whatever  we 
can  to  the  imperishable  glory  won  by  the  deeds  of  our  allies  and  commemorated 
in  part  by  this  tribute  to  their  unknown  dead :   Now,  therefore, 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United 
States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be,  and  he  hereby  is,  authorized  to  bestow  with  appropriate  ceremonies,  mill- 
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tary  and  civil,  the  congressional  medal  of  honor  upon  the  unknown,  unidentified 
British  soldier  buried  in  Westminster  Abbey,  London,  England,  and  upon  the 
unknown,  unidentified  Frendi  soldier  buried  in  the  Arc  de  Triomphe,  Paris^ 
France. 


An  Act  To  autborize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  furnish  to  the  Nattonal  Museum 
certain  articles  of  the  anns,  materiel,  equipment,  or  clothing  heretofortf 
issued  or  produced  for  the  United  States  Army,  and  to  -dispose  of  oolors, 
standards,  and  guidons  d  demobilised  organiwtiona  of  the  United  Stales 
Army,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  March  4,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  [Vational  Museum  furnished  with  articles  issued  to  Army  and 
of  general  interest.]  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  authorized 
to  furnish  to  the  National  Museum,  for  exhibition,  upon  request  therefor  by 
the  administrative  head  thereof,  such  articles  of  arms,  materiel,  equipment,  or 
clothing  as  have  been  issued  from  time  to  time  to  the  United  States  Army,  or 
vdiich  have  been  or  may  hereafter  be  produced  for  the  United  States  Army, 
and  which  are  objects  of  general  interest  or  of  foreign  or  curious  research, 
provided  that  such  articles  are  surplus  or  can  be  spared. 


Sbc.  2.  [Colors,  standards  and  guidons  of  demobilised  organisations  of 
Army  —  disposition.]  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  author- 
ized to  dispose  of  all  colors,  standards,  and  guidons  of  demobilized  organizations 
of  the  United  States  Army  in  the  following  manner:  Any  which  were  used 
during  their  service  by  such  organizations  and  which  were  brought  into  the 
service  of  the  United  States  from  the  National  Guard  of  any  State  may  be 
returned  to  that  State  upon  request  therefor  from  the  governor  thereof;  and 
all  others  may  be  sent,  upon  request  of  the  governor  thereof,  to  whatever 
State  the  Secretary  of  War  may  determine  to  have  furnished  the  majority  of 
men  to  any  such  organizati<m  at  the  time  of  its  formation :  Provided,  however. 
That  where  it  is  impossible  to  determine  what  State  furnished  a  majority  of 
the  men  of  an  organization  at  the  time  of  its  formation,  or  where  any  organiza- 
tion was  so  cosmopolitan  in  its  original  make-up  that  it  is  impossible  to  identify 
it  with  any  particular  State,  the  colors  of  such  organization  will  be  turned  in 
to  the  Quartermaster  General  for  such  national  use  as  the  Secretary  of  War 
may  direct :  Provided  further,  That  the  title  to  all  such  colors,  standards,  and 
guidons  shall  remain  in  the  United  States:  And  provided  further.  That  the 
Secretary  of  War  shall  require  assurance  that  proper  provision  has  been  or 
will  be  made  for  their  care  and  preservation  before  returning  or  sending  the 
same  as  herein  authorized. 

Sec.  3.  [Ratifloatton  of  prior  Acts  of  Secretary  of  War  disposing  of  prop- 
er^ affected  by  this  Act.]  That  in  all  cases  in  which  the  Secretary  of  War 
has  heretofore  furnished  to  the  National  Museum  any  property  of  the  kinds 
described  in  section  1  hereof,  or  has  disposed  of  any  colors,  standards,  or 
guidons  of  demobilized  organizations  of  the  United  States  Army  in  the  manner 
provided  by  section  2  hereof,  his  acts  and  doings  in  the  premises  are  hereby 
ratified  and  confirmed. 
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[Sec.  1.]     •  •  •    [Bureau  of  War  Bisk  bisoranoe  —  allotments  to  Piiblie 

Health  Service.]  The  allotments  made  by  the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance 
to  the  Public  Health  Service  for  the  care  of  beneficiaries  of  that  bureau  by 
the  said  service  shall  also  be  available  for  expenditure  by  the  Public  Health 
Service  on  that  account  for  necessary  personnel,  regular  and  reserve  com- 
missioned officers  of  the  Public  Health  Service  and  clerical  help  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  elsewhere,  maintenance,  equipment,  leases,  fuel,  lights,  water, 
printing,  freight,  transportation  and  travel,  and  maintenance  and  operation  of 
passenger  motor  vehicles. 

This  is  from  the  Sundry  Civil  Appropriation  Act  of  March  4,  1921. 


An  Act  Making  appropriations  for  the  support  of  the  Army  for  the  fiscal 

year  ending  June  30,  1922,  and  for  other  purposes. 

[Act  of  June  30,  1921.] 

[Sec.  1.]  *  *  *  [Medical  Beserve  Corps  —  officers  and  nurses  —  care  of 
beneficiaries  of  Bureau  of  War  Bisk  Insurance  —  pay.]  That  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  such  additional  officers  and  nurses  of  the  Medical  Reserve  Corps  as 
are  reqtiired  to  supplement  the  like  officers  and  nurses  of  the  Regular  Army 
in  the  care  of  beneficiaries  of  the  Bureau  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  treated 
in  Army  hospitals  may  be  paid  from  the  funds  allotted  to  the  War  Department 
by  that  bureau  under  existing  law. 

•  •  •  [Enlisted  men  under  eighteen — discharge  —  transportation.]  The 
Secretary  of  War  shall  discharge  froih  the  military  service  with  pay  and  with 
the  form  of  discharge  certificate  to  which  the  service  of  each,  after  enlistment, 
shall  entitle  him,  all  enlisted  men  under  the  age  of  eighteen  on  the  applica- 
tion of  either  of  their  parents  or  legal  guardian,  and  shall  also  furnish  to  each 
transportation  in  kind  from  the  place  of  discharge  to  the  railroad  station  at  or 
nearest  to  the  place  of  acceptance  for  enlistment,  or  to  his  home  if  the  distance 
thereto  is  no  greater  than  from  the  place  of  discharge  to  the  place  of  acceptance 
for  enlistment,  but  if  the  distance  be  greater  he  may  be  furnished  with  transpor- 
tation in  kind  for  a  distance  equal  to  that  from  place  of  discharge  to  place  of 
acceptance  for  enlistment ; 

•  •  •  [Enlisted  men  —  reduction  in  number.]  The  Secretary  of  War 
is  directed  under  such  reasonable  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe  to  grant 
applications  for  discharge  of  enlisted  men  serving  in  the  continental  United 
States  without  regard  to  the  provisions  of  existing  law  respecting  discharges 
until  the  number  in  the  Army  has  been  reduced  to  150,000  enlisted  men,  not 
including  the  Philippine  Scouts.  The  provisions  of  this  paragraph  shall  take 
effect  immediately  upon  the  approval  of  this  Act. 

•  *  *  [Enlistzment  allowance  —  repeal.]  The  provisions  of  section  27  of 
the  Army  Reorganization  Act,  approved  June  4,  1920,  providing  an  enlistment 
allowance,  are  hereby  repealed. 

For  sec.  27  of  Act  of  Jnne  4,  1920,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  316. 

•  •  •  [Fljring  cadets  —  enlistment.]  Nothing  contained  in  Public  Resolu- 
tion Numbered  59  of  the  Sixty-sixth  Congress  shall  be  held  to  prohibit  the 
enlistment  of  flying  cadets  to  the  number  of  five  hundred* 
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*  •  •  [Clerks,  messengers  and  laborers  —  assignment  to  duty.]  That  no 
clerk,  messenger,  or  laborer  at  headquarters  of  tactical  divisions,  military 
departments,  brigades,  service  schools,  and  office  of  the  Chief  of  Staff  shall  be 
assigned  to  duty  in  any  bureau  of  the  War  Department. 

*  •  •  [Supplies  —  purchase  of  fueL]  That  hereafter  when,  in  the  opin- 
ion  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  United  States  so  to  do, 
he  is  authorized  to  enter  into  contracts  and  to  incur  obligations  for  fuel  in 
sufficient  quantities  to  meet  the  requirements  for  one  year  without  regard  to 
the  current  fiscal  year,  and  payments  for  supplies  delivered  under  such  contracts 
may  be  made  from  funds  appropriated  for  the  fiscal  year  in  which  the  contract 
is  made,  or  from  funds  appropriated  or  which  may  be  appropriated  for  such 
supplies  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year. 

*  *  *  [Transportation  on  Army  transports  —  members,  eftc.,  of  Porto  Bicaa 

Oovemment.]  That  hereafter  when,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  War, 
accommodations  are  available,  transportation  on  Army  transports  may  be  pro- 
vided for  the  members  and  employees  of  the  Porto  Rican  Gk>vemment  and  their 
families  on  official  business  without  expense  to  United  States : 

*  *  *  [Motor-propelled  vehicles  —  purchase.]  That  none  of  the  funds 
appropriated  or  made  available  under  this  Act  or  any  of  the  unexpended 
balances  of  any  other  Act  shall  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  motor-propelled 
passenger  or  freight  carrying  vehicles  for  the  Army  except  those  that  are  pur- 
chased solely  for  exx)erimental  purposes. 

*  4e  *  [Transportation  of  civilian  employees  and  materials  —  cost  charged 
to  what  appropriation.]  That  hereafter  the  cost  of  transportation  of  civilian 
employees  and  of  materials  in  connection  with  the  construction  or  maintenance 
of  seacoast  fortifications,  or  the  acquisition  of  land  therefor,  by  the  Engineer 
Department,  or  with  the  manufacturing  and  purchase  activities  of  the  Ordnance 
Department  and  the  Chemical  Warfare  Service,  shall  be  charged  to  the  appro- 
priations for  the  work  in  connection  with  which  such  transportation  charges 
are  incurred. 

*  *  *  [Clothing  accounts  of  enlisted  men  —  settlement.]  That  hereafter 
the  settlement  of  clothing  accounts  of  enlisted  men,  including  charges  for  cloth- 
ing drawn  in  excess  of  clothing  allowance  and  payments  of  amounts  due  them 
when  they  draw  less  than  their  allowance,  shall  be  made  at  such  periods  and 
under  such  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of  War. 

*  *  *  [Issuance  of  uniforms  to  discharged  enlisted  men  —  repeal  of  Act 
of  Feb.  28,  1919.]  That  portion  of  the  Act  of  February  28,  1919,  relating  to 
the  issuance  of  uniforms  to  discharged  enlisted  men  is  hereby  repealed :  Pro- 
vided, That  such  uniforms  shall  be  issued  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
said  Act  to  those  enlisted  men  who  served  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States  at 
any  time  between  April  6,  1917,  and  January  1,  1920,  whose  applications  there- 
for shall  have  been  received  at  the  War  Department  prior  to  June  1,  1921: 
Provided  further,  That  there  may  be  transferred  during  the  fiscal  year  1922 
from  the  appropriations  contained  herein  for  **  Subsistence  of  the  Army,'* 
"  Regular  Supplies,  Quartermaster  Corps,"  **  Incidental  Expenses,  Quarter- 
master Corps,''  **  Water  and  sewers  at  military  posts,''  and  '*  Clothing  and 
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camp  and  garrison  equipage,''  to  the  appropriation  for  '*  Transportation  of 
the  Army  and  its  supplies,"  such  amounts  as  may  be  necessary. 

For  Act  of  Feb.   28,  1919,  repealed  in  part  by  the  text,  see  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  870. 

•  •  •  [Biding  horses  —  encouraj^ement  of  breeding  —  donations  and 
prizes.]  That  the  Secretary  of  War  may,  in  his  discretion,  and  under  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  he  may  prescribe,  accept  donations  of  animals  for 
breeding  and  donations  of  money  or  other  property  to  be  used  as  prizes  or 
awards  at  agricultural  fairs,  horse  shows,  and  similar  exhibitions,  in  order  to 
encourage  the  breeding  of  riding  horses  suitable  for  Army  purposes : 

•  •    •    [National  Guard  —  Federal  pay.]    That  members  of  the  Natienal 

Guard  who  have  or  shall  become  entitled  lor  a  continuous  period  of  less  than 
one  month  to  Federal  pay  at  the  rates  fixed  for  the  Regular  Army,  whether  by 
virtue  of  a  call  by  the  President,  of  attendance  at  school  or  maneuver,  or  of 
any  other  cause,  and  whose  accounts  have  not  yet  been  settled,  shall  receive  such 
pay  for  each  day  of  such  period ;  and  the  thirty-first  day  of  a  calendar  month 
shall  not  be  excluded  from  the  computation : 

•  *  *  [{National  Onard  —  clothing  and  equipment.]  That  the  Secretary 
of  War  is  hereby  directed  to  issue  from  surplus  or  reserve  stores  and  materiel 
now  on  hand  and  purchased  for  the  United  States  Army  such  articles  of  cloth- 
ing and  equipment  and  Field  Artillery  materiel  and  ammunition  as  may  be 
needed  by  the  National  Guard  organized  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act  entitled 
''An  Act  for  making  further  and  more  effectual  provision  for  the  national 
defense,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  3,  1916,  as  amended  by  the 
Act  approved  June  4,  1920.  This  issue  shall  be  made  without  charge  against 
militia  appropriations. 

For  Act  of  June  3,  1916,  as  amended,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  279. 


Joint  Besolution  Authorizing  and  directing  the  accounting  officers  of  the 
Treasury  to  allow  credit  to  the  disbursing  clerk  of  the  Bureau  of  War 
Bisk  Insurance  in  certain  cases. 

[Res.  of  July  26,  1921,  No,  IL] 


[Bureau  of  War  Bisk  Insurance  —  accounts  of  disbursing  derk  —  credits.] 

That  for  such  reasonable  time  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
but  not  extending  beyond  the  fiscal  year  ending  Jiuie  30,  1922,  the  accounting 
ofScers  of  the  Treasury  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  allow  credit  in 
the  accounts  of  the  disbursing  clerk  of  the  Bureau  of  War  Bisk  Insurance  for 
all  payments  of  insurance  installments  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  under  the 
provisions  of  article  4  of  the  War  Bisk  Insurance  Act  in  advance  of  the  verifica^ 
tion  of  the  deduction  on  the  pay  roUs  or  of  the  payment  otherwise  of  aU 
premiiux^s. 

,  For'  Art.  4  of  the  War  Bisk  Insurance  Act,  meatioiied  in  ^he  text,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)   1325. 
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An  Act  To  estabUah  a  Veterans'  Bureau  *  and  to  improve  the  faoilitleft  and 
service  of  such  bureau,  and  further  to  amend  and  modify  the  War  Bisk 
Insurance  Aot. 

[Act  of  Aug.  9,  1921.] 

TiTLB  I. —  Veterans'  Bureau. 

Section  1.  [Creation  of  bureau  —  appointment  of  director  —  salary — pow- 
ers—  abolishment  of  director  of  bureau  of  War  Bisk  Insurance.]  There  is 
hereby  establiished  an  independent  bureau  under  the  President  to  be  known  as 
the  Veterans'  Bureau,  the  director  of  which  shall  be  appointed  by  the  Presi- 
dent, by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of  the  Senate.  The  director  of  the 
Veterans'  Bureau  shall  receive  a  salary  of  $10,000  per  annum,  payable  monthly. 

The  word  **  director,"  as  hereinafter  used  in  this  Act,  shall  mean  the  Director 
of  the  Veterans'  Bureau. 

The  powers  and  duties  pertaining  to  the  office  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  War  Risk  Insurance  now  in  the  Treasury  Department  are  hereby  transferred 
to  the  director,  subject  to  the  general  direction  of  the  President,  and  the  said 
office  of  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance  is  hereby  abolished. 

There  shall  be  included  on  the  technical  and  administrative  staff  of  the 
director  such  staff  ofBcers,  experts,  and  assistants  as  the  director  shall  prescribe ; 
and  there  shall  be  in  the  Veterans'  Bureau  such  sections  and  subdivisions  thereof 
as  the  director  shall  prescribe. 

Sec.  2.  [Execution  of  provisions  of  Act  by  director  —  rules  and  regulations.] 

The  director,  subject  to  the  general  direction  of  the  President,  shall  administer^ 
execute,  and  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  for  that  purpose  shall  have 
full  power  and  authority  to  make  rules  and  regulations  not  inconsistent  with 
the  provisions  of  this  Act,  which  are  necessary  or  appropriate  to  carry  out  its 
purposes  and  shall  decide  all  questions  arising  under  this  Act  except  as  otherwise 
provided  herein. 

Sec.  3.  [Transfer  of  functions,  powers  and  duties  of  other  bureaus  and 
boards  to  Veterans'  Bureau  —  War  Bisk  Insurance  —  vocational  education.] 

The  functions,  powers,  and  duties  conferred  by  existing  law  upon  the  Bureau 
of  War  Risk  Insurance  are  hereby  transferred  to  and  made  a  part  of  the 
Veterans'  Bureau. 

The  functions,  powers,  and  duties  conferred  upon  the  Federal  Board  of 
Vocational  Education  by  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  provide  for  vocational 
rehabilitation  and  return  to  civil  employment  of  disabled  persons  discharged 
from  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  June  27,  1918,  and  amendments  thereto,  are  hereby  transferred  to  and 
made  a  part  of  the  Veterans'  Bureau. 

For  Act  of  June  27,  1918,  and  amendments,  above  mentioned,  see  IMS  Supp.  875  and  1919 
Supp.  359. 

Sec.  4.  [Transfer  of  personnel,  facilities,  obligations,  etc.,  of  other  bureaus 
and  boards  to  Veterans'  Bureau  —  War  Bisk  Insurance — Public  Health  Serv- 
ice —  Sehabilitation  Division  of  Vocational  Education  Board.]    Ail  personnel, 

■■  '  II  I  ■  ■  I  ■  - — m  I     I     ■    I  ■  * 

*  yame  of  Bureau  cha/nged. —  By  Resolution  of  August  24,  1921,  No.  19,  it  was  provided: 
"  That  the  Veterans'  Bureau,  created  by  the  Act  entitled  '  An  Act  to  establish  a  Veteraiis' 
Bureau  and  to  improve  the  facilities  and  service  of  such  bureau,  and  further  to  amend  and 
modify  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act/  approved  August  9,  1921,  shall  be  known  as  the 
'United  States  Veterans'  Bureau/  and  whenever  UMd  bt  such  Act  the  term  'Veterana' 
Bureau  '  shall  mean  '  United  States  Veterans'  bureau.' " 
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facilities,  property,  and  equipment,  including  leases,  contracts,  and  other*  obli- 
gations and  instrumentalities  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  elsewhere  of  the 
Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance,  of  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service,  as 
described  and  provided  in  a  written  order  of  the  Treasury  Department  issued 
and  signed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on  April  19,  1921,  and  designated 
**  Order  relative  to  the  transfer  of  certain  activities  of  the  United  States  Pub- 
lic Health  Service,  relating  to  the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance,  including 
the  trainees  of  the  Rehabilitation  Division  of  the  Federal  Board  for  Vocational 
Education,"  and  of  the  Rehabilitation  Division  of  the  Federal  Board  for  Voca- 
tional Education,  as  a  result  of  the  administration  of  the  Act  approved  June 
27,  1918,  and  amendments  thereto,  are  hereby  transferred  to  and  made  a  part 
of  the  Veterans'  Bureau  under  the  control,  management,  operation,  and  super- 
vision of  the  director,  and  subject  to  such  change  in  designation  and  organiza- 
tion as  he  may  deem  necessary  in  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  this  Act :  Pro- 
vided, That  all  commissioned  personnel  detailed  or  hereafter  detailed  from  the 
United  States  Public  Health  Service  to  the  Veterans'  Bureau,  shall  hold  the 
same  rank  and  grade,  shall  receive  the  same  pay  and  allowances,  and  shall  be 
subject  to  the  same  rules  for  relative  rank  and  promotion  as  now  or  hereafter 
may  be  provided  by  law  for  commissioned  personnel  of  the  same  rank  or  grade 
or  performing  the  same  or  similar  duties  in  the  United  States  Public  Health 
Service. 

For  Act  of  June  27,  1918,  and  amendments,  above  mentioned,  see  1918  Supp.   875  and  1919 
Supp.  359. 

Sec.  5.  [Transfer  of  records,  etc.,  from  other  bureaus  and  boards  to  Veterans' 
Bureau.]  All  records,  files,  documents,  correspondence,  and  other  papers 
relating  to  service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered  by  the  United  States  Public 
Health  Service  in  the  medical  examination,  assignment  to  hospitals,  and  treat- 
ment of  persons  who  are  now  or  have  been  patients  and  beneficiaries  of  the 
Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance  or  of  the  Rehabilitation  Division  of  the  Federal 
Board  for  Vocational  Education,  as  a  result  of  the  administration  of  the  Act 
approved  June  27, 1918,  and  amendments  thereto,  and  as  described  and  provided 
in  a  written  order  of  the  Treasury  Department  issued  and  signed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  on  April  19,  1921,  and  designated  **  Order- relative  to  the 
transfer  of  certain  activities  of  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service  relating 
to  the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance,  including  the  trainees  of  the  Rehabilita- 
tion Division  of  the  Federal  Board  for  Vocational  Education,"  shall  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  Veterans'  Bureau. 

All  records,  files,  documents,  correspondence,  and  other  papers  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance,  and  those  which  as  a  result  of  the 
administration  of  the  Act  approved  June  27,  1918,  and  amendments  thereto, 
are  in  the  possession  of  the  Rehabilitation  Division  of  the  Federal  Board  for 
Vocational  Education  shall  be  transferred  to  the  Veterans'  Bureau. 

For  Act  of  June  27,  1918,  and  amendments,  above  mentioned,  see  1918  Supp.  875  and  1919 
Supp.  359. 

Sbg.  6.  [Offices  and  snboffices  —  regional  offices.]  The  director  shall  estab- 
lish a  central  oflSce  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  not  more  than  fourteen 
regional  offices  and  such  subofSces,  not  exceeding  one  hundred  and  forty  in 
number,  within  the  territory  of  the  United  States  and  its  outlying  possessions 
as  may  be  deemed  necessary  by  him  and  in  the  best  interests  of  the  work  com- 
mitted to  the  Veterans'  Bureau  and  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Act. 
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Such  regional  oflSces  may,  pending  final  action  by  the  director  in  case  of  an 
apx>eal,  under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  prescribed  by  the  director, 
exercise  such  powers  for  hearing  complaints  and  for  examining,  rating,  and 
awarding  compensation  claims,  granting  medical,  surgical,  dental,  and  hospital, 
care,  convalescent  care,  and  necessary  and  reasonable  after  care,  making  insur- 
ance awards,  granting  vocational  training,  and  all  otlier  matters  delegated  to 
them  by  the  director  as  could  be  performed  lawfully  under  this  Act  by  the  central 
office.  The  suboffices  shall  have  such  powers  as  may  be  delegated  to  them  by  the 
director,  except  to  make  compensation  and  insurance  awards  and  to  grant 
vocational  training. 

The  regional  offices  and  suboffices,  with  all  authority  to  establish  such  offices, 
shall  terminate  on  June  30,  1926,  but  nothing  herein  shall  prevent  the  director 
from  terminating  any  regional  offices  or  suboffices  when  in  his  judgment  this 
may  be  done  without  detriment  to  the  administration  of  this  Act,  and  upon  such 
termination  all  records  and  supplies  pertaining  thereto  shall  be  delivered  to  the 
central  office. 

Sbc.  7.  [Beneficiaries  of  Veterans'  Bnreaii,  who  are  —  individual  records.] 
The  beneficiaries  of  the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance  and  the  Rehabilitation 
Division  of  the  Federal  Board  for  Vocational  Education  shall  hereafter  be  the 
beneficiaries  of  the  Veterans'  Bureau,  and  complete  individual  record  of  each 
beneficiary  shall  be  kept  by  the  Veterans'  Bureau. 

Sec.  8.  [Appropriations  and  expenditures.]  All  sums  heretofore  appropri- 
ated for  carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  and  amend- 
ments thereto,  and  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act  entitled  '^An  Act  to 
provide  for  vocational  rehabilitation  and  return  to  civil  employment  of  dis- 
abled persons  discharged  from  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  27,  1918,  and  amendments  thereto, 
shall,  where  unexpended,  be  made  available  for  the  Veterans'  Bureau,  and  may 
be  expended  in  such  manner  as  the  director  deems  necessary  in  carrying  out  the 
purposes  of  this  Act,  with  the  restrictions  heretofore  imposed  as  to  number  of 
persons  that  may  be  employed  at  stated  salaries. 

For  Act  of  June  27,  1918,  and  amendments,  above  mentioned,  see  1918  Supp.  875  and  1919 
Siipp.  359. 

Sec.  9.  [Responsibility  of  director  for  care  of  beneficiaries  —  hospital  and 
other  facilities  —  inspection  service.]  The  director,  subject  to  the  gen- 
eral directions  of  the  President,  shall  be  responsible  for  the  proper  examina- 
tion, medical  care,  treatment,  hospitalization,  dispensary,  and  convalescent  care, 
necessary  and  reasonable  after  care,  welfare  of,  nursing,  vocational  training, 
and  such  other  services  as  may  be  necessary  in  the  carrying  out  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act,  and  for  that  purpose  is  hereby  authorized  to  utilize  the  now 
existing  or  future  facilities  of  the  United  States  Public  Health  Service,  the 
War  Department,  the  Navy  Department,  the  Interior  Department,  the  National 
Homes  for  Disabled  Volunteer  Soldiers,  and  such  other  governmental  facilities 
as  may  be  made  available  for  the  purposes  set  forth  in  this  Act ;  and  such  gov- 
ernmental agencies  are  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  furnish  such  facilities, 
including  personnel,  equipment,  medical,  surgical,  and  hospital  services  and 
supplies  as  the  director  may  deem  necessary  and  advisable  in  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  this  Act,  in  addition  to  such  governmental  facilities  as  are  hereby 
made  available. 
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In  order  to  standardize  the  character  of  examination,  medical  care,  treatment, 
hospitalization,  dispensary,  and  convalescent  care,  nursing,  vocational  training, 
and  such  other  services  as  may  be  necessary  for  beneficiaries  under  this  Act,  the 
director  shall  maintain  an  inspection  service,  with  authority  to  examine  all 
facilities  and  services  utilized  in  carrying  out  the  purpose  of  this  Act,  and  for 
this  purpose,  with  the  approval  of  the  President,  may  utilize  such  other  Govern- 
ment or  private  agencies  as  may  be  deemed  practicable  and  necessary.  The 
head  of  the  inspection  service  shall  report  to  the  director  in  the  manner  the 
director  may  prescribe  the  result  of  each  examination  of  facilities  and  services, 
and  shall  recommend  to  him  methods  of  standardizing  such  facilities  and  services. 

When,  in  the  opinion  of  the  director,  the  facilities  and  services  utilized  for  the 
hospitalization,  medical  care,  and  treatment  for  beneficiaries  under  this  Act  are 
unsatisfactory,  the  director  shall  make  arrangements  for  the  further  hospitaliza- 
tion, care,  and  treatment  of  such  beneficiaries  by  other  means. 

In  the  event  that  there  is  not  sufficient  Government  hospital  and  other  facili- 
ties for  the  proper  medical  care  and  treatment  of  beneficiaries  under  this  Act, 
and  the  director  deems  it  necessary  and  advisable  to  secure  additional  Govern- 
ment facilities,  he  may,  within  the  limits  of  appropriations  made  for  carryini^ 
out  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph,  and  with  the  approval  of  the  President, 
improve  or  extend  existing  governmental  facilities,  or  acquire  additional  facili- 
ties by  purchase  or  otherwise.  Such  new  property  and  structures  as  may  be 
so  improved,  extended,  or  acquired  shall  become  part  of  the  permanent  equii>- 
ment  of  the  Veterans'  Bureau  or  of  some  one  of  the  now  existing  agencies  of 
the  Government,  including  the  War  Department,  Navy  Department,  Interior 
Department,  Treasury  Department,  the  National  Homes  for  Disabled  Volunteer 
Soldiers,  in  such  a  way  as  will  best  serve  the  present  enuergency,  taking  into 
consideration  the  future  services  to  be  rendered  the  veterans  of  the  World  War, 
including  the  beneficiaries  under  this  Act. 

In  the  event  Government  hospital  facilities  and  other  facilities  are  not  thus 
available  or  are  not  sufficient,  the  director  may  contract  with  State,  municipal, 
or  private  hospitals  for  such  medical,  surgical,  and  hospital  services  and  supplies 
as  may  be  required,  and  such  contracts  may  be  made  for  a  period  of  not  exceed- 
ing five  years  and  may  be  for  the  use  of  a  ward  or  other  hospital  unit  or  on  such 
other  basis  as  may  be  in  the  best  interest  of  the  beneficiaries  under  this  Act. 

The  President  is  hereby  authorized,  should  he  deem  it  necessary  and  advisable 
for  the  proper  medical  care  and  treatment  of  beneficiaries  under  this  Act,  to 
transfer  to  the  director  the  operation,  management,  and  control  of  specifically 
designated  hospitals  now  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Health  Service. 
Such  hospitals  when  transferred  shall  be  used  exclusively  for  beneficiaries  under 
this  Act  and  shall  be  under  the  operative  control  of  the  director  for  such  period 
of  time  as  the  President  may  prescribe. 

Sec.  10.  [Examination  of  compensation  and  insurance  claimA  —  detail  of 
clerks.]  For  the  purpose  of  this  Act,  the  director  is  authorized  to  detail  from 
time  to  time  clerks  or  persons  employed  in  the  bureau,  to  make  examinations 
into  the  merits  of  compensation  and  insurance  claims,  whether  pending  or  adjudi- 
cated, as  he  may  deem  proper,  and  to  aid  in  the  preparation,  presentation,  or 
examination  of  such  claims ;  and  any  such  person  so  detailed  shall  have  power  to 
administer  oaths,  take  affidavits,  and  certify  to  the  correctness  of  the  papers 
and  documents  pertaining  to  the  administration  of  this  Act.  Nothing  in  this 
section  shall  be  construed  to  authorize  a  travel  allowance  to  clerks  or  persons 
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for  transportation  or  subsistence  outside  of  the  district  in  which  they  are 
employed. 

« 

Sec.  11.  [Rules  and  regulations  for  good  conduct  of  benefldaries  receiving 
treatment  or  training — penalties  for  breach  —  board  of  discipline  and 
morale.]  The  director  is  hereby  authorized  to  make  such  rules  and  regula- 
lations  as  may  be  deeined  necessary  in  order  to  promote  good  conduct  on  the 
part  of  persons  who  are  receiving  care  or  treatment  in  hospitals,  homes,  or  insti- 
tutions as  patients  or  beneficiaries  of  said  bureau  during  their  stay  in  such  ho» 
pitals,  homes,  institutions,  or  training  centers.  Penalties  for  the  breach  of 
such  rules  and  regulations  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  director,  extend  to  a 
forfeiture  by  the  offender  of  such  portion  of  the  compensation  payable  to  him, 
not  exceeding  three-fourths  of  the  monthly  installment  per  month  for  three 
months,  for  a  breach  committed  while  receiving  treatment  in  such  hospital, 
home,  institution,  or  training  center  as  may  be  prescribed  by  such  rules  and 
regulations:  Provided,  That  the  offender  shall  have  the  right  to  appeal  the 
decision  involving  the  forfeiture  of  a  part  of  his  compensation  to  a  board  of 
three  persons  which  shall  be  established  and  appointed  by  the  director  in  Sep- 
tember of  each  year  for  each  regional  district.  Such  board  shall  be  known  as 
the  Board  on  Discipline  and  Morale.  It  shall  serve  without  compensation,  and 
at  least  one  of  the  members  of  such  board  shall  be  an  ex-service  man  and  a 
member  of  some  war  veterans'  organization.  No  person  who  is  in  the  employ 
of  the  United  States  shall  be  a  member  of  such  board.  The  decision  of  such 
board,  after  hearing  all  the  evidence  presented  by  the  offender  and  those  charg 
ing  a  breach  of  the  rules  and  regulations,  shall  be  final. 

Sec.  12.  [Allotment  by  beneficiaries  of  monthly  compensation  —  regulations 
prescribing  conditions  and  limitations.]  The  director  may  set  forth  in  regu> 
lations  to  be  prescribed  by  him  the  conditions  and  limitations  whereby  all 
patients  or  beneficiaries  of  the  Veterans'  Bureau  who  are  receiving  treatment 
through  the  bureau  as  inmates  of  a  hospital  may  allot  any  proportion  or  pro- 
portions  or  any  fixed  amount  or  amounts  of  their  monthly  compensation  for 
such  purposes  and  for  the  benefit  of  such  person  or  persons  as  they  may  direct. 

In  case  such  inmate  has  not  allotted  three-fourths  of  his  monthly  compensar 
tion,  regulations  to  be  made  by  the  director  may  provide  that  any  unallotted 
portion  of  such  three-fourths  compensation  may  be  deposited  to  his  credit  with 
the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  to  accumulate  at  such  rate  of  interest  as  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  determine  but  at  a  rate  never  less  than  3^^  per 
centum  per  annum,  payable  for  no  period,  however,  of  less  than  six  months, 
and  when  payable  shall  be  paid,  principal  and  interest,  to  such  patient  if  living ; 
otherwise,  to  any  beneficiary  or  beneficiaries  he  may  have  designated,  or,  if  there 
be  no  such  beneficiary,  then  to  the  executor  or  administrator  of  the  estate  of 
such  deceased  person :  Provided,  That  this  paragraph  shall  not  be  so  construed 
as  to  prevent  payment  by  the  bureau  from  the  amounts  due  to  the  decedent's 
estate  of  his  funeral  expenses,  expenses  of  last  illness,  board,  rent,  lodging,  or 
other  household  expenses  for  which  decedent  is  liable,  provided  a  claim  therefor 
is  presented  by  the  creditors  or  by  the  person  or  persons  who  actually  paid  the 
same  before  settlement  by  the  Veterans'  Bureau. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  hereby  authorized  to  invest  and  reinvest 
the  said  allotments  deposited  with  him,  or  any  part  thereof,  in  interest-bearing 
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obligations  of  the  United  States  and  to  sell  the  obligations  for  the  purposes  of 
said  funds. 


Sec.  13.  [Treatment  by  bureau  of  disabled  members  of  military  aaid  naval 
forces.]  In  addition  to  the  care,  treatment,  and  appliances  now  authorized 
by  law,  said  bureau  also  shall  provide  without  charge  therefor  hospital,  dental, 
medical,  surgical,  and  convalescent  care  and  treatment  and  prosthetic  appli- 
ances for  any  member  of  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States  sepa- 
rated therefrom  under  honorable  conditions  disabled  by  reason  of  any  woujid 
or  injury  received  or  disease  contracted,  or  by  reason  of  any  aggravation  of  a 
preexisting  injury  or  disease,  specifically  noted  at  examination  for  entrance 
into  or  employment  in  the  active  military  or  naval  service,  while  in  the  active 
military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States  on  or  after  April  6,  1917 :  Pro- 
vided.  That  the  wound  or  injury  received  or  disease  contracted,  or  aggravation 
of  a  preexisting  injury  or  disease,  for  which  such  hospital,  dental,  medical, 
surgical,  and  convalescent  care  and  treatment  and  prosthetic  appliances  shall 
be  furnished,  was  incurred  in  line  of  duty  and  not  caused  by  his  own  willful 
misconduct:  Provided  further,  That  application  for  such  care  and  treatment 
and  appliances  provided  for  in  this  section  shall  be  made  within  one  year  from 
date  of  separation  from  service  or  from  the  date  this  Act  goes  into  effect,  which- 
ever is  the  later. 

Sec.  14.  [Beports  to  Congress  by  director  —  false  and  fraudulent  claims, 
ttc.]  The  director  shall  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  House  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Senate  on  the  first  day^of  the  next  regular  session  after  this  Act  takes 
effect  an  itemized  account  of  all  expenditures,  classified  by  regional  offices  and 
subofiices,  made  under  this  Act,  including  names,  classifications,  and  salaries 
of  all  staff  officers,  experts,  assistants,  and  employees,  and  the  nature  and  terms 
of  all  contracts  made  under  the  authority  of  this  Act,  and  the  names  and  prin- 
cipal place  of  business  of  the  parties  thereto.  Thereafter,  on  the  first  Monday  in 
December  of  each  year,  the  director  shall  make  a  report  to  Congress  of  his  doings 
under  this  Act  for  the  preceding  fiscal  year. 

Any  person  who  shall  knowingly  make  or  cause  to  be  made,  or  conspire,  com- 
bine, aid  or  assist  in,  agree  to,  arrange  for,  or  in  anywise  procure  the  making 
or  presentation  of  a  false  or  fraudulent  affidavit,  declaration,  certificate,  state- 
ment, voucher,  or  paper  or  writing  purporting  to  be  such,  concerning  any  claim 
or  the  approval  of  any  claim  for  compensation  or  the  payment  of  any  money, 
for  himself  or  for  any  other  person,  under  Article  III  of  the  War  Risk  Insur- 
ance Act,  or  any  Acts  amendatory  of  or  supplemental  to  such  Article  III,  shall 
forfeit  all  rights,  claims,  and  benefits  under  such  Article  III,  and  in  addition 
to  any  and  all  other  penalties  imposed  by  law  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor 
and  upon  conviction  thereof  shall  be  punished  by  a  fine  of  not  more  than  $1,000 
or  imprisonment  for  not  more  than  one  year,  or  by.  both  such  fine  and  imprison- 
ment, for  each  such  offense. 

For  Art.  Ill  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  with  amendments,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)    1317;    1919  Supp.  Fed.   Stat.  Ann.  383.     And  see  infra,  this  title. 

TiTi-E  II. —  Amendments  to  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act. 

Sec.  15.  [Discharge  or  dismissal  from  military  or  naval  forces  as  affecting 
right  to  compensation  —  enemy  aliens  —  Sec.  29  amended.]  Section  29  of  the 
War  Risk  Insurance  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 
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''  Sbg.  29.  The  discharge  or  dismissal  of  any  person  from  the  military  or 
naval  forces  on  the  ground  that  he  is  an  enemy  alien,  conscientious  objector,  or 
a  deserter,  or  is  guilty  of  mutiny,  treason,  spying,  or  any  offense  involving 
moral  turpitude,  or  willful  and  persistent  misconduct,  shall  terminate  any  insur- 
ance granted  on  the  life  of  such  person  under  the  provisions  of  Article  lY,  and 
shall  bar  all  rights  to  any  compensation  under  Article  III  or  any  insurance 
under  Article  IV:  Provided,  That,  as  to  converted  insurance,  the  cash  sur- 
render value  thereof,  if  any,  on  the  date  of  such  discharge  or  dismissal  shall  be 
paid  the  insured,  if  living,  and  if  dead  to  the  designated  beneficiary :  Provided 
further.  That  an  enemy  alien  who  volunteered  or  who  was  drafted  into  the 
Army,  Navy,  or  Marine  Corps  of  the  United  States  during  the  World  War,  and 
who  was  not  discharged  from  the  service  on  his  own  application  or  solicitation, 
by  reason  of  his  being  an  enemy  alien,  and  whose  service  was  honest  and  faithful, 
shall  be  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  and  all  amend- 
ments thereto :  Provided  further,  That  in  case  any  person  has  been  dishonorably 
discharged  from  the  military  or  naval  forces  as  a  result  of  a  court-martial  trial, 
and  it  is  thereafter  established  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  director  that  at  the 
time  of  the  commission  of  the  offense  resulting  in  such  court-martial  trial  and 
discharge  that  such  person  was  insane,  such  person  shall  be  entitled  to  the  com- 
pensation and  insurance  benefits  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act/' 

For  sec.  29  as  it  read  previous  to  this  amendment,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)    1311. 

Sec.  16.  [Persons  provisionally  accepted  in  military  or  naval  service  as 
entitled  to  beneflts  of  Act  —  Sec.  31  amended.]  Section  31  of  the  War  Bisk 
Insurance  Act  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  thereto  a  subsection  to  be'  known 
as  subsection  (a)  and  to  read  as  follows : 

*'  (a)  Any  person  who  between  the  6th  day  of  April,  1917,  and  the  11th  day 
of  November,  1918,  applied  for  enlistment  or  enrollment  in  the  military  or  naval 
forces,  and  who  was  accepted  provisionally  and  directed  or  ordered  to  a  camp, 
post,  station,  or  other  place  for  final  acceptance  into  such  service,  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  the  same  status  as  an  inducted  nuin  not  yet  accepted  and  enrolled 
for  active  service  during  the  period  while  such  person  was  complying  with  such 
order  or  direction,  and  during  such  compliance,  and  until  his  final  acceptance 
or  rejection  for  enlistment  or  enrollment  into  the  military  or  naval  forces,  shall 
be  entitled  to  the  same  benefits  under  Articles  III  and  IV  of  the  War  Risk 
Insurance  Act  as  an  inducted  man  not  yet  accepted  and  enrolled  for  active 
service.*' 

For  sec  31  as  it  read  previous  to  this  amendment,  see  1010  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ami.  384. 

Sec.  17.  [Investigation  of  application  for  family  allowance  —  Sec.  210 
amended.]  Section  210  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  as  amended  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows : 

**  Sec.  210.  Upon  receipt  of  any  application  for  family  allowance,  the  director 
shall  make  all  proper  investigations  and  shall  make  an  award,  on  the  basis  of 
which  award  the  amount  of  the  allotments  to  be  made  by  the  man  shall  be  certi- 
fied to  the  War  Department  or  Navy  Department,  as  may  be  proper.  Whenever 
the  director  shall  have  reason  to  believe  that  an  allowance  has  been  improperly 
made  or  that  the  conditions  have  changed,  he  shall  investigate  or  reinvestigate 
and  may  modify  the  award.  The  amount  of  each  monthly  allotment  and  allow* 
ance  shall  be  determined  according  to  the  family  conditions  existing  on  the  first 
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day  of  the  month :  Provided,  That  whenever  an  award  of  allotment  or  allow- 
ance, or  both,  covering  any  period  has  been  paid  to,  or  on  behalf  of,  a  i)erson 
designated  by  the  enlisted  man  as  beneficiary  of  his  allotment,  no  recovery  of 
the  allotments  paid  in  such  eases  shall  hereafter  be  made  for  any  reason  whatso- 
ever; and  no  recovery  of  the  allowances  paid  in  such  cases  shall  hereafter  be 
made  for  any  reason  whatsoever  except  where  it  is  shown  that  the  person  receiv- 
ing the  allowance  does  not  bear  the  relationship  to  the  enlisted  man  which  is 
required  by  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act,  and  except,  also,  in  cases  of  manifest 
fraud." 

For  sec.  210  as  it  read  previous  to  this  amendment,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1316. 

Ssc.  18.  [Oompensa'tion  for  death  or  disability — Sec.  300  amended.]  Sec- 
tion 300  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

'*  Seo,  300.  For  death  or  disability  resulting  from  personal  injury  suffered 
or  disease  contracted  in  the  line  of  duty  on  or  after  April  6,  1917,  or  for  an 
aggravation  of  a  disability  existing  prior  to  examination,  acceptance,  and  enroll- 
ment for  service,  when  such  aggravation  was  suffered  and  contracted  in  the  line 
of  duty  on  or  after  April  6,  1917,  by  any  commissioned  officer  or  enlisted  man, 
or  by  any  member  of  the  Army  Nurse  Corps  (female)  or  of  the  Navy  Nurse 
Corps  (female)  when  employed  in  the  active  service  under  the  War  Depart- 
ment or  Navy  Department,  the  United  States  shall  pay  to  such  commissioned 
officer  or  enlisted  man,  member  of  the  Army  Nurse  Corps  (female)  or  of  the 
Navy  Nurse  Corps  (female)  or,  in  the  discretion  of  the  director,  separately  to 
his  or  her  dependents,  compensation  as  hereinafter  provided ;  but  no  compensa- 
tion shrill  be  paid  if  the  injury,  disease,  or  aggravation  has  been  caused  by  his 
own  willful  misconduct.  That  for  the  purposes  of  this  section  every  such 
officer,  enlisted  mcin,  or  other  member  employed  in  the  active  service  under  the 
War  Department  or  Navy  Department  who  was  discharged  or  who  resigned 
prior  to  the  date  of  approval  of  this  amendatory  Act,  and  every  such  officer, 
enlisted  man,  or  other  member  employed  in  the  active  service  under  the  War 
Department  or  Navy  Department  on  or  before  November  11,  1918,  who  here- 
after is  discharged  or  resigns,  shall  be  held  and  taken  to  have  been  in  sound 
condition  when  examined,  accepted,  and  enrolled  for  service,  except  as  to  defects, 
disorders,  or  infirmities,  made  of  record  in  any  manner  by  proper  authorities 
of  the  United  States  at  the  time  of,  or  prior  to,  inception  of  active  service,  to 
the  extent  to  which  any  such  defect,  disorder,  or  infirmity  was  so  made  of 
record:  Provided  further,  That  an  ex-service  man  who  is  shown  to  have  an 
active  pulmonary  tuberculosis  or  neuropsychiatric  disease  (of  more  than  10  per 
centum  degree  of  disability  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (2) 
of  section  302  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act,  as  amended)  developing  within 
two  years  after  separation  from  the  active  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United 
States  shall  be  considered  to  have  acquired  his  disability  in  such  service,  or  to 
have  suffered  an  aggravation  of  a  preexisting  pulmonary  tuberculosis  or  neuro- 
psychiatric disease  in  such  service,  but  nothing  in  this  proviso  shall  be  con- 
strued to  prevent  a  claimant  from  receiving  the  benefits  of  compensation  and 
medical  care  and  treatment  for  a  disability  due  to  these  diseases  of  more  than 
10  per  centum  degree  (in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  subdivision  (2)  of 
section  302  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act,  as  amended)  at  a  date  more  than 
two  years  after  separation  from  such  service,  if  the  facts  of  the  case  substantiate 
his  claim.    This  section  shall  be  deemed  to  be  in  effect  as  of  April  6,  1917.*' 

For  sec.  300  as  it  read  previoua  to  this  amendment,  see  1010  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  38d. 
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Ssc.  19.  [Review  of  awards  —  Sec.  306  amended.]  Section  805  of  the  War 
Risk  Insurance  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

*  *  Sbc.  305.  Upon  its  own  motion  or  upon  application  the  bureau  may  at  any 
time  review  an  award,  and,  in  accordance  with  the  facts  found  upon  such  review, 
may  end,  diminish,  or  increase  the  compensation  previously  awarded,  or,  if  conu- 
pensation  is  increased,  or,  if  compensation  has  been  refused,  reduced  or  discon* 
tinned,  may  award  compensation  in  proportion  to  the  degree  of  disability  sus- 
tained as  of  the  date  such  degree  of  disability  began,  but  not  earlier  than  the 
date  of  discharge  or  resignation." 

For  sec.  905  as  it  read  previous  to  this  amendment,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   1321. 

Sec.  20.  [Time  of  death  or  disability  as  affecting  compensation  —  Sec.  306 
amended.]  Section  306  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  is  hereby  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

**  Sec.  306.  No  compensation  shall  be  payable  for  death  or  disability  which  does 
not  occur  prior  to  or  within  one  year  after  discharge  or  resignation  from  the 
service,  except  that  where,  after  a  medical  examination  made  pursuant  to  regu- 
lations, a  certificate  has  been  obtained  from  the  director  at  the  time  of  discharge 
or  resignation  from  the  service,  or  within  one  year  thereafter,  or  within  one 
year  after  the  passage  of  this  amendatory  Act,  whichever  is  the  later,  to  the 
effect  that  the  injured  person  at  the  time  of  his  discharge  or  resignation  was 
suffering  from  injury  likely  to  result  in  death  or  disability,  compensation  shall 
be  payable  for  death  or  disability  whenever  occurring,  proximately  resulting 
from  such  injury. '^ 

For  sec.  306  as  it  read  previous  to  this  amendment,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.-  (2d  ed.)   1321. 

Sec.  21.  [Assignment  to  United  States  of  right  of  action  for  injuries  or 
death  —  fees  and  mileage  to  witnesses,  etc. —  Sec.  313  amended.]  Section  313 
of  the  War  Bisk  Insurance  Act,  as  amended,  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
thereto,  immediately  following  subsection  (2)  thereof,  a  new  subsection  to  be 
known  as  subsection  (2a)  and  to  read  as  follows : 

'*  (2a)  The  Veterans'  Bureau  is  hereby  authorized  to  pay  the  beneficiary  or 
other  person  or  persons  in  whose  name  an  action  may  have  been  commenced 
or  prosecuted,  and  to  all  witnesses  in  such  action,  fees  and  mileage,  the  same 
as  is  now  paid  and  allowed  to  witnesses  in  the  United  States  courts,  in  going  to, 
remaining  at,  and  returning  from,  place  of  trial,  and  without  any  regard  to 
whether  the  action,  if  any,  is  brought  or  prosecuted  in  a  court  of  the  United 
States  or  some  other  court. 

**  In  all  cases  of  assignment  of  causes  of  action  under  this  section,  whether 
the  assignment  be  heretofore  or  hereafter  made,  where  it  shall  appear  to  the 
director  to  be  to  the  best  interests  of  the  beneficiary  so  to  do,  the  director,  act- 
ing for  and  in  the  name  of  the  United  States,  may  assign  the  cause  of  action 
back  to  the  beneficiary  or  to  his  personal  representatives/' 

For  sec.  313,  here  amended,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   1328. 

Sec.  22.  [Persons  admitted  into  military  or  naval  forces  after  passage  of 
this  amendatory  Act  —  right  to  benefits  of  Act  — Sec.  316  added.]    A  new 

section  is  hereby  added  to  Article  III  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  to  be  known 
as  section  315,  and  to  read  as  follows : 

'  *  Sec.  315.  That  no  person  admitted  into  the  military  or  naval  f  orcee  of  the 
United  States  after  six  months  from  the  passage  of  this  amendatory  Act  shall 
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be  entitled  to  the  compensation  or  any  other  benefits  or  privileges  provided  under 
the  provisions  of  Article  III  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act,  as  amended.'' 

For  Art.  Ill  of  the  War  Risk  InBurance  Act,  here  amended,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)    1317. 

Sec.  23.  [Change  of  status  of  designated  beneficiary — permitted  class  — 
Sec.  402  amended.]  Section  402  of  the  War  Bisk  Insurance  Act  is  hereby 
amended  by  adding  thereto  a  subsection  to  be  known  as  subsection  (a)  and  to 
read  as  follows : 

**  (a)  Where  a  beneficiary  at  the  time  of  designation  by  the  insured  is  within 
the  permitted  class  of  beneficiaries  and  is  the  designated  beneficiary  at  the  time 
of  the  maturity  of  the  insurance  because  of  the  death  of  the  insured,  such  bene- 
ficiary shall  be  deemed  to  be  within  the  permitted  class  even  though  the  status 
of  such  beneficiary  shall  haVe  been  changed. ' ' 

For  sec.  402,  here  amended,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1326  and  1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  389. 

Sec.  24.  [Form  of  insurance  —  See.  404  amended.]  Section  404  of  the  War 
Bisk  Insurance  Act  is  hereby  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

''  Sec.  404.  During  the  period  of  the  war  and  thereafter  until  converted 
the  insurance  shall  be  term  insurance  for  successive  terms  of  one  year  each. 
Not  later  than  five  years  after  the  date  of  the  termination  of  the  war  as  declared 
by  proclamation  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  the  term  insurance  shall 
be  converted,  without  medical  examination,  into  such  form  or  forms  of  insur- 
ance as  may  be  prescribed  by  regulations  and  as  the  insured  may  request.  Regu- 
lations shall  provide  for  the  right  to  convert  into  ordinary  life,  twenty-payment 
life,  endowment  maturing  at  age  sixty-two,  and  into  other  usual  forms  of  insur- 
ance, and  shall  prescribe  the  time  and  method  of  payment  of  the  premiums 
thereon,  but  payments  of  premiums  in  advance  shall  not  be  required  for  periods 
of  more  than  one  month  each  and  may  be  deducted  from  the  pay  or  deposit  of  the 
insured  or  be  otherwise  made  at  his  election. 

'*  In  case  where  an  insured  whose  yearly  renewable  term  insurance  has  matured 
by  reason  of  total  permanent  disability  is  found  and  declared  to  be  no  longer 
permanently  and  totally  disabled,  and  where  the  insured  is  required  under 
regulations  to  renew  payment  of  premiums  on  said  term  insurance,  and  where 
this  contingency  is  extended  beyond  the  five-year  period  during  which  said 
yearly  renewable  term  insurance  otherwise  must  be  converted,  there  shall  be 
given  such  insured  an  additional  period  of  two  years  from  the  date  on  which  he 
is  required  to  renew  payment  of  premiums  in  which  to  convert  said  term  insur- 
ance as  hereinbefore  provided." 

For  sec.  404  as  it  read  previous  to  this  amendment,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   1328. 

Sec.  25.  [Payment  of  benefits  —  liability  of  United  States  —  transfer  of 
moneys  by  director  —  Sec.  406  added.]  A  new  section  is  hereby  added  to 
Article  IV  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  to  be  known  as  section  406,  and  to 
read  as  follows: 

"  Sbc.  406.  Whenever  benefits  under  United  States  Government  life  insurance 
(converted  insurance)  become  or  have  become  payable  because  of  total  perma- 
nent disability  of  the  insured  or  because  of  the  death  of  the  insured  as  a  result 
of  disease  or  injury  traceable  to  the  extra  hazard  of  the  military  or  naval  service 
as  such  hazard  may  be  determined  by  the  director,  the  liability  shall  be  borne 
by  the  United  States,  and  the  director  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to 
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transfer  from  the  military  and  naval  insurance  appropriation  to  the  United 
States  Government  life  insurance  fund  a  sum  which,  together  with  the  reserve 
of  the  policy  at  the  timie  of  maturity  by  total  permanent  disability  or  death,  will 
equal  the  then  value  of  such  benefits.  When  a  person  receiving  total  perma- 
nent disability  benefits  under  a  United  States  Oovemment  life  policy  (converted 
policy)  recovers  from  such  disability  and  is  then  entitled  to  continue  a  reduced 
amount  of  insurance,  the  director  is  hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  transfer 
to  the  military  and  naval  insurance  appropriation  all  of  the  loss  reserve  to  the 
credit  of  such  policy  claim  except  a  sum  sufficient  to  set  up  the  then  required 
reserve  on  the  reduced  amount  of  insurance  that  may  be  continued,  which  sum 
shall  be  retained  in  the  United  States  Oovemment  life  insurance  fund  for  the 
puri>06e  of  such  reserve." 

For  Art.  IV,  here  amended,  see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   1325. 

Sec.  26.  [Failure  of  btnefldariei  of  ptrmitted  class  to  survive  insured  — 
payment  to  estate  —  escheat  —  Sec.  407  added.]  A  new  section  is  hereby 
added  to  Article  IV  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  (including  therein  section  14 
of  the  Act  entitled  **An  Act  to  amend  and  modify  the  War  Risk  Insurance 
Act,"  approved  December  24,  1919),  to  be  known  as  section  407,  and  to  read  as 
follows : 

**  Sec.  407.  If  no  person  within  the  permitted  class  of  beneficiaries  survive  the 
insured,  then  there  shall  be  paid  to  the  estate  of  the  insured  the  monthly  install- 
ments payable  and  applicable  under  the  provisions  of  Article  IV  of  the  War 
Risk  Insurance  Act :  Provided,  That  in  cases  where  the  estate  of  the  insured 
would  escheat  under  the  laws  of  the  place  of  his  residence  the  insurance  shall 
not  be  paid  to  the  estate  of  the  insured,  but  shall  escheat  to  the  United  States 
and  shall  be  credited  to  the  United  States  Government  life  insurance  fund  or 
the  military  and  naval  insurance  appropriation,  as  may  be  proper.  This  section 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  in  effect  as  of  October  6,  1917." 

For  sec.  14  of  Act  of  Dec.  24,  1919,  see  1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  3S9. 
Art.  IV,  here  amended,  is  set  out  in  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)   1325. 

Sec.  27.  [Reinstatement  of  lapsed  or  caacelled  yearly  renewable  term 
insurance — Sec.  406  added.]  A  new  section  is  hereby  added  to  Article  IV 
of  the  War  Bisk  Insurance  Act,  to  be  known  as  section  408,  and  to  read  as 
follows : 

' '  Sec.  408.  In  the  event  that  all  provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations  other 
than  the  requirementa  as  to  the  physical  condition  of  the  applicant  for  insurance 
have  been  complied  with,  an  application  for  reinstatement  of  lapsed  or  canceled 
yearly  renewable  term  insurance  or  application  for  United  States  Government 
life  insurance  (converted  insurance)  hereafter  made  may  be  approved:  Pro- 
videdf  That  the  applicant's  disability  is  the  result  of  an  injury  or  disease  or  of 
an  aggravation  thereof  suffered  or  contracted  in  the  active  military  or  naval 
service  during  the  World  War:  Provided  further,  That  the  applicant  during 
his  lifetime  submits  proof  satisfactory  to  the  director  showing  the  service  origin 
of  the  disability  or  aggravation  thereof  and  that  the  applicant  is  not  totally  and 
permanently  disabled.  As  a  condition,  however,  to  the  acceptance  of  an  appli- 
cation for  the  reinstatement  of  lapsed  or  canceled  yearly  renewable  term  insur- 
ance or  United  States  Government  life  insurance  (converted  insurance)  the 
applicant  shall  be  required  to  pay  all  the  back  monthly  premiums  which  would 
have  become  payable  if  such  insurance  had  not  lapsed,  together  with  interest 
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at  the  rate  of  5  per  centum  per  annum  compounded  annually  on  each  premium 
from  the  date  said  premium  is  due  by  the  terms  of  the  policy :  Provided  further, 
That  where  any  soldier  has  heretofore  allowed  his  insurance  to  lapse,  while 
sufEering  from  wounds  or  disease  suffered  or  contracted  in  line  of  service,  and 
was  at  the  time  he  allowed  his  said  policy  to  lapse  entitled  to  compensation  on 
account  thereof  in  a  sum  equal  to  or  in  excess  of  the  amount  due  from  him  in 
premiums  on  his  said  insurance,  and  has  since  died  from  said  wounds  or  disease 
without  collecting  or  making  claim  for  said  compensation,  or  being  allowed  to 
reinstate  his  said  policy  on  account  of  his  physical  condition,  then  and  in  that 
event  said  policy  shall  not  be  considered  as  lapsed,  and  the  Veterans'  Bureau  is 
hereby  authorized  and  directed  to  pay  to  the  beneficiaries  of  said  soldier  under 
said  policy  the  amount  of  said  insurance  less  the  premiums  and  interest  thereon 
at  5  per  centum  per  annum  compounded  annually  in  installments  as  provided 
by  law." 

Art.  IV,  here  amended,  is  set  out  in  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)    1325. 

Sec.  28.  [Payment  of  premiums  —  waiver  —  interest — Sec.  409  added.] 

A  new  section  is  hereby  added  to  Article  IV  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act 
to  be  known  as  section  409,  and  to  read  as  follows : 

"Sec.  409.  The  Veterans'  Bureau  is  authorized  to  make  provision  in  accord- 
ance with  regulations,  whereby  the  payment  of  premiums  on  yearly  renewable 
term  insurance  and  United  States  Government  life  insurance  (converted  insur- 
ance) on  the  due  date  thereof  may  be  waived  and  the  insurance  may  be  deemed 
not  to  lapse  in  the  cases  of  the  following  persons^  to  wit:  (a)  Those  who  are 
confined  in  a  hospital  under  said  bureau  for  a  compensable  disability  during 
the  period  while  they  are  so  confined;  (b)  those  who  are  rated  as  temporarily 
totally  disabled  by  reason  of  an  injury  or  disease  entitling  them  to  compensa- 
tion during  the  period  of  such  total  disability  and  while  they  are  so  rated: 
Provided,  That  such  relief  from  paymjent  of  premiums  on  renewable  term  insur- 
ance on  the  due  date  thereof  shall  be  for  full  calendar  months,  beginning  with 
the  month  in  which  said  confinement  to  hospital,  or  temporary  total  disability 
rating  begins,  and  ending  with  that  month  during  the  half  or  major  fraction 
of  which  the  pei'son  is  confined  in  hospital,  or  is  rated  as  temporarily  totally 
disabled:  Provided  further,  That  all  premiums,  the  payment  of  which  when 
due  is  waived  as  above  provided,  shall  bear  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per  centum 
per  annum  compounded  annually  from  the  due  date  of  each  premium,  and  if  not 
paid  by  the  insured  shall  be  deducted  from  the  insurance  when  the  same  matures 
either  because  of  permanent  total  disability  or  death.'' 

Art.  IV,  here  amended,  is  set  out  in  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)    1325. 

Sec.  29.  [Authority  of  Postmaster  Creneral  to  receive  premiums  and  appU- 
oations  for  reinstatement  of  lapsed  insurance,  etc. —  Sec.  410  added.]    A  new 

section  is  hereby  added  to  Article  IV  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  to  be  known, 
as  section  410,  and  to  read  as  follows : 

**  Sec.  410.  Under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Director  of  the  Veterans' 
Bureau  and  the  Postm^ister  General  may  prescribe,  the  Postmaster  General  is 
hereby  authorized  to  receive  the  premiums  on  yearly  renewable  term  insurance 
and  United  States  Government  life  insurance  (converted  insurance)  and  to  act 
for  and  turn  over  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States  the  money  so  received, 
and  if  the  money-order  system  is  used  as  an  agency  for  the  transmission  of  such 
money,  the  Postmaster  General  may  adopt  a  specially-designed  money-order 
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form  for  such  purpose,  and  he  also  is  authorized  to  received  [nc]  and  transmit  to 
the  Veterans'  Bureau  applications  for  reinstatement  of  lapsed  insurance  and 
applications  for  conversion  of  yearly  renewable  term  insurance." 

Art.  IV,  here  amended,  is  set  out  in  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   1325. 

Sec.  30.  [Incontestability  of  policies  of  insurance  —  Sec.  411  added.]  A  new 

section  is  hereby  added  to  Article  IV  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  to  be  known 
as  section  411,  and  to  read  as  follows: 

*'  Sec.  411.  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  section  29  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance 
Act  and  amendments  thereto  policies  of  insurance  heretofore  or  hereafter  issued 
in  accordance  with  Article  IV  of  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act  shall  be  incon- 
testable after  six  months  from  date  of  issuance,  or  reinstatement,  except  for 
fraud  or  nonpayment  of  premiums. ' ' 

Art.  IV,  here  amended,  is  set  out  in  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)    1326. 


WAR  FINANCE  CORPORATION 

See  Corporations 
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See  HosPTTALB  and  Asylums  :  War  Department  and  Military  Establishhent 


WATERS 

Act  of  March  3,  1921,  333. 

Federal  Power  Act  Amended  —  Permits  Relating  to  Use  of  Water 
in  National  Parks  —  Specific  Authorization  of  Congress,  333. 

Act  of  March  4,  1921  {Sundry  CivU  Appropriation  Act),  334. 

Sec.    1.  Reclamation  Service  —  Expenditures  for  Projects,  334. 

Traveling  Expenses  —  Automobiles  and  Motor  Cycles  —  Mileage, 

334. 
Reclamation  Fund  —  Sources  —  Expenditures  —  Purposes,  334. 

CROSS-RBFBHENCSS 
See  also  PUBLIC  LANDS;  RIVERS,  HARBORS  AND  CANALS;  STATES 

An  Act  To  amend  an  Act  entitled  **  An  Act  to  create  a  Federal  Power  Oom- 
mission ;  to  provide  for  the  improvement  of  navigation ;  the  development 
of  water  power;  the  use  of  the  public  lands  in  relation  thereto;  and  to 
repeal  section  18  of  the  River  and  Harbor  Appropriation  Act,  approved 
August  8,  1917,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  June  10,  1920. 

[Act  of  March  3,  1921.] 

[Federal  Power  Act  amended  —  permits  relating  to  use  of  water  in  national 
parks  —  speciiic  authorization  of  Oongress.]   That  hereafter  no  permit,  license, 
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lease,  or  authorization  for  dams,  conduits,  reservoirs,  power  houses,  transmis- 
sion lines,  or  other  works  for  storage  or  carriage  of  water,  or  for  the  development, 
transmission,  or  utilization  of  power,  within  the  limits  as  now  constituted  of 
any  national  park  or  national  monument  shall  be  granted  or  made  without 
specific  authority  of  Congress,  and  so  much  of  the  Act  of  Congress  approved 
June  10,  1920,  entitled  **  An  Act  to  create  a  Federal  Power  Commission;  to 
provide  for  the  improvement  of  navigation;  the  development  of  water  power: 
the  use  of  the  public  lands  in  relation  thereto ;  and  to  repeal  section  18  of  the 
River  and  Harbor  Appropriation  Act,  approved  August  8,  1917,  and  for  other 
purposes,"  approved  June  10,  1920,  as  authorizes  licensing  such  uses  of  existing 
national  parks  and  national  monuments  by  the  Federal  Power  Commission  is 
hereby  repealed. 

For  Act  of  June  10,  1920,  aifected  by  the  text,  see  1920  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  367. 
For  section  IS  of  Act  of  Aug.,  1917,  affected  by  the  text,  see  1918  Supp.  Fed.  Supp.  Ann. 
775. 


[Sec.  1.]    •  •  •    [Beclamation     service  —  expenditures     for     projects.] 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  Act  no  greater  sum  shall  be  expended,  nor  shall  the 
United  States  be  obligated  to  expend,  during  the  fiscal  year  1922,  on  any 
reclamation  project  appropriated  for  herein  at  amount  in  excess  of  the  sum 
herein  appropriated  therefor,  nor  shall  the  whole  expenditures  or  obligations 
incurred  for  all  of  such  projects  for  the  fiscal  year  1922  exceed  the  whole  amount 
in  the  *'  reclamation  fund  '*  for  that  fiscal  year; 

This  and  the  paragraphs  which   follow  arc  from  the  Sundry  Gml  Appropriation   Act 
of  March  4,  1921. 

•  •  •    [Traveling  expenses  —  automobiles  and  motor  cycles  —  mileage.] 

Whenever,  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1922,  the  Director  of  the 
Reclamation  Service  shall  find  that  the  expenses  of  travel  can  be  reduced 
thereby,  he  may,  in  lieu  of  actual  traveling  expenses,  under  such  regulations 
as  he  may  prescribe,  authorize  the  payment  of  not  to  exceed  3  cents  per  mile 
for  a  motor  cycle  or  7  cents  per  mile  for  an  automobile,  used  for  necessary  travel 
on  official  business ; 

See  note  to  preceding  paragraph. 

*  •   •     [Keclamation   fund  —  sources  —  expenditures  —  purposes.]       All 

moneys  hereafter  received  from  any  State,  municipality,  corporation,  associa- 
tion, firm,  district,  or  individual  for  investigations,  surveys,  construction  work, 
or  any  other  development  work  incident  thereto  involving  operations  similar 
to  those  provided  for  by  the  reclamation  law  shall  be  covered  into  the  reclamation 
fund  and  shall  be  available  for  expenditure  for  the  purposes  for  which  con- 
tributed in  like  manner  as  if  said  sums  had  been  specifically  appropriated 
for  said  purposes; 

See  note  to  first  paragraph  of  this  section. 
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WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES 

Act  of  March  3, 1921  {Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act), 

335, 
Sec,    1.  Bureau    of    Standards  —  Investigations    for    Departments    and 
iTidependent  Establishments  —  Transfer  of  Funds,  335. 

[Sec.  1.]  *  *  *  [Bureau  of  Standarcb  —  investigatioiui  for  departments 
and  independent  establishments  —  transfer  of  funds.]  During  the  fiscal  year 
1922  the  head  of  any  department  or  independent  establishment  of  the  Govern- 
ment having  funds  available  for  scientific  investigations  and  requiring  coopera- 
tive work  by  the  Bureau  of  Standards  on  scientific  investigations  within  the 
scope  of  the  functions  of  that  bureau  and  which  it  is  unable  to  perform  within 
the  limits  of  its  appropriations  may,  with  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce,  transfer  to  the  Bureau  of  Standards  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  on  such  investigations.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  shall  transfer 
on  the  books  of  the  Treasury  Department  any  sums  which  may  be  authorized 
hereunder  and  such  amounts  shall  be  placed  to  the  credit  of  the  Bureau  of 
Standards  for  the  performance  of  work  for  the  department  or  establishment 
from  which  the  transfer  is  made. 
Thia  is  from  th«  Legislative,  Executive  and  Judicial  Appropriation  Act  of  March  3,  192L 
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See  Virgin  Lsulnds 
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Throughout  these  Notes  references  to  1st  ed.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  and  Supplements 

thereto  are  indicated  in  [     ].    A  complete  table  of  these  references^ 

numerically  arranged,  appears  among  the  tables  at  the  beginning 

of  this  volume. 
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1918Supp.,  p.  8,  sec.  4. 

state  act  as  invalid. —  In  Farmers'  Grain 
Co.  i;.  Langer,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  ft3o,  a  law  of  North  Dakota  attempting 
to  regulate  the  shipment  of  grain  by  impos- 
ing certain  license  fees  and  providing  for  the 
establishment  of  uniform  grades  and  weights 
and  for  the  inspection  of  grain  was  held  to  be 
invalid  as  being  both  contrary  to  the  com- 
merce clause  of  the  Federal  Constitution  and 
also  as  being  in  conflict  with  the  United 
States  Grain  Standards  Act.  The  court  said 
as  to  the  question  of  conflict  with  the  fed- 
eral act: 

"There  remains  to  be  considered  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  the  state  law  conflicts  with 
the  United  States  Grain  Standards  Act.     As 
we  have  said  with  reference  to  the  question 
as  to  whether  the  law  is  a  burden  on  inter- 
state commerce,  so  we  say  now  that  if  the 
purchase   of  grain   in   North  Dakota   under 
the  evidence  in  this  case,  and  the  shipment 
thereof   to   the   terminal  markets  mentioned 
for  sale,  is  a  unit  in  interstate  commerce,  then 
of  course  any  attempt  to  regulate  that  com- 
merce  by  the  state  of  North  Dakota  is  in 
direct    conflict    with    the    Grain    Standards 
Act,  wherein  Congress  sought  to  establish  a 
uniform  system  for  the  inspection  and  grad- 
ing of  such  grain  moving  in  interstate  com- 
merce.    Both  acts  ought  not  to  be  and  can- 
not    be    enforced,     without    confusion    and 
embarrassment    as    the    state    inspector    de- 
clared.    Section    4   of   the   Grain   Standards 
Act,  heretofore  quoted,  makes  it  unlawful  to 
ship  or  deliver  for  shipment  in  interstate  or 
foreign   commerce   any   such  grain  which  is 
sold,  offered  for  sale,  or  consigned  for  sale  by 
grade,  unless  the  grain  shall  have  been  in- 
spected and  graded  by  an  inspector  licensed 
under  the  act.    By  the  second  proviso  of  said 
section   such   grain .  may   be   shipped   or   de- 
livered for  shipment  in  interstate  or  foreign 
commerce  without  inspection  at  point  of  ship- 
ment by  an  inspector  licensed  under  the  act 
to  or  through  any  place  at  which  an  inspect- 
or licensed  under  the  act  is  located,  subject 
to  be  inspected  by  a  licensed  inspector  at  the 
place    to   which    shipped    or    at    some    con- 
venient point  through  which  shipped  for  in- 
spection,   which    inspection    shall    be    under 
such  rules  and  reflations  as  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  shall  prescribe.    This  proviso, 
as  we  understand  it.  would  authorize  a  ship- 
ment of  grain  in  interstate  commerce  from  a 
point  in   North  Dakota  where  there  was  no 
licensed   inspector   under  the  federal    act  to 
Minneapolis  or  Duluth,  in  Minnesota,  to  be 
there  inspected  by  a  federal  inspector.     The 
state  law,  however,  declares  that  one  may  not 
even  buy  a  bushel  of  wheat  for  shipment  in 


interstate  commerce  without  taking  out  a 
license  to  do  so  and  promising  to  obey  all 
the  provisions  of  the  state  law  and  the  regula- 
tions- of  the  state  inspector,  and  the  wheat 
purchased  must  be  inspected  in  North  Dakota 
and  again  at  Duluth  or  Minneapolis.  This 
brings  the  two  laws  clearly  in  conflict,  if  they 
both  have  to  do  with  interstate  commerce. 

"As  we  have  said  before,  the  state  law 
authorixes  the  state  inspector  to  establish 
grades  for  grain  and  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture by  the  Grain  Standards  Act  is  vested 
with  the  same  power.  These  powers  are 
directly  in  conflict,  if  they  both  relate  to 
interstate  commerce  in  grain.  The  United 
States  Grain  Standards  Act  provides  that  no 
person  licensed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture to  inspect  or  grade  grain  during  the 
term  of  such  license  or  employment  shall 
be  interested,  financially  or  otherwise,  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  in  any  grain  elevator 
or  warehouse,  or  in  the  merchandising  of 
grain,  nor  shall  he  be  in  the  employment  of 
any  person  or  corporation  owning  or  oper- 
ating any  grain  elevator  or  warehouse.  The 
state  law  provides  that  the  term  '  deputy 
inspector  of  grades,  weights  and  measures,' 
within  the  meaning  of  the  law,  shall  mean 
any  firm,  person,  company,  corporation,  or 
association  that  buys,  weighs,  and  grades 
grain,  seeds,  and  other  agricultural  products 
who  holds  a  license  issued  therefor  by  the 
state  inspector  of  grades,  weights  and  meas- 
ures. Thus  one  law  requires  that  the  'n- 
spector  shall  have  no  interest  in  the  business 
and  the  other  law  requires  that  he  shall. 
Which  law  is  to  prevail?  Certainly  the  fed- 
eral law,  if  the  business  is  interstate  com- 
merce. It  is  useless  to  discuss  farther  the 
matter  of  conflict,  for  the  reason  that,  if 
both  laws  relate  to  the  same  subject,  the 
state  law  attempts  to  regulate  something  that 
the  state  has  no  power  to  regulate,  and.  Con- 
gress having  acted,  the  state  law  is  in  direct 
conflict  with  the  federal  law. 

"  It  is  our  opinion  that  the  state  law  is 
invalid  for  the  reasons  stated,  and  that  the 
decree  below  should  be  reversed,  and  the  case 
remanded,  with  directions  to  the  court  below 
to  issue  a  permanent  injunction,  as  prayed 
in  the  appellant's  complaint.'' 

Ri^t  to  add  terms  to  description. —  In 
Haves  Grain  Co.  r.  Rea  Patterson  Milling 
Co.,  (1920)  145  Ark.  ft5,  223  S.  W.  390, 
the  court,  in  sustaining  the  right  of  a  buyer 
of  com  to  stipulate  that  it  should  be  "  choice 
3  white  kiln-dried,"  referred  to  sundry  de- 
partmental rulings  and  said: 

"  Of  course,  these  departmental  rulings  are 
no  part  of  the  law;  but  we  do  not  interoret 
the  ruling  as  sustaining  appellant's  conten- 
tion that  the  explanatory  words  '  choice  '  and 
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'  kiln-dried '  must  be  treated  as  surplusage. 
The  department  appears  to  hold  that  it  is 
not  a  violation  of  the  federal  act  to  add  pre- 
fixes or  sufiixes  to  the  terms  designating  the 
official  grade,  provided  such  explanatory 
words  are  not  false  or  misleading  as  to  the 
official  grade  of  the  grain. 

"This  appears  to  be  the  fair  and  reason- 
able construction  to  give  the  act  of  Congress, 
as  the  testimony  at  the  trial  was  to  the  -effect 
that  a  wide  difference  may  exist  .in  com 
falling  within  the  same  official  classification 
or  grade.  The  official  inspector  at  Coffey- 
.ville,  Kan.,  who  inspected  the  corn  in  ques- 
tion, testified  at  the  trial  and  exhibited  to 
the  court  three  pans  of  corn,  all  of  which 
graded  No.  3  white;  yet  he  explained  that 
one  pan  was  suitable  for  milling,  and  an- 
other pan  was  not,  for  the  reason  that  it 
would  color  the  meal. 

"On  December  1,  1916,  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  was  asked  whether  the  following 
classification  was  pefmiBaible  under  the  fed- 
eral act:  'Yellow  milling  corn,  subject  to 
discount  for  moisture  over  17^/^  per  cent.' 
After  expressing  the  opinion  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act  were  applicable  to  trans- 
actions involving  the  delivery  for  shipment  in 
interstate  commerce  of  shelled  corn  that  wag 
sold  or  consigned  for  sale  by  any  gprade  what- 
ever, the  department  ruled  that  — 

" '  'It  would  seem  that  your  transactions 
could  easily  be  so  framed  as  to  state  the 
grade  of  the  corn  involved,  according  to  the 
grades  of  the  official  grain  standards  of 
the  United  States,  and  that  at  the  same  time 
you  could  make  the  specific  requirements 
which  must  be  met  by  com  of  the  designated 
grade  for  the  purpose*  of  your  business.' 

"  We  think  this  ruling  conforms  to  our  in- 
terpretation that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  statute  to  deprive  persons  of  the  right 
to   contract   for    specific    requirements,    pro- 


vided the  specifications  employed  were  not 
false  or  misleading  and  conformed  to  the 
classifications  previously  adopted  by  the  De- 
partment. 

"  We  conclude,  therefore,  that  the  require- 
ments of  the  memorandum  that  the  com 
should  be  *  choice '  and  *  kiln-dried '  did  not 
offend  against  the  provisions  of  the  federal 
statute  and  are  not  to  be  disregarded  as 
surplusage.' 

1918Supp.,  p.  14,  sec.  1. 

Constitutionality. —  The  creation  of  Fed- 
eral land  banks  and  joint  stock  land  banks 
by  this  act,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  Janu- 
ary 18,  1018,  (1018  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
41)  and  the  grant  of  authority  to  them  to 
act  for  the  government  as  depositaries  of 
public  moneys  and  purchasers  of  government 
bonds,  brings  them  within  the  creative 
power  of  Congress  although  they  may  be 
intended,  in  connection  with  other  privileges 
and  duties,  to  facilitate  the  making  of  loans 
upon  farm  security  at  low  rates  of  int^est. 
Smith  V.  Kansas  City  Title,  etc.,  Co.,  (19^1) 
255  U.  S.  180,  41  S.  Ct.  243,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — . 

1918  Supp.,  p.  36,  sec.  26. 

£zemption  from  state  taxation  nistained. 
—  Federal  land  banks  and  joint  stock  land 
banks,  having  been  created  by  Congress  in 
the  exercise  of  its  legitimate  authority  by 
this  act,  as  amended  by  the  act  of  January 
18,  1918,  (1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  41) 
the  power  to  make  the  farm  loan  bonds 
issued  by  them  xmder  the  authority  of  those 
acts  on  the  security  of  farm  mortgages  and 
notes  exempt  as  to  principal  and  interest 
from  federal,  state,  municipal,  and  local 
taxation  necessarily  follows.  Smith  r.  Kan- 
sas City  Title,  etc.,  Co.,  (1921)  256  U.  S. 
180,  41  S.  Ct.  243,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 


ALASKA 


Vol.  I,  p.  251,  sec.  3.    [First  ed.,  1914 
Supp.,  p.  19.] 

Double  taxation. —  A  manufacturer  of  fish 
oil,  fertilizer,  and  fish  meal  from  herring 
may  not  complain  that  he  is  doubly  taxed, 
first  by  the  United  States  and  then  by  the 
territory  of  Alaska,  in  view  of  the  provisions 
of  this  section,  giving  the  territorial  legisla- 
ture power  to  impose  taxes  or  licenses  other 
than  and  additional  to  federal  taxes  on  busi- 
ness and  trade.  Alaska  Fish,  etc.,  Co.  v. 
Smith,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  44,  41  S.  Ct.  219, 
65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

License  tax  law  not  impairment  of  fish  law. 
—  License  taxes  of  $2  a  barrel  and  $2  a  ton, 


respectively,  upon  persons  manufacturing  fish 
oil,  fertilizer,  and  fish  meal,  in  whole  or  in 
part,  from  herring,  imposed  by  the  terri- 
torial legislature  of  Alaska,  cannot  be  deemed 
to  be  repugnant  to  this  section,  as  an  at- 
tempt to  modify  or  repeal  the  fish  laws  of 
the  United  States,  or  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  providing  for  taxes  on  business  or 
trade,  on  the  theory  that  federal  statutes 
imposing  a  tax  on  fish  oil  works  and  on 
fertilizer  works  in  general  terms  (which  can 
hardly  be  considered  fish  laws),  import  a 
license  to  a  specific  kind  of  works  deemed  un- 
desirable by  the  local  powers, —  especially 
since  such  section  expressly  declares  that  its 
provisions  shall  not  operate  to  prevent  the 
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territorial  legislature  from  imposing  other 
and  additional  taxes  or  licenses.  Alaska 
Fish,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Smith,  (1921)  255  U.  6.  44, 
41  8.  Ct.  219,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  I,  p.  255,  sec.  9.      [First  ed.; 
1914  Supp.,  p.  21.] 

Uniformity  of  taxation. —  The  requirement 
of  this  section,  that  all  taxes  in  Alaska  shall 
be  uniform  upon  the  same  class  of  subjects, 
is  not  violated  by  treating  the  making  of 
oil  and  fertilizer  from  herring  as  a  different 
class,  for  purposes  of  license  taxes,  from  the 
making  of  the  same  from  salmon  offal. 
Alaska  Fish,  etc.,  Co.  r.  Smith,  (1021)  255 
U.  S.  44,  41  S.  Ct.  219,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Taxation  in  excess  of  one  per  cent.— The 
restriction  against  taxation  in  excess  of 
1  per  cent  of  the  assessed  valuation  of  prop- 
erty in  Alaska,  which  is  made  by  this  section, 
does  not  apply  to  a  license  tax  upon  the 
manufacture  of  fish  oil,  fertilizer,  and  fish 
meal  from  herring.  Alaska  Fish,  etc.,  Co.  v. 
Smith,  (1921)  265  U.  S.  44,  41  S.  U.  219, 
65  U.  S.    (L.  ed.)   — . 

Session  law  as  to  forfeiture  invalid.—"  The 
act  of  the  territorial  Legislature  of  1915  is  in 
conflict  with  the  general  law  of  the  United 
States  which  gives  to  the  owner  of  a 
located  mining  claim  the  right  to  hold  and 
occupy  the  same  so  long  as  he  shall  perform 
the  requisite  annual  assessment  work  thereon, 
and  Congress  reaffirmed  that  law  as  appli- 
cable to  the  territory  of  Alaska  by  the  act 
of  1907,  adding  thereto  only  the  provision 
above  quoted.  That  act  permits  the  filing  of 
affidavits  which  shall  be  prima  facie  proof 
of  the  performance  of  annual  work.  But  it 
makes  provision  for  forfeiture  only  upon  fail- 
ure to  perform  the  work.  The  act  of  the 
Alaskan  Legislature  set  that  provision  aside, 
and  declared  that  performance  of  the  work 
shall  not  be  sufficient,  that  forfeiture  shall 
follow  the  failure  to  file  an  affidavit.  To 
legislate  thus  was  to  transcend  the  authority 
conferred  by  the  Enabling  Act,  was  to  inter- 
fere with  the  right  of  Congress  to  dispose  of 
the  public  domain,  was  to  destroy  an  estate 
which  Congress  grants  in  public  lands,  and 
was  to  exercise  a  power  which  Congress  never 
intended  to  delegate,  the  power  to  declare 
the  forfeiture  of  mining  claims."  Betsch  v. 
Umphrey,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
46. 

Vol.  I,  p.  264,  SeO.  6.      [First  ed., 
vol.  I,  p.  24.] 

Jurisdiction  of  commissloBen. —  The  court 
of  the  ccMnmissioner  in  Alaska  is  one  of  lim- 
ited jurisdiction  and  a  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  statute  is  essential  to 
vest  any  jurisdiction  in  it.  Tuppela  v.  Chi- 
chagofr  Min.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920) 
267  Fed.  753. 


Vol.  ly  p.  355,  sec.  5.      [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  22.] 
Refusal  to  allow  continuance  in  a  prosecu- 
tion   under    this    section    held    proper,    see 
Alaska   Pac.   Fisheries   v.   U.   S.,    (C.   C.   A. 
9th  Cir.  1921)   269  Fed.  778. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  51,  sec.  1.     llntroxi- 

eating  liquors,  etc] 

The  National  Prohibition  Act  did  not  repeal 
the  provisions  of  this  act.  Koppitz  t%  U.  JS., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  96;  Abbate 
1-.  U.  a,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
736.    In  the  latter  case  the  court  said: 

''  Congress  enacted  the  Bone  Dry  Law  for 
Alaska,  and  20  months  later  it  enacted  the 
National  Prohibition  Act.  In  enacting  the 
latter  Congress  was  adopting  legislation  for 
the  whole  United  States  to  carry  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment.  In 
enacting  the  Bone  Dry  Law,  on  the  other 
hand,  Congress  was  pursuing  its  policy  of 
prohibition  in  Indian  country.  That  policy 
as  to  Alaska  was  first  manifested  by  legisla- 
tion enacted  on  July  27,  186&,  for  the  pre- 
vention of  the  importation  and  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  in  Alaska,  the  population  of 
which  was  largely  composed  of  Indians,  and 
it  was  continued  without  interruption  until 
the  enactment  of  the  Bone  Dry  Law  of  Feb- 
ruary 14,  1917.  That  act  contains  provisions 
peculiarly  applicable  to  Alaska,  and  which 
are  more  drastic  and  far-reaching,  and  in- 
volve severer  penalties  for  the  same  offense, 
than  do  the  provisions  of  the  National  Pro- 
hibition Act. 

'*  What  is  there  to  show  that  the  National 
Prohibition  Act  was  intended  to  replace  the 
Bone  Dry  Law  of  the  territory  of  Alaska? 
It  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  statute,  which 
provides  that  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  and  all  the  laws  thereof  'which  are 
not  locally  inapplicable '  shall  have  the  same 
force  and  effect  within  the  said  territory  as 
elsewhere  in  the  United  States.  That  is  a 
general  provision  which  is  found  in  the 
organic  act  of  all  the  territories.  It  is  simply 
an  extension  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States 
to  the  territory.  It  does  not  stand  in  the 
way  of  or  affect  the  construction  of  special 
congressional  legislation  solely  for  the  terri- 
tory. 

"  The  provision  of  the  National  Prohibition 
Act  for  the  punishment  of  selling  liquor  in 
Alaska  is  '  locally  inapplicable '  in  Alaska, 
for  the  reason  that  Congress  has  provided 
for  a  severer  penalty  for  the  act  when  com- 
mitted there.  •  *  •  In  brief,  we  think 
that  the  Bone  Dry  Law  of  Alaska  remains  in 
force,  just  as  do  the  prohibition  laws  of  the 
states,  and  the  National  Prohibition  Act, 
although  in  force  in  all  jurisdictions,  affects 
no  more  the  Alaskan  act  than  it  does  ths 
state  acts." 
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ALIENS 


Vol.  I,  p.  365,  sec.  1.      [First  ed., 

vol.  I,  p.  437.] 

Sight  of  British  lubject,  resident  of  Can- 
ada, to  inherit  real  property  in  United  States. 
—  British  subjects,  citizens  and  residents  of 
Canada,  do  not  inherit  real  property  in  the 
United  States,  contrary  to  local  laws,  by 
virtue  of  the  stipulations  of  the  treaty  with 
Great  Britain  of  March  2,  1899,  nor  by  rea- 
son of  the  most-favored-nation  clause  of  said 
treaty,  in  the  absence  of  notice  of  adhesion 
to  the  treaty  on  behalf  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  as  required  by  art.  4,  which  provides 
that  the  stipulations  of  such  treaty  shall  not 
be    applicable    to    any    British    colonies    or 


foreign  possessions  unless  notice  to  that  effect 
shall  be  given  on  behalf  of  such  colony  or 
foreign  possession  by  the  British  representa- 
tive at  Washington  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
of  the  United  States.  Sullivan  v.  Kidd, 
(1921)  264  U.  S.  433,  41  S.  Ct.  168,  d5 
U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

Treaty  right  to  hold  realty. —  State  pro- 
hibition of  alien  ownership. — A  treaty  giv- 
ing the  right  to  hold  realty  in  states  "  in 
which  foreigners  shall  be  entitled  to  hold  or 
inherit  real  estate"  does  not  invalidate  a 
state  constitutional  provision  against  the 
holding  of  real  estate  by  aliens.  State  v. 
Staeheli,   (Wash.  1920)    102  Pac.  991. 


ANIMALS 


Vol.  I,  p.  377,  sec.  1.      [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  43.] 

Request  of  shipper  extending  time. — A  re- 
quest by  the  shipper  extending  to  36  hours 
the  time  for  unloading  does  not  create  an 
agreement  by  the  carrier  not  to  unload  for 
36  hours,  so  that  in  the  absence  of  negli- 
gence a  carrier  taking  a  shipment  with  such 
a  request  attached  to  the  contract  is  not 
liable  for  unloading  the  live  stock  before  the 
end  of  that  period  at  a  place  where  they  con- 
tract disease.  Bradford  t*.  Hines,  (Mo.  1921) 
227   S.   W.   889. 

Vol.  I,  p.  386,  sec.  2.      [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  44.] 

Duty  of  caretakers. —  It  ie  the  duty  of  the 
caretakers  furnislied  free  transportation  to 
assist  in  unloading,  feeding,  watering,  resting 
and  reloading  the  cattle,  and  if  the  care- 
takers, by  using  their  reasonable  diligence 
and  the  means  at  their  command  could  have 
prevented  or  diminished  the  damage  done, 
then  any  such  damage  which  might  have 
been  so  prevented,  or  the  amount  in  which 
such  damage  might  have  been  diminished,  tJie 
defendant  is  not  responsible  for.  Atehinson, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  f.  Merchants*  Live  Stock  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  130. 

Evidence. —  It  has  been  held  in  an  action 
to  recover  damages  for  failure  to  comply 
with  this  Act  that  evidence  is  not  admissi- 
ble in  behalf  of  the  shipper  of  the  time  con- 
sumed in  transporting  a  subsequent  ship- 
ment or  as  to  the  difference  in  shrinkage  in 
weight.  Atchinson,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Merchants' 
T.ive  Stock  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.    130.     The  court  said: 

"  The  effect  of  this  was  to  bring  into  the 
case  many  collateral  issues,  to  present  issues 


of  fact  which  the  Railway  Company  was  not 
prepared  to  meet,  and  to  lead  the  jury  aside 
on  an  inquiry  of  facts  which  would  not  fur- 
nish it  a  safe  guide  in  reaching  a  correct  and 
just  condueion  on  the  questions  which  it  was 
called  to  hear  and  determine.  What  were 
the  comparative  ages  and  physical  strength 
of  the  cattle  in  the  two  shipments?  What 
were  the  comparative  conditions  as  to  flesh? 
When  and  to  what  extent  had  the  cattle  in 
each  shipment  been  fed  and  watered  prior  to' 
being  put  on  the  cars?  Was  three  days  the 
average  run  from  Avalon  to  Kansas  City  or 
was  it  exceptionally  short?  The  first  would 
be  a  fair  guide,  the  latter  misleading.  How 
much  time  was  consumed  in  driving  the  last 
shipment  in  from  the  range  and  what  were 
the  conditions  as  to  feed  and  water  on  the 
way,  as  compared  to  the  first  shipment? 
What  was  the  difference  in  weather  condi- 
tions, and  its  effect?  Eh'en  if  these  inquiries 
had  not  been  collateral  and  therefore  irrele- 
vant, the  defendant  could  not  have  been  ex- 
pected to  be  prepared  to  meet  them.  We 
think  the  challenged  proof  was  irrelevant, 
misleading  and  prejudicial." 

Vol.  I,  p.  397,  sec.  1.     [Meat,    etc.] 

[First  ed.,  1909  Snpp.,  p.  46.] 

Duty  to  destroy  condemned  animal. — ^'^ After 
the  inspector  discovered  symptoms  of  disease 
in  said  hog,  it  became  his  duty  to  have  said 
hog  slaughtered  and  to  then  further  inspect 
the  same,  and,  upon  then  finding  the  same 
to  be  in  a  diseased  condition  and  unfit  for 
human  food,  to  condemn  said  hog  and  cause 
the  same  to  be  destroyed  for  food  purposes. 
It  would  have  been  a  violation  of  the  duty 
of  said  inspector,  under  the  federal  statute, 
if,  after  discovery  of  symptoms  of  disease 
in  said  hog  he  had  returned  the  same  to  re- 
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spondent,  as  the  statute  plainly  directs  the 
inspector  what  to  do  when  he  finds  symptoms 
of  disease  in  live  animUls."  Wess  r.  South 
Dakota  Packing,  etc.,  Co.,  (8.  D.  1920)  180 
N.  W.  510. 

Vol.   I,  p.  408,  sec.  3.      [First  ed., 

vol.  I,  p.  452.] 
Validity  of  regulations. — "  Purbuant  to  this 
suthority  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Ani- 
mal Industry  appointed  an  inspector  with 
supervision  over  the  Kansas  City  Stockyards 
at  Kansas  City,  Mo.  His  duties  required 
him  to  inspect  all  cattle  from  southern  points 
before  they  were  unloaded,  and  to  place  cat- 
tle which  were  clean  and  free  from  ticks  in 
certain  pens,  and  those  infected  with  fever 
ticks  in  other  pens.  Such  laws  are  valid." 
Payne  v.  Cotner,  (1021)  148  Ark.  401,  230 
S.  W.  275. 

1 91 8  Supp.,  p.  61 .     [Ad  of  March  Jf, 

1917.] 

Contractural  obligation  of  United  States  to 
pay  for  seixed  serum. —  No  contractural  obli- 


jiC^tion  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to 
pay  for  anti-hog-cholera  serum,  anti-cholera 
virus,  and  serum  blood,  seised  without  agree- 
ment to  purchase  by  agents  of  the  Bureau  of 
Animal  Industry,  and  thereafter  destroyed, 
can  be  implied  from  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  March  4.  1915,  which  was  similar  to  the 
provision  in  the  text,  that,  in  case  of  an 
emergency  arising  out  of  the  existence  of 
certain  contagious  or  Infectious  diseases  of 
animals,  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Sec- 
retary  of  Agriculture,  threatens  the  live-stock 
industry,  he  may  expend  a  specified  sum, 
which  sum  is  thereby  appropriated,  or  so 
much  thereof  as  he  deems  to  be  necessary, 
in  the  arrest  and  eradication  of  any  such  dis- 
ease, including  the  payment  of  claims  growing 
out  of  past  and  future  purchases  and  de- 
struction, in  co-operation  with  the  states,  of 
animals  affected  by,  or  exposed  to,  or  of 
materials  contaminated  by  or  exposed  to,  any 
such  disease.  Great  Western  Serum  Co.  r. 
U.  S.,  (1920)  264  U.  S.  240,  41  S.  Ct.  65,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1918)  54  Ct.  CL 
203. 


ARTICLES  FOR  THE   GOVERNMENT 

OF    THE   NAVY 


Vol.   I,  p.  426,  art.   14.     lOther 

fraud.]  [First  ed.,  vol.  I,  p.  466.] 
Effect  of  release  from  active  duty  of  mem- 
ber of  reserve  force. — ^The  release  from  active 
duty  of  a  member  of  the  naval  reserve  force 
is  equivalent  to  an  honorable  discharge,  after 
which  he  cannot  be  recalled  into  service,  ex- 
cept upon  the  intervention  of  some  actual 
continuation  of  service  in  time  of  war  or  of 
national  emergency,  nor  can  he  be  brought 
to  trial  by  court-martial  for  an  offense 
alleged  to  have  been  committed  prior  to  his 


release.  Hence,  a  member  of  the  naval  re- 
serve force  who  is  recalled  to  active  service 
for  use  as  a  witness  in  a  case  before  a  court- 
martial  and  to  answer  any  cliarge  that  may 
be  brought  against  himself,  is  entitled  to  he 
discharged  on  habeas  corpus  when  it  is  at- 
tempted to  bring  him  to  trial  before  a  court- 
martial  for  a  violation  of  this  article  alleged 
to  have  been  committed  prior  to  his  release 
from  active  service.  U.  S.  t*.  MacDonald, 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  265  Fed.  695.  To  same 
effect,  see  U.  S.  f.  Warden,  etc.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)    265    Fed.    787. 


ARTICLES  OF  WAR 


Vol.  I,  p.  458,  art.  58.     [First  ed., 

vol.  I,  p.  492.] 

Jurisdiction  of  assaults. — A  general  court- 
martial  has  no  jurisdiction  under  this  article 
to  impose  a  sentence  of  imprisonment  upon 
a  civilian  teamster  found  guilty  of  assaulting 
another  person  by  cutting  him  with  a  knife 
and  by  shooting  at  him  with  a  pistol  with 
intent  to  kill.  Anderson  v.  Crawford, 
(C.    C.    A.    8th    Cir.    1920)     265    Fed.    504. 


Regarding  the  jurisdiction  of  a  general  court- 
martial  under  this  article,  the  court  said: 
'*  Upon  a  comparison  of  the  specifications 
of  the  offense  charged  against  appellee,  and 
of  the  findings  made,  with  the  terms  of  the 
article  of  war  under  which  he  was  tried  and 
sentenced,  it  will  be  observed  that  as  to  speci- 
fication 1,  he  was  acquitted  of  the  charge  of 
felonious  assault  upon  Watkins  by  cutting 
him  with  a  knife  with  intent  to  kill,  but 
found   guilty   of    assaulting   him   by  cutting 
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him  with  a  knife.  This  was  clearly  not  an 
offense  under  this  article  of  war,  hecause 
there  must  have  been  an  '  assault  and  bat- 
tery with  an  intent  to  kill '  or  *  wounding, 
by  shooting  or  stabbing,  with  an  intent  to 
commit  murder.'  The  appellee  was  found 
guilty  under  the  second  specification,  in  that 
he  feloniously  assaulted  Watkins  by  shooting 
at  him  with  a  pistol  with  intent  to  kill.  The 
article  of  war  conferred  jurisdiction  upon  a 
general  court-martial  to  try  and  to  punish 
the  offense  of  assault  and  battery  with  an 
intent  to  kill,  but  it  did  not  confer  jurisdic- 
tion over  a  charge  of  assault  with  intent  to 
kill.  It  was  not  alleged  that  in  making  the 
assault  by  shooting  at  Watkins  the  appellee 
wounded  him,  or  in  any  way  caused  any  f  oroe 
to  be  exerted  upon  the  person  of  Watkins. 
While  a  battery  always  included  an  assault, 
assaults  often  fall  short  of  a  battery.  An 
assault  is  an  attempt,  which,  if  consummated, 
would  result  in  a  battery.  Mr.  Justice  Wash- 
ington, in  United  States  t*.  Hand,  2  Wash. 
C.  C.  436,  437,  26  Fed.  Cas.  103,  No.  15,297, 
made  the  distinction  in  these  words: 

"  '  The  definition  of  an  assault  ( 1  Bac.  Abr. 
tit.  "Assault,"  242)  is  an  offer  or  attempt  by 


force  to  do  a  corporal  injury  to  another,  as 
if  one  person  strike  at  another  with  his 
hands,  or  with  a  stick,  and  misses  him;  for, 
if  the  other  be  stricken,  it  is  a  battery  which 
is  an  offense  of  a  higher  grade.' 

"  It  Is  essential  to  a  battery  that  some 
force  shall  be  actually  applied,  not  merely 
threatened  or  attempted  to  be  applied,  to  the 
person  of  another,  or  to  some  article  so 
closely  connected  with  his  person  as  to  be 
regarded  as  a  part  of  it.  1  Hawk.  P.  C.  c. 
62,  S  2;  1  Russell  on  Criminal  Law  (7th 
Eng.  &  Can.  Ed.)  881;  2  Whart.  Cr.  Law 
(11th  Ed.)  S  811;  2  Bishop,  Cr.  Law, 
S  72-(l). 

"It  is  not  necessary  to  invoke  the  rule 
that  penal  laws  are  to  be  strictly  construed, 
although  a  trial  by  court-martial  in  the  state 
of  Mexico  for  an  offense  alleged  to  have  been 
committed  there  would  present  an  appropri- 
ate occasion  for  the  application  of  that  salu- 
tary rule  of  construction,  for  in  this  case  the 
plain  words  of  the  statute  include  a  battery 
as  an  essential  element  of  the  offense,  before 
there  can  be  a  legal  conviction  and  sentence, 
and  none  was  alleged  or  found.*' 


ATTACHMENT 


Vol.  I,  p.  485,  sec.  931.     [First  ed., 

vol.  I,  p.  515.] 
Application. — This    section    merely    relates 


to  the  release  on  bond  of  propertv  attached  in 
certain  postal  suits.  U.  S.  i*.  One  Chevrolet 
Automobile,  (M.  D.  Tenn.  1020)  267  Fed. 
1021. 


AVIATION 


1918  Supp.y  p.  65.      ^Aviation  star 
tions,  etc,'\ 

Taking  of  tidelandi. — Tidelands  as  well  as 
uplands  must  be  deemed  to  have  been  taken 
by  the  government  in  condemnation  proceed- 
ings begun  under  this  act,  which  provides 
for  the  taking  of  "  the  whole  of  "  a  specified 
island,   and   tor  the  determination   and  ap- 


praisement of  any  rights  private  parties  may 
have  in  such  island,  where  the  bill  follows 
the  act,  and  prays  that  if  the  defendant  com- 
pany has  any  right  to  the  tract  or  any  part 
thereof,  the  right  and  "  the  whole  thereof  " 
may  be  **  appraised  and  cond^nned."  U.  S. 
r.  Coronada  Beach  Co.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  472, 
41  S.  Ct.  378,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  aOirming 
(S.  D.  Cal.  1919)  274  Fed.  230. 
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Vol.  i,  p.  490,  sec.  1015.     [First  ed., 
vol.  I,  p.  521.] 

Duty  to  admit  to  baiL —  Construing  this 
section  with  1016  and  1019  of  the  KeFised 
Statutes  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has 
said: 

"We  find  the  intent  of  the  lawmakers 
to  declare  that  a  person  under  indictment  for 
a  noncapital  offense  shall  not  be  imprisoned 
prior  to  his  trial  if  he  is  willing  and  able 
to  give  bail.  The  word  '  shall '  in  section 
1015  is  mandatory.  This  is  apparent  not 
only  from  the  word  itself,  but  from  the  con- 
trast with  the  permissive  word  '  may '  in 
section  1016.  To  abscond  and  forfeit  one's 
bail  is  not  included  in  the  list  of  federal 
crimes.  Even  if  it  were,  a  person  could  not 
be  punished  therefor  by  imprisonment  in  ad- 
vance of  his  indictment,  trial,  and  sentence 
for  that  offense.  If  he  were  indicted  for 
absconding  and  forfeiting  bail,  he  would  be 
absolutely  entitled  to  be  set  at  large  pending 
his  trial  upon  furnishing  bail,  unless  the 
punishment  for  such  absconding  was  death. 

''  Refusal  to  admit  appellant  to  bail  means 
that  the  District  Court  has  adjudged  a  for- 
feiture of  appellant's  otherwise  clear  right 
under  section  1015  solely  by  reason  of  finding 
that  there  is  such  a  high  degree  of  proba- 
bility that  appellant  will  again  abscond  that 
he  should  now  be  held  without  bail.  It  seems 
to  us  utterly  immaterial  on  what  character 
of  evidence  the  tri^  court  should  base  a 
finding  that  there  is  a  high  degree  of  proba- 
bility that  a  defendant  in  a  noncapital  case 
^will  abscond.  The  question  is  what  is  the 
duty  of  the  trial  court  when  any  showing  is 
made  that  would  justify  such  a  finding  of 
probability.  And  the  answer  is  found  in  sec- 
tion 1019.  It  then  becomes  the  duty  of  the 
judge  to  exercise  his  sound  discretion  under 
the  law  in  fixing  the  amount  of  the  bail. 
That  is  as  far  as  his  discretion  goes.  Taking 
all  of  the  circumstances  into  consideration 
the  trial  court  should  fix  the  bail  at  such  an 
amount  as  would  be  reasonably  likely  to 
assure  the  presence  of  the  defendant  when  the 
case  is  called  for  trial."  Rowan  v.  Randolph, 
(C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  627. 

Vol.  I,  p.  492,  sec.  1020.     [First  ed., 
vol.  I,  p.  523.] 

HistoricaL — "  This  power  of  remission  came 
to  us  from  the  English  law,  as  asserted  by 
Chief  Justice  Marshall,  in  1813,  in  United 
States  r.  Feely,  Fed.  Cas.  No.  15,082,  1  Brock. 
255,  and  was  but  reded ared  by  the  statute 
of    February  22,   1839,  now  R.   S.    §  1020.* 


Grifiin  v.  U.  8.,  (K.  D.  Ga.  1921)  2^0  Fed« 
263. 

Construction. — The  statute  being  highly 
remedial  ought  to  be  liberally  ooubtrued  and 
not  in  favor  of  the  forfeiture.  Grifiln  v.  U.  S., 
(N.  D.  Ga.  1921)   270  Fed.  263. 

Discretion  of  court. — The  power  here  given 
is  a  discretion  to  remit  in  whole  or  in  part 
under  stated  conditions  a  forfeiture  which 
has  really  occurred.  The  provision  for  re- 
mission is  not  of  law  but  of  grace.  Grifiin 
c.  U.  S.,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1921)  270  Fed.  203. 

**  Willful  defauK."— The  original  statuU  of 
1839  made  the  relief  conditional  on  there  be- 
ing ''no  willful  default  of  the  partieb," 
meaning  possibly  that  all  the  parties  to  the 
recognizance  who  could  be  in  default,  both 
the  principal  and  his  sureties,  must  appear 
to  be  free  of  willful  fault.  Yet  under  the  act 
so  written  it  was  held  in  18(^3  (U.  8.  v.  Dun- 
can, Fed.  Cas.  No.  16,004)  that  a  surety  who 
was  himself  free  from  willful  fault  might 
be  relieved;  the  forfeiture  standing  as  to 
the  principal.  All  doubt  was  removed  by 
the  Revised  Statutes  changing  the  word 
"  parties  "  to  **  party,"  plainly  meaning  that 
party  who  was  applying  for  the  remission. 
Had  the  defendant  or  the  principal  been 
meant,  a  term  definitely  referring  to  him 
would  have  been  used,  instead  of  one  that 
would  apply  as  well  to  the  surety.  Griffin 
r.  U.  S.,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1921)  270  Fed.  263. 

Penalty  alone  remitted. — ^The  judgment  is 
not  vacated  or  set  aside.  It  must  always 
stand  as  to  costs,  the  penalty  alone  being 
capable  of  remission.  Grifiin  t*.  U.  S.,  (N.  D. 
Ga.  1921)   270  Fed.  263. 

Time  of  applying  for  remission  —  In  gen- 
eral.— "  No  doubt  the  proper  time  to  apply 
for  the  remission  is  on  the  return  of  the 
rule  niaij  if  the  facts  exist  and  are  known 
which  are  to  be  relied  on,  and  a  failure  to 
apply  promptly  ought  to  be  considered  as  an 
unfavorable  circumstance,  and  if  injury  has 
occurred  to  the  public  interests  by  the  delay, 
the  application  ought  to  be  denied.'*  Griffin 
V.  U.  S.,   (N.  D.  Ga.  1921)  270  Fed.  263. 

After  term. — ^The  power  of  remission  after 
term  does  not  involve  a  question  of  the 
power  to  set  aside  a  judgment  after  the  term 
nor  conflict  with  the  executive  power  of 
pardon.  The  relief  may  be  had  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  court  as  well  after,  as  at,  the 
term  of  the  rule  absolute.  ''The  judgment 
on  the  rule  absolute  necessarily  involves 
only  the  well-known  absolute  defences  to  the 
recoji^nizance,  such  as  impossibility  of  per- 
formance bv  the  act  of  God  or  of  the  law, 
and  these  only  are  concluded  by  the  jud^;- 
ment."  Griffin  t?.  U.  8.,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1921) 
270  Fed.  263. 
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Vol.    f,    p.    504.      [First    ed.,    1912 

Supp.,  p.  464.] 

General  purposes  of  the  Act. — To  the  same 
effect  as  the  lirst  paragraph  of  original  an- 
notation, see  Farnsworth  v.  Union  Trust,  etc., 
Co.,    (C.   C.  A.  4th  Cir.   1921)    272  Fed.   92. 

"  One  of  the  general  purposes  of  the  bank- 
ruptcy law  is  to  provide  a  uniform  national 
law  by  which  insolvent  debtors  can  make  a 
pro  rata  distribution  of  their  assets  among 
creditors.  Prior  to  this  amendment  if  a 
corporation  sought  to  wind  up  its  affairs 
and  distribute  its  assets  bv  means  of  a  re- 
ceivership,  6uch  a  proceeding  did  nut  con- 
stitute an  act  of  bankruotcv,  and,  conse- 
quently,  creditors  were  entirely  deprived  of 
the  valuable  rights  and  safeguards  provided 
by  the  bankruptcy  law.  This  amendment  was 
designed  to  correct  that  evil."  Jn  re  Sedalia 
Farmers'  Co.-op.  Packing,  etc.,  Co.,  (W.  D. 
Mo.  1919)  268  Fed.  898. 

"  Congress  enacted  the  bankruptcy  statute 
in  the  exercise  of  a  public  policy,  for  the 
benefit,  not  of  debtors  and  creditors,  but  of 
society  at  large.  It  realized,  of  course,  that 
unscrupulous  and  dishonest  men  would  take 
advantage  wherever  they  could  of  its  provi- 
sions. Equally  of  course,  it  was  not  intended 
to  enable  a  debtor  to  rush  into  bankruptcy 
just  in  time  to  prevent  his  creditors  from 
satisfying  their  claims  out  of  property  he 
was  about  to  come  into  possession  of.  But 
the  difficulty  in  any  law  upon  so  complicated 
a  subject  as  business  relations  is  to  make  it 
cover  every  particular  case  that  may  possi- 
blv  arise.  It  does  not  seem  to  us  that  the 
act  takes  into  account  the  motives  of  creditors 
in  involuntary  proceedings,  or  <of  debtors  in 
voluntary  proceedings  >  but  instead  of  that, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  euch  a  practical  sub- 
ject as  business  relations  between  debtor  and 
creditor  is  being  dealt  with,  it  concerns 
itself  rather  with  conditions  as  they  exist, 
and  undertakes  to  fix  definitely  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  debtor  and  the  rights  and 
remedies  of  the  creditor.  In  our  judgment, 
it  was  thought  best  by  Congress  to  prescribe 
general  rules,  which  would  usually  promote 
satisfactory  results,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  in  isolated  instances  it  would  be  difH- 
cult,  if  not  impossible,  to  attain  to  the  high 
standards  of  exact  justice."  Elberton  Bank 
r.  Swift,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
305. 

Vol.  I,  p.  510,  sec.  1  (9).     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  465.] 

Finding  as  conclusive  that  petitioner  not 
creditor. — The  legal  presumption  is  that  the 
finding  of  the  court  below  that  a  petitioner 
was  not  a  creditor  of  the  company  was  cor- 
rect, and  that  finding  should  not  be  reversed 
or  dismissed  by  an  appellate  court,  unless  the 


record  clearly  shows  that  in  making  it  the 
chancellor  fell  into  a  controlling  error  of  law 
or  made  a  decisive  mistake  of  fact.  Cutler 
r.  Nu-Gold  Ring  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  836. 

Vol.  I,  p.  511,  sec.  la  (15).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  465.] 

Fair  valuation. — Aa  the  term  is  used  in  this 
section  it  means  a  value  that  can  be  made 
promptly  effective  by  the  owner  of  property 
to  pav  debts.  Jn  re  -Sedalia  Farmers'  Co.-op. 
backing,  etc.,  Co.,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1919)  26K 
Fed.  898.  It  is  said  that  "The  inquiry  is 
simply  this:  What  in  the  actual  circum- 
stances was  the  fair  value  of  the  assets  of 
the  debtor  (afterwards  the  bankrupt)  when 
he  paid  or  secured  the  antecedent  debt  ? " 
In  re  Fred  D.  Jones  Co.,  (C  C.  A.  7th  Cir. 
1920)    268  Fed.  818. 

Contingent  asaets. —  Where  the  assets  con- 
sisted principally  of  claims  and  choses  in 
action  many  of  which  were  disputed  and  the 
total  of  which  was  much  less  than  the  estab- 
lished liabilities,  the  evidence  was  held  to 
show  insolvency.  Walker  Grain  Co.  v,  Grejrg 
Grain  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
510. 

Vol.  I,  p.  516,  sec.  2.      [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  469.] 

Equitable  jurisdiction. — To  the  same  effect 
as  the  original  annotation,  see  In  re  Schilling, 
(N.  D.  Ohio  1920)  264  Fed.  357;  Qreif  Bros. 
Cooperage  Co.  t*.  Mullinix,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  391;  Regal  Cleaners,  etc., 
r.  Merlis,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
915. 

Vol.  I,  p.  518,  sec.  2  (1).     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  470.] 

Corporation's  principal  place  of  business  — 
In  general, — The  state  in  which  a  corporation 
is  licensed  to  do  business  and  maintains  it« 
plant  is  regarded  as  the  state  in  which  it 
has  its  principal  place  of  business  and  not 
the  state  in  which  it  is  not  licensed  to  do 
business  but  in  which  it  maintains  its  cor> 
porate  offices,  keeps  its  books  and  records  and 
holds  its  stockholders',  directors*,  and  execu- 
tive committees'  meetings  and  directs  its 
business.  And  the  situation  is  not  affected 
by  the  appointment  of  a  receiver  by  a  court 
of  the  former  state.  In  re  Monarch  Oil 
Corp.,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  272  Fed.  524. 
The  state  in  which  a  corporation  is  incor- 
porated and  in  which  it  names  its  principal 
place  of  business  in  its  articles  of  incorpora- 
tion, at  which  place  its  producing  plant  is 
located  and  an  office  is  maintained  in  which 
all   of   its   books   and   records   are   kept,   its 
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banking  done  and  from  which  all  of  iU  offi- 
cial business  is  conducted,  is  held  to  be  the 
corporation's  principal  place  of  business. 
In  re  Devonian  Mineral  Spring  Co.,  (N.  D. 
Ohio  1920)  272  Fed.  527,  wherein  the  court 
said: 

"What  is  the  principal  place  of  business 
of  a  corporation  must  be  determined  from  a 
consideration  of  all  of  the  facts;  the  place 
fixed  in  its  articles  of  incorporation,  the 
character  of  tne  corporation,  its  purposes, 
especially  its  dominant  purpose,  the  kind  of 
business  it  is  engaged  in,  where  its  manu- 
facturinff  plant  and  business  offices  are,  its 
principal  and  not  incidental  transactions,  in 
carrying  on  its  business." 

Burden  of  proof, —  It  is  the  rule  that,  when 
the  articles  of  incorporation  name  a  place  as 
the  principal  place  of  business  of  a  corpora- 
tion, the  burden  is  upon  the  petitioning 
creditors  to  show  it  is  elsewhere.  In  re 
Devonian  Mineral  Spring  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio 
1920)    272  Fed.  527. 

Domidl  of  corporation.— A  state  in  which 
a  corporation  is  organized  and  which  is  the 
only  one  in  which  it  has  an  office  or  does 
business  is  the  domicil  of  the  corporation. 
In  re  Devonian  Mineral  Spring  Go.,  (N.  D. 
Ohio  1920)    272  Fed.  527. 

Vol.  I,  p.  522,  sec.  2  (3).     [First  ed., 

1912  Siipp.,  p.  472.] 

Receivers'  powers  and  duties  in  general. — 
"  The  receivers  are  officers  of  the  court,  ap- 
pointed to  conserve  the  property,  and  are  not 
successors  in  title  to  the  bankrupts,  nor 
charged  with  notice  of  how  or  by  what  means 
such  possession  or  title  was  acquired."  In  f» 
Fosgate,   (S.  D.  Fla.  1920)   268  Fed.  985. 

Vol.  I,  p.  528,  sec.  2  (5).     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  475. J 
Order  to  continue  business. — ^The  court  ha« 
jurisdiction  to  authorize  the  trustee  to  oper- 
ate the  bankrupt's  property  as  a  going  con- 
cern for  a  limited  period.  In  re  People's 
Warehouse  Co.,  (S.  D.  Miss.  1021)  27d  Fed. 
611. 

Vol.  I,  p.  529,  sec.  2  (7).     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  476.] 
Money  paid  to  trustee  through  mistake. — 
The  court  has  jurisdiction  under  this  section 
to  order  the  trustee  to  refund  money  which 
he  has  received  on  a  conveyance  made  by  him 
of  real  estate  in  which  he  and  all  parties 
concerned  mistakenly  supposed  the  bankrupt 
had  a  vested  interest,  such  mistake  being 
regarded  under  the  state  law  to  be  one  of 
fact  and  not  purelv  one  of  law.  In  re  Rus- 
sell, (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  273  Fed.  724. 

Vol.  I,  p.  531,  sec.  2  (8).     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  476.] 
The  proceeding  to  reopen  an  estate  author- 
ized   by    this    section    need    not   be    formal. 


In  re  Carlucci  Stone  Co.,  (M.  D.  Pa.  \{\2,i\) 
260  Fed.  795. 

The  ord«r  nay  be  baaed  on  a  petition  with- 
out technical  conformity  of  any  kind,  if  it 
contains  sufficient  information  to  satisfy  the 
court  of  the  necessary  jurisdictional  fact,  to 
wit,  that  the  estate  was  closed  before  it  was 
fully  administered.  In  re  Carlucci  Stone  Co., 
<M.  D.  Pa.  1920)    269  Fed.  795. 

Discretion  of  court.— When  the  petition  con- 
tains allegations  of  fact  satisfying  the  con- 
science of  the  court,  prima  fnole^  that  assets 
of  the  bankrupt  remain  unad ministered,  the 
court,  in  the  exercise  of  its  discretion,  may 
reopen  the  proceedings.  In  re  Carlucci  Stone 
Co.,   (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)   269  Fed.  795. 

It  ia  only  for  the  abuse  of  discretion  that 
the  court  will  be  reversed;  that  is,  where  the 
court  acts  arbitrarily,  or  without  a|^arent 
reason  and  authority.  In  re  Carlucci  Stone 
Co.,   (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)   269  Fed.  79o. 

Vol.  I,  p.  533,  sec.  2  (11).     [First 
ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  478.] 

Extent  of  jurisdiction  —  OeneraUy. —  Un- 
less the  situation  discloses  a  formal  waiver 
and  a  failure  to  claim  exemption  in  the  bank- 
ruptcy court  it  is  bound  to  act  on  the  man- 
date of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  and  set  off  the 
exempt  property.  In  re  Dautz,  (D.  C.  Ind. 
1921)   272  Fed.  348. 

Vol.  I,  p.  538,  sec.  2  (20).     [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  480.] 

Under  the  amendment  of  1910. —  To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
In  re  Flaherty,  (N.  D.  la.  1920)  265  Fed.  741. 

Vol.  I,  p.  544,  sec.  3a  (2).     [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  483.] 

Preferences  in  general. — To  the  same  effect 
as  the  first  paragraph  of  the  original  anno- 
tation see  In  re  Saludes  Lumber  Co.,  (£.  D. 
y.  Y.  1921)  273  Fed.  303. 

Transfer  of  stolen  automobile  sold  to  bank- 
rupt.— Where  a  bankrupt  bought  an  automo- 
bile in  good  faith  not  knowing  it  was  stolen 
and,  after  adding  various  accessories  to  it 
which  he  paid  for,  transferred  it  to  a  creditor, 
it  was  held  that  the  automobile  was 
"  property "  within  the  meaning  of  this  scr- 
tion  and  the  transfer  a  preferential  one  and 
sn  act  of  bankruptcy.  In  re  Schenderlein, 
(D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  268  Fed.  1018. 

Who  may  object  to  transfer  —  (Subsequent 
creditors. — Where  a  corporation  transfers  a 
part  of  its  property  to  one  of  ite  principal 
stockholders,  who  is  also  a  creditor,  oth?r 
creditors  whose  claims  arise  subsequently  to 
such  transfers,  may  not  attack  it  as  being 
a  preference  and  an  act  of  bankruptcy. 
Phillips  V.  Carter,  (S.  D.  Ga.  1920)  266  Fed 
444. 
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Vol.  I,  p.  555,  sec.  3a  (4).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  488.] 

II.   Appointment  of  Receiveb  or   Tbustee 

(p.   5o8) 

"  Because  of  inaolTency." — "  The  words  '  be- 
cause of  insolvency'  should  be,  and  are, 
broad  enough  to  include  all  cases  where  the 
lequisite  degree  of  insolvency  is  present,  and 
was  the  proximate  cause  of  the  receivership." 
In  re  Sedalia  Fanners'  Co-op.  Packing, 
etc.,  Co.,  (W.  D.  Mo,  1919)  268  Fed.  898. 
Where  a  receiver  is  appointed  for  an  in- 
definite period  to  marshal  the  assets,  collect 
the  indebtedness,  and  realize  on  the  assets 
in  order  to  pay  debts  and  distribute  the  pro- 
ceeds for  the  benefit  of  the  stockholders, 
creditors  and  all  concerned,  it  is  held  that 
he  is  appointed  because  of  insolvency  within 
the  meaning  of  this  Act.  In  re  Sedalia 
Farmers'  Co-op.  Packing,  etc.,  Co.,  (W.  D.  Mo. 
191<9)  268  Fed.  898.  It  has  been  held  that  a 
receiver  is  appointed  "  because  of  insolvency  ** 
where  It  was  alleged  and  admitted,  on  the 
application  for  a  receiver  in  a  state  court, 
that  the  debtor's  property  was  so  mortgaged 
and  pledged  that  the  debtor  was  insolvent  and 
could  not  meet  its  obligations  and  that  ita 
officers  had  abandoned  its  business.  Stewart 
Petroleum  Co.  t*.  Boardman,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  826.  The  word 
"  insolvencv "   as  here  used  does  not  neces- 

* 

sarily  mean  insolvency  within  the  definition 
of  that  word  in  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  In  re 
Sedalia  Farmers'  Co-op.  Packing,  etc.,  Co., 
(W.  D.  Mo.  1919)  268  Fed.  898.  The  court 
said: 

"It  will  be  noted  that  Coagrees  herein 
nowhere  says  that  the  word  'insolvent'  (or, 
by  analogy,  'insolvency'),  as  used  within 
the  provisions  of  this  act,  shall  be  defined 
thus  and  so.  It  merely  declares  under  what 
conditions  a  person  shall  be  deemed  in- 
solvent to  such  extent  as  to  bring  him  within 
its  provisions.  This  may  be  a  fine  distine- 
tion,  but  it  is  a  significant  one,  because  in 
the  provision  in  question  we  are  dealing  with 
a  proceeding  in  a  court  of  a  state  in  which 
'insolvency'  has  its  common-law  meaning; 
to  wit,  inability  to  meet  obligations  as  they 
become  due;  and  the  petitioning  creditors 
charge  that  the  receiver  was  put  in  charge  of 
this  property  under  the  laws  of  this  state 
because  of  such  insolvency.  It  is  a  matter 
of  common  knowledge  at  the  bar  that  re- 
ceivers are  appointed  by  state  courts  under 
grecisely  such  circumstances.  This  is  done 
ecause  of  such  insolvency;  and  it  would 
probably  rarely,  if  ever,  occur  that  the  ex- 
clusive form  of  insolvency,  as  defined  in  the 
Bankruptcy  Act,  would  he  specifically  stated 
in  a  petition  addressed  to  a  circuit  court  of 
this  state;  particularly  would  this  be  true 
if  the  pleader  desired  the  estate  to  be  admin- 
istered and  distributed  by  the  state  court 
and  not  by  a  court  of  bankruptcy.  This  would 
open  an  obvious  avenue  for  evasion  of  one 


of  the  most  important  provisions  of  the 
national  act." 

Insohreney  eaaential  —  In  general. —  It  is, 
"  of  course,  necessary  to  find  that  the  bank- 
rupt was  actually  insolvent,  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  both  at  the  time 
of  the  alleged  act  and  at  the  time  of  filing 
the  involuntary  petition."  In  re  Sedalia 
Farmers*  Co-op.  Packing,  etc.,  Co.,  (W.  D. 
Mo.  1919)   268  Fed.  898. 

The  act  of  bankruptcy  is  complete  where  a 
receiver  is  appointed  because  of  insolvency 
and  the  property  is  placed  in  his  charge 
though  the  court  may  have  been  without  jur- 
isdiction and  the  appointment  have  been  im- 
provident! y  made.  In  re  Sedalia  Farmers' 
Co-op.  Packing,  etc.,  Co.,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1919) 
268  Fed.  898. 

Liquidating  commisBioners. —  In  Standard 
Warehouse,  etc.,  Co.  v.  George  H.  McFadden 
Bros.  Agency,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  261,  it  was  held  that  acts  of  liquidating 
commissioners  appointed  by  the  board  of 
directors  of  a  corporation  in  filing  a  x>eti- 
tion  in  pursuance  of  which  they  were  ap- 
pointed judicial  liquidators  under  the  Louisi- 
ana statutes  were  not  the  acts  of  the  alleged 
bankrupt  so  as  to  authorize  an  adjudication 
of  bankruptcy  under  this  section. 

The  application  of  a  corporation  for  disso- 
lution under  the  statutes  of  a  state  is  not 
an  act  of  bankruptcy  which  will  authoriza 
involuntary  proceedings  under  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act.  Baker  v.  Monarch  Wholesale 
Mercantile  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  192.1)  289 
Fed.  794.     The  court  said: 

"The  bankruptcy  statute  was  not  enacted 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  creditors  to 
harass  a  debtor,  or  to  prevent  a  debtor  cor- 
poration from  resorting  to  the  laws  of  the 
state  which  created  it  for  the  purpose  of 
winding  up  its  affairs  and  procuring  its  dis- 
solution. It  would  be  mere  officious  inter- 
ference with  salutary  statutory  provisions  of 
Texas  to  force  the  dissolution  of  appellee 
through  bankruptcy   proceedings." 

Vol.  I,  p.  568,  sec.  4a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  495.] 

Motive  as  immateriaL — Undoubtedly  any 
person  owing  debts  has  the  right  to  seek 
the  bankruptcy  court  for  the  purpose  of  wind- 
ing up  his  affairs,  and  his  motive  in  doing 
eo  is  immaterial.  In  re  Peoole's  Warehouse 
Co.,   (S.  D.  Miss.  1921)   273  Fed.  611. 

Solvent  person. —  On  a  voluntary  petition 
an  adjudication  may  be  made  as  to  a  per- 
fectlv  solvent  person.  In  re  People's  Ware- 
house Co.,   (S.  D.  Miss.  1921)   273  Fed.  611. 

Corporations  —  Power  of  directors  to  /Sis 
petition. — "  Whether  the  directors  of  a  cor- 
poration, without  the  authority  from  the 
stockholders,  have  power  to  file  a  petition 
in  voluntary  bankruptcy,  must  be  determined 
by  the  law  of  the  state  in  which  the  corpo- 
ration is  organized.  Home  Powder  Co.  v. 
Geis,   204  Fed.   568,   570.    123   C.   C.   A.   94 
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(Eighth  Gircnit) ;  Dodge  v.  Kenwood  Ice  Co., 
204  Fed.  577,  123  C.  C.  A.   103. 

"  In  Uome  Powder  Co.  c.  Geis,  supra,  this 
court  said: 

^'It  is  not  to  be  presumed  that  there 
will  be  found  in  the  general  laws  of  the  state, 
or  in  the  articles  of  incorporation  or  by-laws, 
any  express  provision  authorizing  such  ad- 
mi^^ion:  mit  under  the  general  law  the  board 
of  directors  or  trustees  of  a  corporation 
])&▼•  the  power  to  authorise  execution  of  an 
assignment  of  all  property  of  the  corporation 
for  the  benefit  of  its  creditors,  when  such  a 
step  is  advisable,  unless  such  an  assignment 
is  prohibited  by  law,  the  articles,  or  by-laws/ 

''  This  is,  we  understand,  the  general  rule. 
See  Dodge  r.  Kenwood  Ice  Co.,  supra:  Kude- 
beck  V.  I^nderson,  Trustee,  227  Fed.  575,  142 
C.  C.  A.  207;  In  re  Foster  Paint  Co.  (D.  C) 
210  Fed.  662;  In  re  Kussell  Wheel  Co. 
(D.  C.)  222  Fed.  569."  Fitts  f?.  Custer  Slide 
Min..  etc,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  dth  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed. '  864,  holding  that  under  the  laws  of 
Colorado  the  directors  had  such  power. 

A  corporation  in  flie  hands  of  a  state 
receiver  will  not  be  allowed  to  make  a  sur- 
render in  bankruptcy.  In  re  Associated  Oil 
Co.,  (E.  D.  La.  1921)  271  Fed.  788,  wherein 
it  was  said: 

''In  the  exercise  of  discretion,  I  think  I 
should  decline  to  interfere  with  the  state 
court  in  this  matter.  To  allow  the  adjudi- 
cation to  stand  would  undo  all  that  has  been 
accomplished  in  the  state  court.  The  receiver 
was  appointed  because  of  the  mismanaerement 
of  the  officers.  It  was  alleged  and  admitted 
that  the  officers  of  the  Oil  Company  and  the 
Adey  Johnson  Company  are  the  same.  That 
company  is  the  sole  ordinary  creditor  shown 
on  the  schedules.  Necessarily,  if  the  sworn 
schedules  are  true,  it  would  elect  the  trustee. 
In  that  event  the  custody  and  control  of  the 
assets  of  the  Oil  Company  would  in  effect  be 
restored  to  the  very  men  from  whom  the 
state  court  saw  fit  to  take  them.  This  would 
enable  the  officers  of  the  Oil  Company  to  per- 
petrate a  fraud  on  the  state  court  through 
the  agency  of  the  bankruptcy  court,  some- 
thing unthinkable." 

Vol.  I,  p.  569,  sec.  4b.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  495.] 

I.  Crenerally. 
II.  Statutory  exx;eptions. 
IV.  Corporations    and    unincorporated    com* 
panies. 

I.  Generally  (p.  56<9) 

Purpose  of  section. —  The  intent  of  Con- 
gress to  protect  men  engaged  in  agriculture. 
who  might  fall  behind  from  the  failure  of 
crops  for  one  or  two  seasons,  has  always 
been  recognized  as  the  basis  for  this  pro- 
vision in  the  statute.  In  re  Doroski,  (£.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed.  8. 


II.  STATUTQBt  £xCaEPTI0NS    (p.   570) 

Date  of  status  of  statutory  exceptions. — 
The  time  from  which  the  status  of  exemptions 
under  this  section  is  to  be  determined  must 
be  either  the  date  of  the  commission  of  an 
act  of  bankruptcy  or  the  date  at  which  the 
debts  to  which  the  act  of  bankruptcy  relate 
were  incurred.  Hence  a  man  engaged  in 
farming  at  the  time  his  debts  were  incurred 
is  not  subject  to  involuntary  proceedings 
therefor,  though  immediately  after  the  ex- 
piration of  the  four  months*  exemption 
period,  the  same  individual  might  be  adjudi- 
cated a  bankrupt  for  acts  of  bankruptcy  while 
insolvent  and  after  he  had  ceased  the  occu- 
pation of  farming,  and  in  that  proceeding  the 
debts  accruing  during  his  farming  operations 
might  be  proven  in  conneetlon  with  the  debte 
accruing  thereafter.  In  re  Doroski,  (E.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed.  8. 

Persons  engaged  chiefly  in  farming  er  the 
tillage  of  the  soil  —  What  is  farming  or  till- 
aqe  of  soil. —  In  In  re  Sutter,  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)  270  Fed.  248.  a  person  was  held  to  be 
within  this  exception  where,  in  connection 
with  other  evidence,  it  appeared  that  he  had 
cultivated  a  farm  of  about  300  acres  for  a 
period  of  twenty  years  during  which  he  had 
bought,  fed  and  sold  cattle  and  hogs  and  had 
produced  farm  fruit,  garden  vegetables  and 
poultry. 

Persons  engaged  chiefly  in  farming  or  the 
tillage  of  the  soil  —  A  person  engaged  chiefs 
in  farming. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  original  annotation,  see 
In  re  Sutter,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  270  Fed.  248. 

TV.  CORPOBATIOWS  AND  UWTHrCORPORATED  COM- 
PANIES   (p.  574) 

Prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  amendment 
of  June  25,  1910  —  Mining  corporations. —  To 
the  same  effect  as  the  original  annotation, 
see  In  re  Jutte,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  367. 

Unincorporated  companies. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  first  paragraph  of  the  original 
annotation,  see  In  re  Tidewater  Coal  Exch., 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  1008. 

It  is  not  necessary  that  an  association  must 
be  an  entity  recognized  by  the  law  as  a 
legal  person  in  order  to  fall  within  the 
phrase  "  unincorporated  companv."  In  re 
Tidewater  Coal  Exch.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921) 
274  Fed.  1008. 

Insurance  corporation. —  There  is  surh  an 
absence  of  jurisdiction  in  a  court  of  bank- 
ruptcy, where  it  appears  from  the  averments 
of  a  petition  in  involuntary  bankruptcy  that 
the  person  proceeded  against  is  an  insurance 
corporation,  and  therefore  within  the  excep- 
tion of  this  section,  that  its  adjudication, 
rendered  upon  due  service  of  process  and 
default,  and  not  appealed  from,  should  be 
vacated,  and  the  proceeding  be  dismissed 
upon  the  motion  of  the  bankrupt,  after  the 
time  for  appeal  has  expired.  Vallely  v. 
Northern  F.,  etc.,  Ins.  Co.,  (1920)  264  U.  S. 
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348,  41  S.  Ct,  116,  65  U/  S.  (L.  ed.)  —, 
wherein  it  was  held  that  the  insurance  com- 
pany by  acquiescing  in  the  adjudication  of 
bankruptcy,  and  aiding  the  trustee  in  the 
performance  of  his  duties  in  administering 
the  estate,  was  not  estopped  thereby  from 
thereafter  questioning  the  adjudication,  and 
the  power  of  the  bankruptcy  court  and  the 
trustee  to  proceed. 

Vol.  ly  p.  578,  sec.  4b.     [Liability  of 

officers,  etc.]      [First  ed.,  1912 

Supp.,  p.  501.] 

BiBCharge  of  bankrupt  corporation  ae  re- 
leasing indiyidual  liability  of  officers  and 
directors. —  See  annotations  under  section  16a, 
infra,  p.   360. 

Vol.  I,  p.  578,  sec.  5a.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  501.] 

Construction. — "After  much  discussion 
among  the  authorities  as  to  the  separate 
entity  of  the  partnership,  as  such,  they  are 
now  practically  unanimous  in  holding  that 
the  adjudication  of  the  firm  ae  an  entity  is 
provided  for  by  this  act."  In  re  Ollinger, 
(S.  D.  Ala.  1921)  274  Fed.  070. 

Petition  by  one  partner. —  It  is  said  that 
when  the  court  wrote  general  order  No.  8  it 
must  have  intended  that,  where  a  partner 
of  a  firm  refuses  to  join  in  the  petition  with 
the  other  partners  or  partner,  the  petiti<m 
must  contain  the  statement  of  facts  con- 
tained in  form  No.  3  wherein  is  a  charge  of 
insolvoicy  and  the  conunission  of  an  act  of 
bankruptcy,  which  such  nonaseenting  part- 
ner may  deny.  In  re  Ollinger,  (S.  D.  Ala. 
1021)   274  Fed.  970. 

Vol.  I,  p.  583,  sec.  5c.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  504.] 

Jurisdiction  over  nonresident  partner. — 
Where  a  bankruptcy  court  has  jurisdiction 
of  a  partnership  and  one  of  the  partners, 
it  may  adjudicate  the  partnership  a  bankrupt 
in  involuntary  proceedings,  if  it  has  com- 
mitted an  act  of  bankruptcy,  and  by  ancillary 
proceedings  compel  the  partner  outside  of  its 
jurisdiction  to  file  a  schedule  of  his  assets 
with  the  bankrupt's  trustee  and  contribute 
to  the  payment  of  claims  of  creditors  against 
the  bankrupt  estate.  In  re  Flaherty,  (N.  D. 
la.  1020)  265  Fed.  741. 

Vcl.  I,  p.  591,  sec.  5h.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  608.] 

Bankruptcy  of  several  partners  as  releas- 
ing solvent  partner  and  surety  from  liability. 
—  The  bankruptcy  of  several  members  of  a 
partnership  does  not  relieve  a  remaining 
solvent  member  from  the  duty  of  completing 
contracts  made  bv  the  firm,  nor  does  it  re- 
lease  from  liability  a  surety  on  a  partnership 


bond.     Kimmel  v.  State,    (Ind.  App.   1921) 
130  N.  £.  230. 

Vol.  I,  p.  592,  sec.  6a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  508.] 

III.  Matters  affecting  right  to  exemption. 
IV.  Recognition  of  state  and  federal  exemp- 
tion law. 

III.  Mattess  Affecting  Right  to  Exemp- 

tion   (p.  696) 

Fraud  —  Bomestead  purchased  with  non- 
exempt  funds. —  The  right  to  a  homestead 
exemption  has  been  denied  where  the  bank* 
rupt  ceased  to  make  further  payments  on 
trade  obligations  and  retained  the  proceeds 
for  merchandise  sold  in  his  personal  posses- 
sion with  which  funds  the  homestead  was 
purchased.  Kangas  r.  Robie,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  92. 

Assignment  for  benefit  of  creditors. —  A 
voluntary  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  cred- 
itors which  is  set  aside  does  not  affect  the 
right  of  the  bankrupt  to  claim  his  exemp- 
tion. In  re  Dautz,  (D.  C.  Ind.  1921)  272 
Fed.  348. 

An  execution  creditor  has  no  rights  su- 
perior to  those  of  the  bankrupt  in  exempt 
property.  Such  a  creditor,  with  a  lien  by  levy 
on  personal  property  prior  to  an  adjudica- 
tion in  bankruptcy,  cannot  claim  funds  se- 
cured by  the  trustee  to  the  extent  of  the 
difference  between  the  property  set  aside 
to  the  bankrupt,  and  his  exemption  allowed 
by  the  state  law,  when  the  bankrupt  has  not 
made  any  further  claim  for  exemntion.  In  re 
Gunzberger,   (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)   268  Fed.  673. 

Right  cannot  be  assigned. —  In  re  Gunz- 
berger, (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)  268  Fed.  673. 

Waiver. —  The  right  to  exemption  is  re- 
garded as  a  personal  privilege  which  may  be 
waived.  In  re  Gunzberger,  (M.  D.  Pa.  1920) 
268  Fed.  673. 

Where  a  bankrupt  fails  to  make  claim  for 
his  exemption  in  the  manner  and  within  the 
time  provided  by  the  Bankruptcy  Act  and 
General  Orders  in  Bankruptcy,  the  right  of 
exemption  is  waived.  In  re  Gunzberger, 
(M.  D.  Pa.  1920)  268  Fed.  673. 

Where  the  bankrupt  files  no  schedule  or 
makes  no  request  on  the  trustee  to  set  aside 
specific  articles  as  exempt  until  after  a  sale 
he  must  be  regarded  as  having  waived  his 
right  of  exemption.  In  re  Gunzberger,  (M.  D. 
Pa.  1920)   268  Fed.  673. 

A  bankrupt  by  making  a  claim  to  certain 
articles  as  exempt  waives  claim  to  exemption 
on  anv  other  nroperty  than  that  specified. 
In  re  Gunzberger,  (M,  D.  Pa.  1920)  268  Fed. 
673. 

IV.  Recocnitton  or  State  and  Federal  Ex- 

emption Law  (p.  601) 

State  law  adopted  —  Mi'^higan. —  While, 
however,  the  bankruptcy  court  will  follow 
and  adopt  the  statutes  of  a  state,  as  con* 
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at  rued  and  applied  by  the  highest  courts 
thereof,  in  determining  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  exemptions  created  by  the  laws  of  such 
state,  yet  the  manner  in  which  such  exemp- 
tions are  to  be  claimed,  set  apart,  and 
aw^arded  is  regulated  and  determined  by  the 
federal  courts,  as  matter  of  procedure  in  the 
course  of  bankruptcy  administration,  as  to 
which  they  are  not  bound  or  limited  by  state 
decisions  or  statutes.  In  re  Moore,  (E.  D. 
Mich.   1921)    274  Fed.  045. 

Pennsylvania. —  Under  the  law  in  Pennsyl- 
vania the  bankrupt  must  take  the  property 
which  is  claimed  as  exempt  and  cannot  take 
the  proceeds  of  a  sale  of  the  property.  In  re 
Gunzberger,   (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)   268  Fed.  673. 

Texas. — To  the  same  effect  as  the  original 
annotation,  see  Stratton  t*.  Ermis,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  633. 

Homestead  exemptions  —  Colorado, — To 
the  same  effect  as  the  original  annotation.  s<*e 
Kdgington  v.  Taylor,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
270  Fed.  48. 

Lease  of  part  for  business  purposes. — 
Where  by  the  state  law  the  homestead  of 
every  resident  of  the  state,  with  the  improve- 
ments and  appurtenances,  not  exceeding  in 
value  a  stated  sum,  may  be  claimed  and  set 
aside  as  exempt  from  levy  and  sale  under 
process  for  the  collection  of  debts,  and,  after 
the  homestead  shall  have  been  claimed  in  the 
nianner  prescribed,  the  act  of  the  owner  in 
leaving  it  temporarily  or  in  leasing  it  does 
not  operate  as  an  abandonment,  the  mere 
fact  that  part  of  the  premises  on  which  the 
owner  resides  is  adapted  to  and  is  used  for 
business  purposes  does  not  stand  in  the  way 
of  the  property  being  considered  as  his  home- 
stead, unless  the  use  of  a  part  as  a  place 
of  habitation  is  incidental  or  secondary  to 
the  business  use  of  the  remainder.  Bnr-ow, 
etc.,  Shoe  Co.  v.  Wallace,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1920)   268  Fed.  532. 

Unsevered  crops. —  Where  the  de-^isions  of 
a  state  are  to  the  effect  that  unsevered  crops 
on  land  embraced  in  a  rural  homestead  are 
included  in  the  homestead  exemption,  such 
construction  of  the  state  law  will  be  followed 
in  bankruntcv  proceedings.  Stratton  t*. 
Ermis,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  533. 

Vol.  I,  p.  612,  sec.  7a  (8).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  520.] 

T.    ScHEDtTLE   OF   ASSETS     (p.    612) 

Failure  to  file  claim  for  exemption  as 
waiver. — Where  an  involuntary  bankrupt 
neglects  to  file  his  claim  for  exemption  within 
the  time  specified  by  this  section,  or  before 
a  sale  of  his  assets  as  required  by  the  state 
law,  his  rights  thereto  are  waived.  In  re 
Gunzberger,   (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)  268  Fed.  673. 

Vol.  I,  p.  618,  sec.  7a  (9).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  524.1 
Incriminating  anawera — Constitntional  pro* 
tection. —  To  the  eame  effect  as  the  original 


annotation  see  Amdatein  €.  McCarthy* 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  71,  379,  41  S.  Ct.  26,  136, 
65  U.  S.  (Ll  ed. )  — ,  wherein  it  was  further 
held  that  an  involuntary  bankrupt  did  not, 
by  filing  schedules  of  assets  and  liabilities 
without  objection,  waive  his  constitutional 
privilege  to  refuse  to  answer  questions  re- 
specting  them  that  might  tend  to  incriminate 
and  degrade  him. 

Vol.  I,  p.  626,  sec.  9a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  529.] 

Construction. — The  word  "  arrest "  in  this 
section  covers  imprisonment.  Ex  p.  Harrison, 
(D.  C.  Mass.  1921)   272  Fed.  543. 

This  provision  as  to  '  exemption  from 
"  arrest "  becomes  effective  at  the  time  of 
adjudication  and  authorizes  the  release  of 
a  debtor  imprisoned  in  a  state  court  on  poor 
debtor  proceedings  prior  to  his  becoming  a 
bankrupt.  Ew  p.  Harrison,  (D.  C.  Mast.  1921) 
272  Fed.  643. 

Vol.  I,  p.  627,  sec.  9a  (2).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  530.] 

Judgment  for  negligent  injury  aa  debt. — 
There  has  been  some  difference  of  judicial 
opinion  as  to  whether  a  judgment  upon  a 
claim  for  negligent  injury  constitutes  a 
"  debt,"  which  can  be  proved  and  is  dis- 
charged by  bankruptcy  proceedings;  but  the 
weight  of  authority  now  appears  to  be  that 
the  judgment  can  be  proved  and  is  discharged 
and  therefore  the  bankrupt  is  exempt  from 
arr<eet.  Ex  p.  Harrison,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921) 
272  Fed.  543. 

Vol..  I,  p.  630,  sec.  11a.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  531.] 

I.  In   General. 

III.  Stay  as  Dependent  on  Dischargeability 

of  Debt. 

IV.  Stay  of  Proceedings  on  Valid  Liens. 

V.  Where  State   Court  Has   Complete   Jur- 
isdiction. 

I.  In  Oenesal  (p.  630) 

Power  to  grant  stay. —  Under  the  present 
Bankruptcy  Act  no  authority  can  be  found 
for  staying  suits  by  or  against  bankrupts 
except  in  this  section.  In  re  Havens, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  975. 

Section  at  mandatory. — "Until  after  an 
adjudication  or  dismiasal  of  the  petition 
against  an  alleged  bankrupt  a  suit  which  is 
founded  upon  a  claim  for  which  a  discharge 
would  be  a  release  and  which  is  pending 
against  the  alleged  bankrupt  at  the  time  of 
filing  such  petition  must  be  stayed.  •  •  • 
The  language  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  is  per- 
emptory." Star  Braiding  Co.  v.  Stienen 
Dyeing  Co.,  (R.  I.  1921)    114  Atl.  129. 
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Application  to  state  court  for  atay. —  In 
Star  Braiding  Co.  i*.  Stienen  Dyeing  Co., 
(R.  I.  1921)  114  Atl.  129,  it  was  claimed 
that  the  state  court  in  which  a  suit  was 
brought  against  the  debtor  had .  no  notice 
of  the  pendency  of  bankruptcy  proceedings 
against  him.  The  court  said:  ''The  alle- 
gations of  the  defendant's  motion  supported 
by  the  certified  copy  of  the  records  of  the 
bankruptcy  court  required  the  superior  court 
to  refrain  from  proceeding  with  the  trial 
of  the  cause.*' 

III.   Stay    as    Dependent    on    Dischabge- 
ABiUTY  OF  Debt   (p.  632) 

Stay  of  actions  on  dischargeable  debts. — 
The  bankrupt  undoubtedly  hacr  the  right  to 
have  a  stay  of  proceedings  against  him  in  a 
state  court  for  such  time  as  may  be  neces- 
sary to  secure  his  discharge.  As  he  has  12 
months  in  which  to  apply  for  his  discharge* 
the  court  should  not  interfere  with  his  dis- 
cretion in  applying  for  it  within  that  period. 
In  re  People's  Warehouse  Co.,  (S.  D.  Miss. 
1921)  273  Fed.  611. 

Stay  of  actions  on  nondisdurgeable  debts. 
—To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion, see  In  re  Kalk,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270 
Fed.  627. 

Under  the  rule  that  proceedings  on  a 
debt  which  is  not  dischargeable  should  not 
be  stayed  by  a  bankruptcy  court,  unless  they 
interfere  with  the  administration  of  the  res 
in  the  possession  of  the  court,  proceedings 
by  a  creditor  for  a  capias  ad  aatiafaoiendum 
against  the  body  of  the  bankrupt  on  a  claim 
which  would  not  be  released  by  his  discharge 
in  bankruptcy  will  not  be  stayed.  Bloemecke 
f?.  Applegate,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  271 
Fed.  695. 

Action  for  fraud  and  misappropriation, — 
An  action  against  a  bankrupt  for  fraud  and 
misappropriation  of  the  fimds  of  a  corpora- 
tion while  acting  as  one  of  itfl  officers  will 
not  be  stayed,  since  a  judgment,  if  obtained, 
would  not  be  dischargeable  under  section 
17a  (4)  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  In  re 
Bloemecke,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1920)  265  Fed.  343. 

Action  for  wUful  conversion. — ^Wliere  the 
pleadings  in  an  action  in  a  state  court  charge 
a  wilful  and  deliberate  conversion  of  the 
property  of  the  plaintiff  by  the  bankrupt, 
the  court  should  deny  the  bankrupt's  appli- 
cation to  stay  the  plaintiiT  from  the  further 
prosecution  of  the  action.  In  re  Northrup, 
(N.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  420.  Regarding 
the  granting  of  such  a  stay,  the  court  said: 
''I  Uiink  the  plaintiff,  Taylor,  in  the  action 
brought  in  the  Supreme  Court,  county  of 
Madison,  is  entitled  to  a  trial  of  the  issues 
in  that  court.  The  evidence  on  that  trial 
may  satisfy  the  court  and  jury  that  there 
was  no  conversion,  in  which  case  the  claim 
of  the  plaintiff  will  be  discharged  by  a  dis- 
charge in  the  bankruptcy  proceedings.  The 
evidence  may  satisfy  the  court  and  jury  that 
there  was  a  conversion,  but  at  the  same  time 


the  conversion  established  by  the  evidence 
may  not  be  such  an  act  as  constitutes  a  will- 
ful and  malicious,  or  a  willful  or  malicious, 
injury  to  the  property  of  another.  When  the 
bankrupt  applies  for  a  discharge,  if  a  dis- 
charge is  granted,  the  claim  of  the  plaintiff 
in  the  action  referred  to  will  be  extinguished 
by  the  discharge,  unless  the  record  in  the  suit 
shows  a  willful  and  malicious  injury  to  the 
property  of  the  plaintiff  in  the  suit.  Whether 
the  discharge  In  bankruptcy,  if  granted,  oper- 
ates as  a  discharge  of  the  claim  of  the 
plaintiff  in  the  action  referred  to,  will  be  a 
matter  for  the  court  to  pass  upon,  when  an 
effort  is  made  by  the  plaintiff  in  that  suit 
to  enforce  any  judgment  he  may  obtain 
against  the  bankrupt  subsequent  to  his  dis- 
charge. Then  the  discharge  in  bankruptcy 
can  be  pleaded  as  a  bar  to  the  enforcement 
of  the  judgment,  and  it  will  be  the  duty  of 
the  court  to  pass  upon  the  question  whether 
the  plaintiff's  claim,  whatever  the  form  it 
assumes,  was  discharged  or  released  by  the 
discharge  in  bankruptcy." 

IV.  Stay  or  Pboceedtnos  ok  Vamd  Liens 

(p.  636) 
SUy  allowed.— The  fact  that  the  plaintiff 
in  a  suit  in  a  state  court  has  obtained 
an  attachment  lien  upon  the  defendant's 
personal  property  more  than  four  months 
prior  to  the  filing  of  bankruptcy  proceedings 
against  the  latter,  which  lien  is  not  dis- 
charged by  the  bankruptcy,  does  not  relieve 
the  state  court  from  granting  a  stay  in  com- 
pliance with  the  provisions  of  this  section. 
Star  Braiding  Go.  v.  Stienen  Dyeing  Co., 
(R.  I.  1921)  114  Atl.  129,  wherein  it  was 
said;  "The  plaintilTs  lien  would  not  have 
been  lost  by  the  stay.  If  a  stay  had  been 
granted,  after  the  adjudication  of  the  dis- 
missal of  the  bankruptcy  petition  the 
superior  court  might  remove  tiie  stay  and 
permit  the  suit  to  proceed.  As  was  held  in 
Butterick  v.  Bowen,  33  R.  I.  40,  80  Atl.  277, 
although  the  defendant  receives  a  discharge 
in  bankruptcy,  which  he  sets  up  in  a  plea 
puis  darrien  continuance,  the  suit  may  still 
proceed  to  a  qualified  or  special  judgment 
against  the  defendant  for  the  purpose  of  per- 
mitting the  plaintiff  to  enforce  his  lien  or 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  plaintiff  to 
bring  suit  against  sureties  on  a  bond  given 
to  release  such  attachment." 

v.  Whebe  State  Coitbt  Has  C6ifFLBTE  Jitb- 
iSDicnoN  (p.  036) 

Suit  commenced  after  discharge. — ^Where 
after  a  discharge  has  been  granted  the  bank- 
rupt a  suit  is  commenced  against  him  in  the 
state  court  and  judgment  is  obtained  the 
federal  court  will  not  enjoin  the  issuance  of 
an-  execution  on  the  judgment.  In  such  a 
case  it  was  said: 

"  In  the  ordinary  case,  ♦  ♦  •  a  dis- 
charge is  a  defense;  such  defense  is  one  that 
the  state  or  any  other  court  is  bound  to  con- 
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sider  (Hill  v.  Harding,  107  U.  S.  631,  2  Sup. 
Ct.  404,  27  L.  ed.  493),  and  if  error  is  com- 
mitted in  failing  to  accord  to  the  discharge 
its  due  weight,  the  way  is  open  to  the 
national  Supreme  Court  (Dimock  r.  Revere, 
etc.,  Co.,  117  U.  S.  559,  6  Sup.  Ct.  855,  29 
L.  ed.  994).  But  no  authority  exists  for 
leaving  the  tribunal,  where  the  discharge  was 
or  might  have  been  pleaded,  and  enjoining 
the  collection  of  a  judgment  against  a  dis- 
charged ^nkrupt  because  the  bankruptcy 
court  thinks  that  some  other  tribunal  erred 
either  in  fact  or  law  as  to  the  effect  of  such 
discharge."  In  re  Havens,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921 )  272  Fed.  975. 

Vol.  I,  p.  641,  sec.  lie.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  539.] 
Substitution  of  trustee  as  plaintiff.— A 
trustee  cannot  cause  himself  to  be  substi- 
tuted as  party  plaintiff  in  an  action  com- 
menced by  the  l»nkrupt  by  merely  filing  a 
paper  asking  to  be  made  a  party.  It  tiUces 
judicial  action  of  the  court  and  this  action 
evidenced  by  an  order  made  in  the  cau«e. 
Western  Star  Lodge  f?.  Burkes  Constr.  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.    650. 

Vol.  I,  p.  643,  sec.  lid.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  540.] 
Time  within  which  tmstee  may  sue. —  It 
is  held  that  this  section  Is  confined  to  suits 
founded  strictly  on  the  Bankruptcy  Act  and 
that  the  state  statute  of  limitations  applies 
to  a  suit  by  a  trustee  under  section  70e  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Act  to  recover  aii  alleged 
fraudulent  transfer.  Davis  v.  Willey,  (C.  C. 
A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  397. 

Vol.  I,  p.  643,  sec.  12a.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  540.] 
«  Meeting  of  creditors." — ^The  prorisiinis  of 

this  section  as  to  compositions  before  ad- 
judication contemplate  proof  at  the  meeting 
of  the  claims  of  such  creditors  as  are  to  be 
counted  when  the  confirmation  of  the  com- 
position is  considered.  No  trustee  has  been 
elected  at  the  time  of  the  meeting  for  allow- 
ance of  claims,  and  there  is  no  one  to  con- 
test their  validity  except  the  creditors.  They 
should  know  what  claims  may  be  allowed 
and  counted  in  connection  with  the  composi- 
tion, and  should  be  able  to  contest  their 
validity  before  the  referee  allows  them  or 
certifies  to  the  court  that  the  ootnposition 
has  been  accepted.  In  re  Chinese  Ttxr  Im- 
porters, (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  269  Fed.  669. 
The  court  further  said: 

"  If  it  be  Said  that  this  interpretation  of 
the  statute  will  impose  too  heavy  a  burden 
upon  bankrupts  offering  a  composition,  the 
answer  is  that,  in  cases  where  the  facts  call 
for  an  adjournment  of  the  meeting,  so  that 
other  claims  which  any  party  desires  to  have 
considered    upon    the    composition    may    be 

12 


proved,  application  may  be  made  to  the 
referee  for  euch  adjournment.  In  my  opin- 
ion, the  claims  of  all  creditors  that  are  to 
be  counted  in  consideration  of  the  composi- 
tion should  be  proved  before  the  meeting 
called   for   that  purpose    is   finally   closed." 

Vol.  I,  p.  647,  sec.  12c.     [First  ed., 

1912^  Supp.,  p.  642.] 

Practice  in  cases  of  composition. — ^As  to  the 
practice  in  such  cases  it  is  said  in  In  re 
Bernstein  (D.  C.  Maes.  1921)  272  Fed.  1018: 

"  Under  our  practice,  the  duties  of  the  ref- 
eree, after  the  filing  of  an  offer  in  composi- 
tion, are  (1)  to  allow  claims;  (2)  to  certify 
the  acceptance  of  the  offer  by  a  majority  in 
number  and  amount  of  claims  allowed,  if  it 
be  accepted;  (3)  to  fix  the  amount  of  deposit 
required  from  the  alleged  bankrupt;  and 
(4)  to  return  the  papers  into  court  with  his 
(the  referee's)  report.  The  proceedings  are 
governed  by  the  provisions  of  the  act  and 
General  Orders,  and  by  rules  in  bankruptcy 
of  this  court  numbered  7,  8,  and  9.  Rule  8 
requires  that: 

'"The  deposit  shall  he  sufficient  to  pay 
the  proposed  percentage  upon  all  unsecured 
debts  scheduled  by  the  bankrupt,  unless  the 
court  should  otherwise  order.' 

"In  this  respect  the  practice  here  differs 
from  that  in  some  other  districts,  where  the 
deposit  required  need  be  sufficient  to  cover 
only  the  proposed  percentage  on  debts  proved 
and  allowed.  The  practice  here  was  estab- 
lished by  the  late  Judge  Francis  C.  Lowell, 
soon  after  the  passage  of  the  act,  and  has 
worked  well  It  has  heen  the  custom  for 
referees  to  keep  open  the  first  meeting  and 
allow  claims  to  he  proved  from  time  to  time, 
until  either  the  bankrupt  applied  for  a  cer- 
tificate that  a  majority  in  number  and ' 
amount  of  the  claims  proved  had  assented 
and  the  required  deposit  had  heen  made,  or 
upon  motion  of  some  creditor,  or  upon  the 
referee's  own  motion,  the  papers  were  re- 
turned to  the  court  because  the  alleged  bank- 
rupt had  not  diligently  followed  up  his  offer. 

'*  In  cases  of  composition  after  adjudica- 
tion, the  offer  is  made  at  a  meeting  of 
creditors,  further  liquidation  proceedings  are 
stayed  while  it  is  pending,  and  the  practice 
follows  that  in  cases  of  composition  before 
adjudication.  The  proceedings  of  the  learned 
referee  in  the  present  ease  accord  with  the 
established  practice." 

In  this  case  the  meeting  of  the  creditors 
was  held  on  April  12th,  and  was  adjourned. 
On  April  20th,  the  meeting  being  apparently 
still  open,  and  a  majority  in  num-ber  and 
amount  of  claims  proved  being  at  that  time 
not  in  favor  of  the  composition,  the  objecting 
creditors  requested  the  referee  to  return  the 
case  to  the  District  Court  for  adjudication. 
From  his  refusal  to  do  so  the  present  review 
was  taken.  Thereafter  further  claims  were 
proved  and  allowed  by  the  referee,  and 
eventually,  on  May  12th,  a  majority  in  num- 


854 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


ber  and  amount  of  claims  proved  and  allowed 
having  assented  to  the  offer  in  composition, 
the  learned  referee  returned  the  papers  to 
the  court  with  a  certificate  showing  the 
requisite  assent  by  creditors.  The  court  fur- 
ther said: 

"  The  contention  of  the  objecting  creditors 
is  that  the  meeting  should  have  been  closed 
on  or  before  April  20th,  and  that  the  referee 
erred  in  accepting  assents  on  debts  proved 
and  allowed  after  that  date.  In  re  Chinese 
Fur  Importers,  Inc.,  46  Am.  Bankr.  Rep.  336, 
(D.  C.  8.  D.  N.  Y.)  269  Fed.  669,  is  cited  in 
8u|>port  of  their  position.  The  practice  in 
that  district  evidently  differs  in  important 
particulars  from  the  practice  here,  as  above 
outlined.  A  modification  of  our  practice  to 
accord  with  the  opinion  in  that  case  would 
not,  in  my  opinion,  be  an  improvement. 
Only  10  days'  notice  is  given  to  creditors  of 
meetings  to  consider  offers  in  composition, 
which  is  a  rather  short  time  for  those  re- 
motely situated.  If  the  composition  can  be 
definitely  and  finally  accepted  by  a  majority 
of  the  creditors  who  prove  on  the  data  A 
the  meeting,  it  would  give  the  bankrupt  a 
distinct  advantage.  He  would  know  what 
the  offer  was  to  be,  and  could  obtain  the 
assents  of  friendly  creditors,  while  creditors 
not  in  his  confidence  would  not  know  the 
terms  of  the  offer  before  the  meeting.  More- 
over, the  creditors  would  naturally  be  sepa- 
rated and  would  not  be  likely  to  act  to- 
gether until  brought  together  at  the  meeting. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  would  be  possible  for 
an  active  organization  of  creditors  to  take 
control  of  the  meeting,  and  disapprove  an 
offer  in  composition  which  was  acceptable  to 
a  majority  in  number  and  amount  of  all  the 
creditors.  These  considerations  and  others 
which  might  be  mentioned  were  carefully 
weighed  when  the  present  practice  here  was 
established.  It  does  not  seem  to  me  that 
it  is  inconsistent  with  the  language  of  the 
act;  and,  as  above  stated,  it  has  worked 
satisfactorily,  both  in  cases  of  composition 
before  adjudication  and  of  composition  after 
adiudication. 

**  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  within  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  referee  to  adjourn  a  meeting 
from  time  to  time  within  wide  limits,  which 
were  not  exceeded  in  this  case.  When,  in  his 
opinion,  the  time  has  come  to  close  the  mat- 
ter, he  can  close  the  meeting  and  make  his 
certificate.  That  is  what  was  done  in  this 
case. 

"  Under  the  practice  in  this  district  there 
is  no  such  distinction  between  cases  of  com- 
position before  adjudication  and  composition 
afterwards  as  is  spoken  of  in  the  opinion  in 
In  re  Chinese  Fur  Importers,  Incorporated, 
fttpra." 

Vol.  I,  p.  653,  sec.  14a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  547.] 

HistoricaL— "  In  the  United  States  the  first 
Bankruptcy  Act  was  passed  in  1800,  and  it 


followed  in  its  main  features  and  often  in 
its  language  the  English  bankruptcy  laws, 
and  it  provided  under  certain  limitations  for 
a  discharge  of  the  bankrupt.  2  Statutes  at 
Large,  pp.  10,  30,  31.  IMscharge  was  pro- 
vided for,  too,  in  the  second  act,  passed  in 
1841.  5  Statutes  at  Large,  pp.  440,  443. 
The  third  act,  passed  in  1867,  also  provided 
for  a  discharge,  but  still  made  it  very  diflS- 
cult  for  the  discharge  to  be  obtained.  14 
SUtutes  at  Large,  pp.  617,  531,  632,  633. 
And  see  16  Stat,  at  Large,  p.  227. 

''The  main  purpose  of  the  bankruptcy 
statutes  of  both  countries  was  to  furnish 
a  better  protection  to  creditors,  and  it  was 
not  within  the  puipose  to  grant  a  discharge 
even  to  honest  debtors.  The  early  Bank- 
ruptcy Acts  were  acts  for  creditors  and 
against  debtors.  It  is  surely  a  matter  of 
some  significance,  therefore,  that  when  the 
United  States  provided  for  the  discharge  of 
bankrupt  debtors  an  assignment  for  the  bene- 
fit of  creditors,  while  in  England  regarded 
as  an  act  of  bankruptcy,  was  not  considered 
as  morally  objectionable  and  did  not  prevent 
a  discharge.  If  Congress  intended  tkat  an 
assignment  for  the  benefit  of  creditors  should 
have  a  different  effect  under  our  system,  we 
are  inclined  to  think  that  intention  would 
have  been  clearly  indicated. 

"Under  the  act  of  1867  the  grounds  for 
refusing  a  discharge  were  collated  in  ten  sep- 
arate paragraphs.  The  act  of  1898  when  it 
was  originally  introduced  into  Congress, 
specified  nine  distinct  classes  of  cases  in 
which  no  discharge  was  to  be  granted,  and 
they  continued  in  the  bill  until  its  final 
revision  by  the  conference  committee.  It  pro- 
vided that  the  bankrupt  should  be  dis- 
charged — 

"'unless  he  has  *  •  *  (2)  given  a  pref- 
erence as  herein  defined,  and  within  six 
months  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  petition 
against  him,  which  has  not  been  surrendered 
to  the  trustee;  *  *  *  (4)  made  a  trans- 
fer of  any  of  his  property  which  any  creditor 
who  has  proved  his  claim  in  the  proceedings 
might,  at  the  time  of  the  filing  of  the  peti- 
tion, have  impeached  as  fraudulent  if  he  had 
been  «  judgment  creditor,  unless  such  prop- 
erty shall  have  been  surrendered  to  the  trus- 
tee; •  *  •  or  (7)  secreted  or  conveyed 
any  of  his  property  to  avoid  its  being  admin- 
istered in  bankruptcy,  or  any  document  re- 
lating to  his  property  in  contemplation  of 
bankruptcy;  or  (8)  transferred  any  property 
otherwise  than  in  the  ordinary  course  of  his 
business,    in    contemrolation    of    bankruptcy. 


#  * 


it 


*As  finally  adopted  there  were  only  two 
grounds  left  in  the  act  for  denying  the 
charge.  These  were:  (1)  That  the  bank- 
rupt had  committed  an  offense  punishable  by 
imprisonment  as  provided  in  the  act. 
(2)  That  with  fraudulent  intent  to  conceal 
his  true  financial  condition,  and  in  contem- 
plation of  bankruptcy,  he  had  destroyed,  con- 
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cemled,  or  failed  to  keep  books  of  account  or 
records  from  which  his  true  condition  might 
be  ascertained. 

"The  amendment  of  February  6,  1903  (32 
Stat.  797),  enlarged  the  grounds  for  refus- 
ing a  discharge,  adding  the  only  one  xvhic^ 
it  is  now  material  for  us  to  consider,  and 
which  is  found  in  section  14by  which  reads  as 
follows: 

"  'Or  (4)  at  any  time  subsequent  to  the 
first  day  of  the  four  months  immediately 
■preceding  the  filing  of  the  petition  trane- 
ferred,    removed,    destroyed,    or    concealed, 

•  *  •  any  of  his  property,  with  intent  to 
hinder,    delay    or     defraud     his     creditors. 

•  •  •  '  "  Feder  v.  Goetz,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  264  Fed.  619. 

Th«  act  neceisarily  contempUtei:  (1) 
That  a  voluntary  petitioner  will  be  dis- 
charged  from  the  burden  of  his  debts;  and 
(2)  that  all  the  property  owned  by  him  at 
the  time  he  filed  his  petition  wil  be  distrib- 
uted among  his  creditors.  The  discharge  of 
the  bankrupt  does  not  affect  the  rights  of 
the  creditors  to  property  which  passes  into 
the  hands  of  the  trustee.  To  insure  distribu- 
tion of  all  the  bankrupt's  property  the  trus- 
tee is  given  the  power  to  assert,  not  only 
any  right  which  the  debtor  could  have  as- 
serted, but  also  any  right,  remedy,  or  power 
of  a  creditor  holding  a  lien  or  unsatisfied 
execution.  The  etatute,  as  already  pointed 
out,  specifically  sets  forth  the  grounds  of 
objection  to  a  discharge.  But  nowhere  is  it 
declared  to  be  a  ground  of  objection  that 
after-acquired  property  would  be  unaffected 
by  the  claims  of  creditors.  On  the  contrary, 
one  of  the  main  purposes  of  the  act  is  to 
relieve  after-aequired  property  from  such 
claims.  Elberton  Bank  v.  Swift,  (C.  C.  A. 
5th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  305. 

Vol.  I,  p.  661,  sec.  14b.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  549.] 

I.  Generally. 

II.  Objections  to  Bankrupt's  Discharge. 
IV.  Determination. 

I.   GCITEBALLT    (p.   662) 

Discharge  as  a  matter  of  right. — To  the 
same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph  of  original 
annotation,  see  Feder  v.  Goetz,  (G.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)   264  Fed.  619. 

Sttmmary  jurisdiction  over  bankrupt  after 
discharge. — Although  a  bankrupt  has  been 
discharged,  he  may  be  summarily  compelled 
to  surrender  property  which  he  has  con- 
cealed from  his  trustee.  In  re  Margolies, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  dr.  1920)  266  Fed.  203.  Re- 
garding the  jurisdiction  of  the  bankruptcy 
court  in  such  a  case,  the  court  said: 

"  Bankrupt's  doctrine  is  that  because,  and 
solely  because,  he  has  a  discharge,  the  court 
is  without  power  (unless  and  until  the  dis- 
charge is  revoked)  to  compel  him  by  order 
to  surrender  concealed  property,  which,  ex- 


ofl|»t  for  the  discharge,  it  would  be  a  con- 
tempt for  him,  after  such  order,  to  retain. 
Sections  2(7),  (13),  (15),  and  7(2),  of 
Bankruptcy  Act.  It  is  not  argued  that  dis- 
charge gives  complete  immunity  for  undis- 
covered wrong;  it  is  admitted  that  plenary 
suits  under  sections  67  and  70  may  still  be 
brought;  but  it  is  said  that  the  personal 
control  of  court  over  bankrupt,  by  which  he 
may  be  summarily  required  under  pain  of 
contempt  to  surrender  whatever  he  unlaw- 
fullv  retains  from  his  trustee  {In  re 
Schiesinger,  102  Fed.  117,  42  C.  C.  A.  207), 
vanished  with,  and  by  reason  of,  discharge. 

"  No  such  quality  is  ezpreesly  given  dis- 
charge by  the  act;  but  by  inference  from 
section  14  it  is  urged  that,  since  a  discharge 
must  be  refused  if  a  bankrupt  has  concealed 
his  property  with  intent  to  hinder,  etc.,  or 
has  refused  '.to  obey  lawful  orders  of  the 
court,  it  follows  that,  when  the  court  dis- 
charges, it  '  certifies '  that  the  applying  bank- 
rupt has  not  concealed,  etc.,  and  has  obeyed 
all  lawful  orders;  wherefore  it  is  a  disre- 
gard of  its  own  judgment  summarily  to  hale 
a  discharged  bankrupt  before  the  court  that 
found  so  much  in  his  favor. 

''  This  view  of  discharge  is  merely  wrong. 
In  granting  discharges  the  court  adjudges  or 
'  certifies '  nothing  further  than  that  affirma- 
tive proof  has  not  been  given  establishing 
the  existence  of  one  or  more  of  the  grounds 
for  refusing  discharge.  The  language  of  sec- 
tion 14  is  that  the  judge  'shall  •  •  ♦ 
discharge  the  applicant  unless '  he  has  done 
a  forbidden  thing;  and  that  this  language 
has  been  construed  to  mean  unless  the  ob- 
jecting parties  show  that  he  has  done  the 
forbidden  is  too  well  known  to  require  cita- 
tion. That  discharge  is  not  a  certificate  of 
character  we  have  recently  pointed  out. 
In  re  Hughes,  262  Fed.  500  (opinion  Dec. 
10,  1919).  Indeed  the  act  itself  defines 
'  discharge '  to  mean  a  '  release '  from  prov- 
able debts  other  than  those  excepted  by  the 
statutes.  Section  1,  subsec.  12.  As  has 
recently  been  said,  a  'discharge  operates 
merely  to  extinguish  creditors'  claims.'  In  re 
Walsh,  256  Fed.  664,  168  C  C.  A.  47.  •  *  • 
The  whole  act  should  be  construed  in  the 
spirit  of  the  last  paragraph  of  section  2, 
which  declares  that  '  nothing  in  this  section 
contained  shall  be  construed  to  deprive  a 
court  of  banknjptcy  of  any  power  it  would 
possess  were  certain  specific  powers  not 
herein  enumerated.'  But  the  court's  power 
over  the  estate  does  not  end  until  the  estate 
is  closed  by  the  discharge  of  the  trustee  upon 
the  settlement  of  this  account  (Clark  v. 
Pidcock,  129  Fed.  760,  64  C.  C.  A.  273),  or 
by  the  revesting  of  the  estate  in  the  bankrupt 
bv  the  confirmation  of  a  composition  {In  re 
Hollins,  238  Fed.  787,  151  C.  C.  A.  637).  It 
is  also  opposed  to  the  history  and  spirit  of 
bankruptcy  legislation  to  affix  or  annex  to 
discharge  anything  more  than  the  statute 
explicitly  gives  to  it.     All  discharges  are  a 
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comparatively  modern  innovation,  mitigating 
the  status  of  bankruptcy,  which  historically 
was  terminable  only  by  death  or  annulment. 

"  The  point  before  us  was  presented  in 
Ea>  parte  Walters,  L.  R.  18  Eq.  701,  in  1874. 
where  one  partner,  a  discharged  bankrupt, 
had  used  his  employment  by  the  creditors' 
committee  to  devote  funds  of  the  estate  to 
paying  his  private  creditors.  He  waa  pro- 
ceeded against  as  for  a  contempt,  and  it  was 
held: 

" '  There  is  no  distinction  by  reason  of  the 
fact  that  the  debtors'  discharge  had  been 
granted  before  this  money  was  misapplied.' 
The  discharge  only  releases  them  from  the 
debts  provable  ♦  •  ♦  —  not  from  the  obli- 
gation to  perform  the  duties  prescribed  by 
the  statute.' 

''In  later  English  statutes  a  discharged 
bankrupt  is  specifically  subjected  to  pun- 
ishment as  for  contempt  if  he  fails  to  give 
the  trustee  such  assistance  as  is  required  in 
the  *  realization*  of  the  estate  —  Bankruptcy 
Act  1914,  part  L  $  26  (9)  —but  the  Waters 
Case  rests  on  language  as  general  as  that  of 
our  statute. 

"  The  question  argued  has  been  decided  ad- 
versely to  this  petitioner  in  the  lower 
courts  —  assuming  (as  we  do)  that  the  power 
to  examine  a  bankrupt  as  to  his  estate  is 
fundamentally  the  same  as  that  which  com- 
pels him  to  give  up  or  turn  over  whatever 
he  has  no  right  to  retain.  Mr.  Olmstead, 
referee,  in  the  Massachusetts  district,  con- 
sidered it  at  large  in  In  re  Peters,  1  Am. 
Bankr.  B.  248,  as  did  also  Mr.  Wise,  referee 
in  the  Southern-  district  of  New  York  in  In 
re  Westfall,  8  Am.  Bankr.  K.  431,  and  the 
latter  decision  was  expressly  approved  and 
confirmed  by  Adams,  District  Judge."  To 
same  effect,  see  Levy  v.  Schorr,  (C.  C.  A.  3d 
Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  207. 

Grounds  for  refusing  discharge  in  general. — 
To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annotation, 
see  Robinson  r.  Williston,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir. 
1920)    266  Fed.  970. 

Laches. — A  delay  of  eighteen  months  after 
the  application  for  a  discharge  is  made  be- 
fore a  hearing  is  had  has  been  held  not  to 
be  neglect  or  laches  which  will  justify  a  dis- 
missal. In  re  Neal,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1921)  270 
Fed.  289,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  While  undoubtedly  the  applicant  for  dis- 
charge is  under  the  usual  duties  of  diligence 
imposed  on  suitors,  they  are  not  to  be  de- 
rived from  or  measured  by  the  quoted  section. 
The  judge  is  commanded  to  do  three  things: 

(1)  Hear  the  application  for  discharge  and 
the    proofs    and    pleas    in  opposition    to    it; 

(2)  investigate  the  merits  of  the  application; 
and  (3)  discharge  the  applicant,  unless  he 
has  done  the  things  named  in  the  statute. 

"  To  dismiss  this  application  unheard 
would  be  simply  to  fly  in  the  face  of  this 
mandate.  The  fact  that  from  some  unknown 
cause  the  hearing  was  not  had  seasonably 
will  not  warrant   the   judge   in   refusing  to 


hear  at  all,  in  declining  to  investigate  the 
merits  of  the  application,  or  to  discharge  the 
applicant.  It  would  be  to  amend  the  statute 
and  add  another  specification  to  the  grounds 
for  refusing  a  discharge,  to  penalize  a  want 
of  diligence  in  pressing  for  a  hearing  as 
heavily  as  the  commission  of  the  crimes  and 
frauds  mentioned  in  the  section.  A  bank- 
ruptcy case  is  one  in  equity.  The  extreme 
penalty  for  negligence  in  failing  to  press  for 
a  trial,  as  fixed  by  equity  rule  No.  57  (198 
Fed.  xxxiv,  115  C.  C.  A.  xxxiv)  is  dismissal 
without  prejudice;  but  a  dismissal  of  this 
application  would  be  to  bar  a  discharge  en- 
tirely, for  a  new  application  could  not  now 
be  filed  in  this  case,  nor  could  these  debts 
be  discharged,  even  by  another  bankruptcy. 
In  re  Silverman,  157  Fed.  675,  85  C.  C.  A. 
224,  and  cases  cited.  Parties  at  interest 
whose  rights  are  suffering  from  delay  in 
hearing  an  application  for  discharge  may 
move  the  court  to  fix  a  time  for  the  hearing 
under  penalty  of  dismissal,  should  the  appli- 
cant not  proceed  with  the  giving  of  his 
notices,  but  there  appears  in  this  case  only 
acquiescence  in  the  delay.  No  sufficient  rea- 
son to  the  contrary  being  shown,  the  dis- 
charge applied  for  will  be  granted." 

II.  Objections   to   Bankbupt's   Dischabgb 

(p.  664) 

Specifications  of  objections  — Oenerai  requi- 
sites.—  Specifications  of  objection  are  suflB- 
cient,  if  they  fairly  apprise  the  bankrupt  of 
the  nature  and  grounds  of  the  objection 
which  is  being  made  to  his  discharge.  In  re 
Simon,   (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  268  Fed.  1006. 

IV.  Detebmination   (p.  673) 

Motion  to  vacate  order  dismissing  petition 
for  discharge. — Although  the  dismissal  of  a 
petition  for  a  discharge  may  have  been  error 
yet  the  court  may  on  the  ground  of  laches 
refuse  to  vacate  such  order  of  dismissal. 
In  re  Overstreet,  (S.  D.  Fla.  1920)  268  Fed. 
987. 

Vol.  I,  p.  677,  sec.  14b  (1).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  557.] 

Making  false  oath. —  In  In  re  Lundberg, 
(C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  272  Fed.  107, 
"  the  objections  charged  that  appellant  made 
a  false  oath  in  his  schedule,  in  that  he 
denied  ownership  of  any  real  estate,  whereas 
the  objections  assorted  that  he  in  fact  owned 
lots  23  and  24  in  block  4  of  Rood  &  Weston's 
addition,  etc.  On  July  18,  1017,  appellee  got 
a  judgment  against  appellant,  Vhich  became 
a  lien  upon,  and  for  several  times  the  value 
of,  those  lots.  Within  less  than  20  days 
after  the  making  of  the  alleged  false  oath, 
appellee  got  a  tax  title  to  the  lots.  More 
than  2  years  before  he  made  the  alleged  false 
oath,  the  bankrupt  executed  a  warranty  deed 
to  the  property  in  question,  but  it  had  never 
been  recorded.''    It  was  held  that  a  discharge 
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was  not  barred  on  the  ground  that  the  bank- 
rupt had  made  a  false  oath. 

In  In  re  Schroeder,  (£.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
264  Fed.  862,  in  which  case  it  was  claimed 
that  a  transfer  to  the  bankrupt's  wife  was 
in  anticipation  of  his  being  drafted,  the 
evidence  was  held  to  show  that  the  transfer 
was  made  because  he  feared  an  action  against 
him  would  result  in  a  judgment,  and  that  no 
real  transfer  was  intended,  and  that  he  was 
guilty  of  making  a  false  oath  in  failing  to 
set  forth  in  the  schedule  his  rights  in  the 
property  transferred. 

Offense  must  be  knowingly  and  fraudu- 
lently committed  —  In  general, —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  first  paragraph  of  the  original 
annotation,  see  In  re  Wilson,  (D.  G.  Md. 
1920)    209  Fed.  845. 

The  making  of  a  false  oath  is  not  a  ground 
for  denying  a  discharge,  unless  it  was  know- 
ingly and  fraudulently  made,  and  that  it 
was  60  made  must  be  shown  by  clear  and 
convincing  evidence.  Humphries  €.  Nalley, 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  2tf9  Fed.  607. 

Making  false  oath, —  Where  a  bankrupt 
stated  under  oath  that  he  had  no  property 
when  his  voluntary  petition  was  filed  when 
in  fact  $30  in  money  was  due  to  him  from 
his  employer  on  account  of  wages  earned,  and 
he  had  in  his  possession  and  owned  $25  in 
lawful  money  and  household  goods  and  furni- 
ture of  the  value  of  about  $150,  it  was  held 
that  he  was  not  guilty  of  wilfully,  know- 
ingly and  fraudulently  making  a  false  oath 
in  regard  to  his  property  where  it  appeared 
that  he  used  the  only  money  he  had  in  pay- 
ing costs  in  the  bankruptcy  proceedings  and 
that  he  was  entitled  to  the  other  property 
under  a  claim  of  exemption.  Humphries  t*. 
Nalley,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
607.     The  court  said: 

"No  evidence  adduced  was  inconsistent 
with  the  conclusion  that  the  bankrupt  was 
innocent  of  any  fraudulent  purpose  or  intent 
to  deprive  the  trustee  or  any  creditor  of  any 
right.  So  far  as  appears,  the  bankrupt,  who 
was  a  laborer  working  for  wages,  voluntarily 
made  a  full  and  true  disclosure  of  hm  cui*- 
dition  when  he  testified  at  the  meeting  of 
his  creditors.  The  use  of  the  only  money 
he  had  in  paying  costs  of  the  proceeding 
indicates  the  absence  of  any  intention  to 
improperly  withhold  that  part  of  his  prop- 
erty for  his  own  use  or  benefit.  The  only 
other  property  he  ie  shown  to  have  been 
entitled  to  was  such  that  it  could  have  been 
retained  under  a  claim  of  exemption.  It  was 
not  disclosed  that  he  did  anything  to  conceal 
or  hide  any  of  his  property." 

Vol.  I,  p.  683,  sec.  14b  (2).     [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  558.] 

Concealment  of  financial  condition  — Altera- 

turn  of  books. —  The  fact  that  there  was  an 

alteration  in  two  items  of  one  of  the  ledger 

accounts  has  been  held  not  to  show  a  falsifi- 


cation of  the  bankrupt's  books  of  account 
with  intent  to  conceal  his  financial  condition 
where  there  is  no  evidence  showing  that  the 
change  was  made  by  the  bankrupt,  and  it 
appeared  that  the  cash  book  showed  the  items 
correctly  and  that  the  change  in  no  way 
affected  the  status  of  the  business  as  to  its 
financial  condition.  In  re  Rivas,  (S.  D.  Fla. 
1920)   268  Fed.  690. 

Destruction  of  cancelled  checks  and  stubs. — 
The  fact  that  a  bankrupt  destroyed  his  can- 
celled checks  and  stubs  when  he  turned  his 
business  over  to  his  largest  creditor  has  been 
held  not  to  establish  an  intent  to  conceal  his 
financial  condition  where  there  was  no  proof 
that  any  ledger  was  destroyed  and  the  bank- 
rupt and  his  attorney  stood  ready  at  all  times 
to  produce  any  or  all  of  the  books  desired 
bv  the  trustee.  In  re  Rivas,  (8.  D.  Fla. 
1920)   268  Fed.  690. 

"Failed  to  keep  books  of  account." — In 
In  re  Simon,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  268  Fed. 
1006,  it  was  said: 

"The  absence  of  pereonal  books  and  papers 
has  made  it  impossible  to  trace  what  became 
of  large  amounts  of  cash  received  by  the  bank- 
rupt. I  am  unable  to  believe  that  this  result 
is  accidental.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  lack 
of  all  data  about  personal  transactions,  ag- 
gregating many  thousand  dollars,  was  inten- 
tional, and  was  brought  about  by  the  bank- 
rupt for  the  purpose  of  concealing  what  had 
been  done.  The  specification  based  on  con- 
cealment of  books  of  acount  is  sustained.*' 

Effect  of  acquittal  on  charge  of  fraud. — 
The  fact  that  the  bankrupt  was  acquitted  by 
direction  of  the  court  on  the  trial  of  an 
indictment  for  fraudulent  concealment  of 
rs<ret9  has  no  bearing  on  specifications  of  ob- 
jections to  discharge  based  on  concealment 
of  financial  condition.  In  re  Simon,  (D.  C. 
Mass.  1920)  268  Fed.  1006. 

^ol.  I,  p.  689,  sec.  14b  (3).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  660.] 

Construction. —  This  provision  and  section 
17,  infra,  are  not  mutually  exclusive.  S6  it 
is  said  in  a  case  where  the  contrary  conten- 
tion WHS  made: 

"Although  section  17  can  have  no  applica- 
tion to  a  bankrupt  who  has  been  refused  a 
discharge  under  section  14b,  I  do  not  think 
the  two  sections  are  mutually  exclusive,  or 
even  in  pari  materia.  Section  17  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  creditor  whose  claim  is  covered 
thereby,  and  to  be  invoked  by  him  only. 
It  comes  into  operation  only  after  the  bank- 
ruptcy court  has  done  its  work,  and  can 
hardly  ever  be  applied  by  such  court,  unless 
in  a  second  bankruptcy.  Section  14b  is  ad- 
dressed to  the  bankruptcy  court  only,  and 
is  not  for  the  benefit  of  any  particular  cred- 
itor or  class  of  creditors,  and  by  its  express 
terms  may  be  invoked  on  any  application  for 
discharge  by  the  trustee  or  other  party  in 
interest  to  entirely  defeat  the  discharge.    The 
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purpose  of  the  section  is  to  preserve  the  dis- 
charge feature  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  from 
abuse,  and  deny  its  benefits  to  one  who  has 
shown  himself  unworthy  of  them  in  any  of 
the  ways  specified  in  the  section.  The  section 
is  at  bottom  one  of  penalty  or  forfeiture,  and 
one  of  the  things  penalized  is  the  commercial 
dishonesty  manifested  by  obtaining  a  credit 
on  a  materially  false  statement  in  writing, 
made  to  induce  the  credit.  This  section,  hav- 
ing its  own  purpose,  must  be  construed  ac- 
cording to  its  own  terms,  and  independently 
of  section  17."  In  re  Day,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1020) 
268  Fed.  871. 

Application. —  There  is  nothing  in  the 
words  of  this  provision  nor  in  the  history 
of  its  adoption  and  its  amendment  to  con- 
fine it  in  its  application  to  merchants.  It 
applies  to  all  who  ask  for  a  discharge  in 
bankruptcy.  In  re  Day,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920) 
268  Fed.  871. 

False  atatement  in  writing — In  general. — 
"  It  is  plain  that  the  intention  of  Congress 
was  to  extend  not  the  statute  to  all  cases  of 
false  written  statements  where  credit  hap- 
pens to  be  given,  and  the  thought  being  to 
confine  the  statute  to  cases  where  the  de- 
cision to  give  credit  was  induced  by  the  false 
statement.  I^ch  statement  must  be  a  finan- 
cial atatement,  as  distinguished  from  a  mere 
misrepresentation.''  In  re  Morgan,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  959. 

A  "  materially  false  statement  in  writing  " 
cannot  be  confined  to  a  financial  statement 
made  by  the  bankrupt,  or  a  statement  of  his 
financial  condition,  but  may  include  any 
"  materially  false  statement  in  writing " 
made  by  the  bankrupt  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  money  or  property  on  credit  and 
by  which  property  or  money  is  obtained. 
Such  a  false  statement,  however,  should  not 
be  created  by  inference  alone  from  acts  of 
the  bankrupt.  Robineon  v.  Williston,  (C.  C. 
A.  1st  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  970. 

This  provision  is  not  to  be  confined  to 
statements  of  general  financial  condition  but 
covers  any  material  statement  of  fact  made  in 
writing  to  the  creditor  to  induce  the  credit. 
In  re  Day,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  268  Fed.  871. 

**  The  phrase  '  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
credit'  contemplates  a  statement  fitted  to 
such  purpose.  It  is  intended  to  mean  '  to 
obtain  money  or  property  on  credit.'  Each 
of  the  phrases  in  the  statute  muist  be  given 
its  appropriate  meaning.  The  phrases  'on 
credit '  and  '  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
credit '  should  not  be  treated  as  redundant. 
The  phrase  '  upon  a  materially  false  state- 
ment '  follows  immediately  after  '  on  credit,' 
and  therefore  it  is  apparent  that  Congress 
intended  to  qualify  the  whole  clause,  to 
'obtain  money  or  property  on  credit.'  We 
think  it  was  intended  to  mean  that  the  credit 
obtained  upon  a  materially  false  statement 
required  the  falsity  to  be  tested  as  to  its  ma- 
teriality   to    the    obtaining    of    the    credit." 


In  re  Morgan,   (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir..  1920)   267 
Fed.  959. 

Intent  —  Guilty  knowledge  eeaeniial, —  To 
the  same  effect  aa  the  original  annotation, 
see  In  re  Matthews,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  263. 

In  order  to  bring  a  statement  within  this 
section  it  must  have  been  intentionally  and 
knowingly  false  and  coupled  with  an  inten- 
tion to  deceive  and  the  creditor  must  have 
relied  on  the  statement  when  parting  with 
his  money  or  property.  In  re  Lundberg,  (C. 
C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  272  Fed.  107. 

Statement  negligently  made. — ^Although  a 
statement  may  have  been  negligently  made 
yet  the  bankrupt  may  be  granted  a  discharge 
where  there  is  an  absence  of  intent  to  de- 
fraud. In  re  Matthews,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir. 
1921)   272  Fed.  263. 

Statement  of  amonnt  invested. — A  state- 
ment made  in  writing  by  the  bankrupt  that 
he  has  a  specified  sum  "  invested  **  is  a  state- 
ment of  fact,  not  an  estimate  of  value,  and 
where  it  appears  that  it  was  false  and  that 
credit  was  obtained  by  means  of  such  state- 
ment a  discharge  is  properly  refused.  In  re 
Simon,  (D.  C.  Maes.  1920)   268  Fed.  1006. 

False  statement  to  trust  company. — ^A  dis- 
charge may  be  refused  on  a  finding  that  the 
bankrupt  obtained  money  on  credit  on  a  ma- 
terially false  statement  in  writing  made  by 
him  to  a  trust  company  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  credit.  Perlmutter  r.  Hudspeth, 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  957. 

Signing  of  worthless  check. — ^A  bankrupt, 
by  signing  a  worthless  check,  does  not  make 
a  "  materially  false  statement  in  writing " 
within  the  meaning  of  this  section.  Hobin- 
son  V.  Williston,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  970,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"Did  the  bankrupt  in  this  case,  by  sign- 
ing a  check,  which  is  simply  a  request  to  a 
bank  to  pay  to  the  payee  a  certain  sum  of 
money  upon  its  presentation,  make  any  '  ma- 
terially false  statement  in  writing'?  It  is 
true  that  a  check  purports  to  be  drawn  upon 
a  bank  where  the  maker  has  funds  or  credit, 
and  from  his  act  in  giving  the  check  this 
may  be  inferred.  If  the  bankrupt  had  made 
an  oral  statement  at  the  time  the  check  was 
given,  that  it  was  good,  or  would  be  paid 
when  presented,  or  that  his  account  was 
overdrawn  but  that  he  had  made  arrange- 
ments with  the  bank  on  which  it  was  drawn 
by  which  it  would  be  paid,  none  of  these  oral 
statements  would  have  been  a  bar  to  his 
discharge. 

"  We  think  it  was  the  evident  design  of 
Congress  to  confine  the  objecting  creditor  to 
the  limits  of  a  specific  statement  in  writing 
made  by  the  bankrupt,  and  that  such  state- 
ment cannot  be  extended  beyond  the  fair 
and  necessary  meaning.  This  is  the  view 
taken  of  this  section  by  the  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  Eighth  Circuit  in  International  Har- 
vester Co.  of  America  r.  Carlson,  217  Fed. 
736,   133   C.   C.    A.   430.     In  this   case  the 
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bankrupt  had  made  a  flnancial  statement, 
and  under  the  head  of  '  assets '  upon  one 
page  had  listed  certain  property  which  he 
possemed  and  stated  its  value;  and  upon 
another  page,  under  the  heading  of  '  busi- 
ness liability/  there  were  numerous  subheads, 
such  as  '  Owing  for  merchandise,  notes,  or 
accounts  past  due,  owing  to  banks,  bor- 
rowed money  other  than  bank,  taxes,  rent,  or 
other  bills  payable,'  etc.,  and  opposite  these 
various  items  was  a  column  for  the  insertion 
of  the  proper  amount.  He  left  the  schedule 
of  liabilities  entirely  blank  in  the  state- 
ment, and  it  was  contended  that,  because 
he  had  done  so,  he  had  stated  that  he  owed 
nothing  that  could  properly  come  under 
either  of  these  heads,  wherea*,  in  fact,  he 
was  indebted  in  considerable  sums  under 
each  head;  and  the  court  said  (217  Fed.  at 
page  739,  133  C.  C.  A.  432) : 

"  *  We  do  not  think  that  an  omission  con- 
stitutes a  ''material  statement,"  within  the 
meaning  of  section  14  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act. 
There  is  nothing  in  any  other  part  of  the 
form  which  declares  that  blanks  unfilled  are 
to  be  construed  as  representing  that  nothing 
is  owing  under  the  heading.  A  "  material 
statement"  means,  not  a  blank,  nor  an  in- 
ference from  a  blank.  There  must  be  a 
direct  statement,  either  negative  or  positive, 
which  is  false,  to  justify  the  denial  of  the 
bankrupt's  discharge.* 

"We  think  this  is  the  correct  construction 
to  be  placed  upon  this  section.  In  In  re  Rea 
Brothers,  (B.C.)  251  Fed.  431,  I>istr  let  Judge 
Bourquin  held  that  a  check  drawn  upon  a 
bank  where  the  maker  had  neither  money  nor 
credit,  while  a  false  representation,  was  not 
a  false  statement  which  will  defeat  the  bank- 
rupt's right  to  a  discharge. 

"While  we  do  not  fully  concur  in  the 
distinction,  which  is  made  by  the  learned 
judge,  between  a  false  representation  and  a 
false  statement,  we  think  the  conclusion  that 
he  reached  was  right.  No  other  reported  case 
hae  been  cited  by  counsel,  and  after  a  care- 
ful examination  we  have  been  unable  to  find 
one  in  which  the  exact  question  which  we  are 
considering  has  been  before  the  court." 

Refusal  of  discharge. —  It  was  not  intended 
that  a  bankrupt  should  be  refused  a  dis- 
charge from  all  of  his  debts  because  he  had 
contracted  one  or  more  fraudulently.  In  re 
Morgan,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  959. 

Vol.  I,  p.  694,  sec.  14b  (4).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  562.] 
What  constitutes  concealment,  removal,  or 
deatmction  of  property. — A  suspicion  that 
the  bankrupt  has  concealed  assets  is  not 
sufficient  ground  for  refusing  him  his  dis- 
charge under  this  section.  McCutcheon  v, 
Townley,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
985. 

What  conttitutet  concealment,  removal  or 
destruction  of  property  —  Transfer  to  wife's 


hrother-in-lau). —  In  In  re  Rosenberg,  (S.  D, 
N.  Y.  1920)  268  Fed.  658,  it  was  held  that 
concealment  of  assets  was  not  established  by 
evidence  showing  a  transfer  by  the  bankrupt 
to  his  wife's  brother-in-law  of  property  which 
was  not  listed  in  the  bankrupt's  schedules. 

Use  of  money  to  pay  living  expenses  and 
debts. —  The  fact  that  the  bankrupt  lived  on 
money  collected  and  paid  some  individual 
debte  does  not  constitute  concealment  of 
assets  with  intent  to  hinder  or  delay  cred- 
itors. In  re  Rivas,  (S.  D.  Fla.  1920)  268 
Fed.  690. 

A  general  auignment  for  the  heneflt  of 
creditors  where  not  made  with  any  actual 
intent  to  hinder,  delay  or  defraud  creditors, 
has  been  held  to  be  no  ground  for  refusing 
a  discharge  even  though  made  within  four 
months  prior  to  the  conunencement  of  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings.  If  a  discharge  is  to  be 
refused  to  a  bankrupt  because  he  has  made 
an  assignment  for  the  benefit  of  creditors, 
he  is  punished  for  an  act  which  was  not 
illegal  at  the  time  it  was  done,  which  was 
neither  tnalun^  in  se  nor  malum  prohibitum, 
not  being  "  prohihited  by  the  bankruptcy 
law  absolutely  in  every  event,"  but  "void- 
able only  in  case  bankruptcy  proceedings 
should  be  begun  ";  and  as  "  at  the  time  when 
it  was  made  the  institution  of  such  pro- 
ceedings was  uncertain "  it  eeems  to  this 
court  a  hard  and  subtle  construction  to  say 
that  such  an  act,  legal  when  done  and 
morally  unobjectionable,  shall  have  the  effect 
of  depriving  a  bankrupt  of  his  discharge  in 
the  event  of  its  turning  out  that  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings  happen  to  be  instituted 
against  him.  We  will  not  hold  that  such  a 
penalty  shall  he  imposed  upon  the  bankrupt, 
in  the  absence  of  a  clear  provision  in  the 
act  imposing  it  upon  him.  Feder  i>.  Goetz, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  619. 

Intent. —  The  word  intent  as  used  in  this 
section  has  been  construed  as  meaning  actual 
intent.     Feder  f?.   Goetz,    (C.   C.  A.  2d  Cir. 

1920)  264  Fed.  619.   . 

Evidence  —  Property  in  bankrupt  must  be 
shown. —  In  In  re  Croonborg,  (C.  C.  A.  7th 
Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  352,  it  was  held  that  a 
reoonunendation  made  by  a  special  master 
for  a  discharge  should  be  sustained  where 
the  evidence  though  conflicting  tended  to  show 
that  certain  property  which  was  not  sched- 
uled belonged  to  the  wife  of  the  bankrupt. 

Vol.  I,  p.  703,  sec.  1 5a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  568.] 
Notice  not  given  of  application  for  dis- 
charge.—  Where  a  petition  to  set  aside  a 
discharge  is  based  on  the  fact  that  no  notice 
of  an  application  for  a  discharge  was  given 
as  required  by  section  58a  (9)  of  this  act 
but  no  fraud  is  alleged  the  limitation  as  to 
time  contained  in  this  section  is  not  appli- 
cable.   Ellison  t*.  Weintrob,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 

1921)  272  Fed.  466. 


360 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


Vol.  I,  p.  706,  sec.  16a.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  569.] 

Discharge  of  bankrupt  corporation  as  re- 
leasing indiyidnal  liability  of  officers  and 
directors. —  In  view  of  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion 4b  [1  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  578] 
and  of  this  section,  a  confirmation  of  a  com- 
position ofifered  by  a  bankrupt  corporation 
does  not  release  its  president  from  liability 
under  a  state  statute  providing  that  the 
president,  treasurer,  and  directors  of  every 
domestic  corporation  shall  be  jointly  and 
severally  liable  for  its  debts  and  contracts 
contracted  or  entered  into  while  they  are 
officers,  if  any  statement  or  report  required 
by  the  provisions  of  the  state  statutes  was 
made  and  signed  by  them  which  was  false 
in  any  material  representation,  and  which 
they  knew,  or  on  reasonable  examination 
could  have  known,  to  be  false.  E.  S.  Parks 
Shellac  Co.  r.  Harris,  (Mass.  1921)  129  N.  E. 

ei7. 

A  surety  on  a  contractor'a  bond  is  not  re- 
leased from  liability  by  the  contractor's  dis- 
charge in  bankruptcy  nor  by  the  confirmation 
of  a  composition  offered  by  him.  McClintic- 
Marshall  Co.  v.  New  Bedford,  (Mass.  1921) 
131  N.  E.  444. 

Vol.  I,  p.  708,  sec.  17a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  570.] 

,  Construction. —  This  section  and  section 
14b  (3)  are  not  mutually  exclusive.  So  it 
is  said  in  a  case  where  the  contrary  conten- 
tion was  made: 

"Although  section  17  can  have  no  appli- 
cation to  a  bankrupt  who  has  been  refused  a 
discharge  under  section  14b,  I  do  not  think 
the  two  sections  are  mutually  exclusive,  or 
even  in  pa/ri  materia.  Section  17  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  creditor  whose  claim  is  covered 
thereby,  and  to  be  invoked  by  him  only.  It 
comes  into  operation .  only  after  the  bank- 
ruptcy court  has  done  its  work,  and  can 
hardly  ever  be  applied  by  f>nch  court,  unless 
in  a  second  bankruptcy.  Section  14b  is  ad- 
dressed to  the  bankruptcy  court  only,  and  is 
not  for  the  benefit  of  any  particular  creditor 
or  class  of  creditors,  and  by  its  express 
terms  may  be  invoked  on  any  application  for 
discharge  by  the  trustee  or  other  party  in 
interest  to  entirely  defeat  the  discharge. 
The  purpose  of  the  section  is  to  preserve  the 
discharge  feature  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  from 
abuse,  and  deny  its  benefits  to  one  who  has 
shown  himself  unworthy  of  them  in  any  of 
the  ways  specified  in  the  section.  The  sec- 
tion is  at  bottom  one  of  penalty  or  forfeit- 
ure, and  one  of  the  things  penalized  is  the 
commercial  dishonesty  manifested  by  obtain- 
ing a  credit  on  a  materially  false  statement 
in  writing,  made  to  induce  the  credit.  This 
section,  having  its  own  purpose,  must  be 
construed   according  to  its  own   terms,  and 


independently  of  section  17."  In  re  Day, 
(N.  D.  6a.  1920)   268  Fed.  871. 

The  question  of  the  nondischargeability 
of  a  debt  may  be  considered  by  the  court  on 
an  application  of  a  discharge  in  bankruptcy. 
In  re  Wilson,  (D.  C.  Md.  1920)  269  Fed.  845. 

Revival  of  discharged  debt  —  Moral  obliga- 
tion supporting  new  promise. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  McClin- 
tic-Marshall  Co.  p.  New  Bedford,  (Masa. 
1921)    131  X.  E.  444. 

Vol.  I,  p.  716,  sec.  17a.  (2).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  573.] 

I.  False  pretenses  or  representations. 
II.  Wilful  and  malicious  injuries. 
III.  Miscellaneous. 

I.  False    Pbetenses    ob    Refbesen^tationb 

(p.   716) 

Liability  for  obtaining  money  by  false  pre- 
tenses or  false  representations. —  Jn  general. 
—  To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion see  M.  C.  Kiser  Co.  t*.  Gerald,  (1920)  17 
Ala.  App.  648,  88  So.  49. 

''Judgments  in  actions  for  franda." — A 
judgment  in  replevin  for  goods  which  the 
bankrupt  obtained  on  a  note  by  a  false 
representation  that  he  was  solvent  and  owned 
a  farm  when  in  fact  he  was  hopelessly  in- 
solvent at  the  time  and  shortlv  after  tiled 
a  petition  and  schedules  in  bankruptcy  is  not 
released.  In  re  Kalk,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270 
Fed.  627. 

Money  is  ^property"  within  the  meaning 
of  this  section.  Bloemecke  f?.  Applegate,  (G. 
C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  595. 

False  report  as  to  purchase  price  of  prop- 
erty.—  Money  obtained  by  the  president  of  a 
corporation  by  false  representation  that  he 
paid  more  for  property  bought  for  the  cor- 
poration than  he  actually  did  pay,  is  obtained 
by  false  pretenses  and  representations  within 
the  meaning  of  this  section  and  therefore  is 
a  liability  from  which  a  discharge  in  bank- 
ruptcv  will  not  release  him.  Bloemecke  r. 
Applegate,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed. 
595. 

II.  Wilful  ano  Malicious  Injubiss  (p.  720) 
Physical  injury. — ^A  judgment  for  physical 

injuries  caused  by  a  person  who  was  negli- 
gently driving  an  automobile  while  intoxi- 
cated has  been  held  not  to  be  within  the 
exception  it  being  declared  that  Congress 
intended  to  draw  a  hard  and  fast  line  be- 
tween cases  in  which  the  bankrupt  intended 
to  do  harm  and  those  in  which  no  such  in- 
tention existed.  In  re  Wilson,  (D.  C.  Md. 
1920)    269  Fed.  845. 

Misappropriation  of  fands. — An  indebt- 
edness **  procured  unlawfully  and  by  mis- 
application of  funds,  credit  and  property" 
is  not  discharged.  Young  t?.  City  Nat.  Bank, 
(Tex.  1920)  223  S.  W.  340. 

A  conversion  of  property. —  The  weight  of 
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authority  is  that  judgments  grounded  in  con- 
Tersion  are  dischargeable  unless  actual  fraud 
was  the  basis  of  the  judgment.  In  re  KaUc, 
(N.  D.  K  Y.  1921)  2.70  Fed.  627. 

A  merdiant  to  whom  goods  are  shipped  for 
sale  under  a  contract  that  the  proceeds 
thereof  should  belong  to  the  shipper  until 
all  indebtedness  was  paid  cannot  be  released 
by  a  discharge  in  bankruptcy  from  his  liabil- 
ity to  the  shipper  for  misappropriation  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  goods  sold.  Baker  f>. 
Bryant  Fertilizer  CJo.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Clr. 
1021)  271  Fed.  473. 

ni.   MlSCEIXAT^EOTTS    (p.   722) 

Support  of  wife  or  child. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  Black- 
stock  V.  Blackatock,  (G.  G.  A.  8th  Gir.  1920) 

265  Fed.  240. 

Vol.  I,  p.  728,  sec.  17a  (4).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  578.] 

The  word  "officer"  includes  an  officer  of 
a  private  corporation.  Bloemecke  tr.  Apple- 
gate,  (G.  G.  A.  3d  Gir.  1921)  271  Fed.  595. 

Fiduciary  capacity  —  Corporate  officer. — ^An 
officer  of  a  corporation  who  purchases  prop- 
erty for  the  corporation  for  a  less  sum  than 
he  reports  and  who  retains  the  difference  for 
himself,  is  liable  for  a  debt  created  while 
acting  in  a  fiduciary  capacity  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section.  Bloemecke  v,  Apple- 
gate,  (G.  G.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  595, 
affirming  In  re  Bloemecke  (D.  G.  N.  J.  1920) 

266  Fed.  343. 

Vol.  I,  p.  734,  sec.  18a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  579.] 

Proceedinga  are  governed  by  equity  rules 
except  where  prescribed  by  the  statute.  In  re 
Fosgate,  (S.  D.  Fla.  1920)  268  Fed.  986. 

Petition. —  In  Stewart  Petroleum  Go.  v, 
Boardman,  (Q.  G.  A.  8th  Gir.  1920)  264  Fed. 
826,  the  claim  of  the  petitioner  in  involun- 
tary proceedings  was  held  to  be  sufficiently 
plead^  where  it  was  alleged  that  the  pe- 
titioner's claim  was  for  a  certain  sum,  money 
had  and  received  by  the  bankrupt  on  account 
of  a  protested  check,  representing  this  indebt- 
edness issued  by  the  bankrupt  to  the  peti- 
tioner, a  copy  of  which  was  attached  to  the 
petition. 

Necessity  of  pleading. — An  appearance  un- 
der this  section  is  not  recognized  without  a 
pleading.  In  re  Puget  fiound  Engineering 
Go.,   (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  270  Fed.  353. 

Vol.  I,  p.  738,  sec.  18b.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  581.] 

The  time  to  plead. —  This  provision  does 
not  grant  a  fixed  term  of  twenty  days  for 
appearance  and  answer.  Stewart  Petroleum 
Go.  V.  Boardman,  {C,  G.  A.  8th  Gir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  826. 


Answer  —  Generally. — An  answer  which 
does  not  put  in  issue  any  material  allega- 
tion of  the  petition  will  be  disregarded  by 
the  court.  In  re  Tidewater  Goal  Ezch.,  (Si.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  1011. 

Where  a  subpoena  gave  the  bankrupt  the 
five  days  to  answer  before  instead  of  after 
the  return  day,  it  was  held  that  this  did  not 
deprive  the  bankrupt  of  full  notice  of  the 
proceeding  but  was  a  mere  irregularity 
which  presented  no  substantial  ground  for 
an  avoidance  of  the  subpoena.  Stewart 
Petroleum  Co.  r.  Boardman,  (G.  C.  A.  8th 
Gir.  1920)  264  Fed.  826. 

Intervention. —  In  In  re  Tidewater  Goal 
Exch.,  (8.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  1011, 
the  court  denied  as  a  matter  of  discretion  a 
motion  to  be  allowed  to  intervene  and  to  file 
an  answer  where  a  default  of  nearly  two 
months  had  run  against  the  petitioner  with- 
out any  excuse. 

Vd.  I,  p.  740,  sec.  18c     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  682.] 

Verification  —  Form, — A  verification  to  a 
petition  by  the  president  of  a  bankrupt  cor- 
poration for  the  transfer  of  the  case  to  an- 
other district  is  sufficient,  where  it  alleges 
''  that  the  facts  therein  set  out  are  true  to 
the  best  of  his  knowledge,  information,  and 
belief."  In  re  Okmulgee  Producing,  etc.,  Co., 
(D.  G.  Del.  1920)  265  Fed.  736.  The  court 
said: 

"  It  is  contended  that  this  is  not  a  com- 
pliance with  section  18c  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  which  provides:  'All  pleadings  setting 
up  matters  of  fact  shall  be  verified  under 
oath.'  The  form  of  the  oath  is  not  prescribed 
by  the  act.  Section  30,  however,  provides 
that  — 

"  'All  necessary  rules,  forms,  and  orders  as 
to  procedure  and  for  carrying  this  act  into 
force  and  eflfect  shall  be  prescribed,  and  may 
be  amended  from  ^me  to  time,  by  the  Su- 
preme Gourt  of  the  United  States.' 

"  In  pursuance  of  the  power  and  authority 
thus  conferred  the  Supreme  Gourt  prescribed 
certain  forms,  and  by  General  Order  38 
directed: 

" '  The  several  forms  annexed  to  these  Gren- 
eral  Orders  shall  be  observed  and  used  with 
such  alterations  as  may  be  necessary  to  suit 
the  circumstances  of  any  particular  case.' 

"  The  form  of  verification  prescribed  for  an 
involuntary  petition  in  bankruptcy  (form  3) 
is  absolute,  namely,  '  That  the  statements 
contained  in  the  foregoing  petition,  sub- 
ecribed  by  them,  are  true,'  while  the  form 
for  verification  to  a  voluntary  petition  (forma 
1  and  2)  is  qualified,  thus,  'That  the  state- 
ments contained  therein  are  true  according 
to  the  best  of  my  [their]  knowledge,  informa- 
tion and  belief.'  The  Supreme  Court  thereby 
recognized  both  the  absolute  and  the  qualified 
form  of  oath  as  being  within  the  meaning  of 
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the  statute.    Sabin  r.  Blake-McFall  Co.,  223 
Fed.  501,  506,  139  C.  C.  A.  49. 

"No  form  waa  prescribed  for  a  motion  or 
petition  to  transfer  a  case  to  another  district. 
The  form  of  verification  annexed  to  the 
motion  in  the  case  at  bar  is  therefore  not 
in  conflict  with  any  form  or  General  Order 
prescribed  by  the  Supreme  Court.  It  is  not 
in  conflict  with  the  statute,  unless  the  veri- 
flcation  to  a  voluntary  petition  in  bankruptcy 
is  also  in  conflict  therewith,  which  cannot, 
owing  to  its  origin,  be  here  presumed.  The 
creditors,  in  support  of  their  contention  upon 
this  point,  cite  In  re  Vastbinder  (D.  C.)  126 
Fed.  417,  and  United  States  v.  Collins  (D.  C.) 
79  Fed.  65.  The  latter  case  is  not  one  aris- 
ing under  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  and  the 
former  considers  the  sufficiency  of  a  qualifled 
verification  to  an  involuntary  petition  in 
bankruptcy.  Such  verification,  being  in  con- 
flict with  the  form  prescribed  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  presented  a  question  differing  mate- 
rially from  the  one  now  before  this  court. 
I  am  of  opinion  that,  assuming,  but  not 
deciding,  the  motion  to  transfer  to  be  a 
pleading,  its  veriflcation  satisfles  the  statu- 
tory requirement.  In  re  Milgraum  k  Ost 
(D.  C.)   129  Fed.  827.' 


M 


Vol.  I,  p.  741,  sec.  18d.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  583.]  * 
Presumption  as  to  imolvency  prior  to  ad- 
judication.— ^While  the  general  rule  is  that 
no  presumption  of  insolvency  at  a  date  prior 
to  that  of  filing  the  petition  in  bankruptcy 
arises  from  the  adjudication,  yet  this  rule 
does  not  forbid  a  presumption,  in  the  absence 
of  countervailing  evidence,  that  such  condi- 
tion existed  at  the  close  of  the  preceding  day. 
In  re  Star  Spring  Bed  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1920)   266  Fed.  133. 

Vol.  I,  p.  745,  sec.  18e.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  585.] 

Vacating  adjudications. — An  application  by 
the  alleged  bankrupt  to  set  aside  an  adjudica- 
tion pro  confeaao  in  bankruptcy  will  be  dis- 
missed where  an  examination  of  the  answer 
which  is  presented  discloses  that  the  matters 
therein  pleaded  are  not  a  defense.  In  re 
Puget  Sound  Engineering  Co.,  (W.  D.  Wash. 
1920)   270  Fed.  353. 

Adjudications  in  voluntary  cases. —  A 
creditor  has  no  right  to  oppose  an  adjudica- 
tion in  bankruptcy  except  as  expressly  given 
by  statute  (which  gives  him  no  right  to  con- 
test an  adjudication  upon  a  voluntary  peti- 
tion), and  so  cannot  maintain  a  petition  to 
vacate  an  adjudication  in  such  case  after  it 
is  made.  In  re  Ann  Arbor  Mach.  Corp., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  24. 

Vol.  I,  p.  748,  sec.  19a.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  586.] 
Trial  according  to  common  law. — The  inci- 
dents of  a  jury  trial  at  common  law  includ- 


ing the  right  of  the  judge  to  direct  a  verdict, 
as  in  other  jury  cases,  attend  such  jury 
trials  in  bankruptcy.  Walker  Grain  Co.  <?. 
Gregg  Grain  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  510. 

Limitation  as  to  questions  submitted. — 
Where  on  the  filing  of  a  petition  to  have  a 
defendant  adjudged  a  bankrupt  a  jury  trial 
is  demanded*  on  the  questions  of  insolvency 
and  the  commission  of  acts  of  bankruptcy  the 
trial  by  jury  is  confined  to  these  two  issues. 
Walker  Qrain  Co.  v.  Grepsj  Grain  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  510. 

Direction  of  ▼erdict.— Where  both  the  peti- 
tioning creditors  and  the  defendant  ask  for 
a  peremptory  instruction  on  the  issue  as  to 
acts  of  bankruptcy,  the  direction  of  the  court 
thereon  is  unassailable  unless  there  is  no  suf- 
ficient evidence  to  support  it.  Walker  Grain 
Co.  r.  Gregg  Grain  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir. 
1920)  268  Fed.  510. 

Waiver  of  right  to  Jury  trial  — Failure  to 
demand. — ^To  the  same  effect  as  the  original 
annotation,  see  In  re  Flaherty,  (N.  D.  la. 
1920)  265  Fed.  741. 

Vol.  1 ,  p.  751 ,  sec.  21  a.   [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  589.] 

Purpose  and  scope  of  examination  —  Car^ 
porate  official. — ^Where  acts  inquired  of,  seem- 
ingly personal  to  a  witness,  arose  out  of  his 
close  official  relations  with  the  bankrupt  and 
out  of  business  dealings  between  the  two 
which  were  so  closely  interwoven  that  con- 
duct of  the  bankrupt  cannot  be  fully  made 
known  without  revealing  some  personal  con- 
duct of  the  witness,  it  is  imperative  to  a 
proper  administration  of  this  section  that 
much  latitude  be  permitted  in  the  examina- 
tion, keeping  in  mind  as  the  test  of  its  scope 
that  the  inquiry  concerns,  primarily  and  ob- 
jectively, "  the  acts,  conduct,  or  property  of 
fthe]  bankrupt."  In  re  Standard  Aero  Corp., 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  783,  wherein 
the  court  so  declared  in  the  case  of  one  who 
besides  'being  president  of  the  corporation 
was  its  principal  stockholder  and  had  been 
its  active  manager  in  its  very  substantial 
business  of  manufacturing  aeroplanes. 

Examination  of  alleged  bankrupt  before 
adjudication. — As  to  the  power  to  order  an 
examination  of  an  alleged  bankrupt  prior 
to  adjudication  it  is  said  that  this  section, 
when  considered  with  subdivision  (9)  of 
section  7,  necessarily  grants  the  authority  in 
question,  and,  in  addition,  that  the  general 
equity  powers  with  which  bankruptcy  courts 
are  invested  make  it  within  the  province  of 
the  court  to  authorize  such  procedure.  In  re 
Stell,   (E.  D.  Tex.  1920)   269  Fed.  1008. 

Showing  an  application  for  examination 
before  adjudication. —  It  should  appear  from 
the  application,  or  from  evidence  in  support 
of  it,  that  some  extraordinary  condition  ex- 
ists with  reference  to  the  assets  of  the  estate 
which   makes   it   necessary  for  an   examina- 
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tion  to  be  made  at  such  time.  The  alleged 
bankrupt  has  the  right  to  have  the  issue  of 
iiiBoIveiicy  tried  by  a  jury,  and  it  would  be 
improper  to  use  the  authority  of  the  court 
to  require  him  to  submit  to  an  investigation 
and  analysis  of  his  affairs  prior  to  the  de- 
termination of  that  issue,  unless  an  unusual 
condition  is  shown.  Using  the  language  em- 
ployed in  the  Rawlins  Case: 

"  We  are  not  prepared  to  say  that  there 
might  not  be  a  case  when  the  utility  of  such 
an  examination  for  the  purpose  intended,  even 
in  the  absence  of  a  receivership,  might  not  be 
shown." 

But  the  parties  applying  for  such  should 
allege  and  show  that  such  an  examination 
ifl  necessary  to  the  rights  of  the  parties  in- 
terested. In  re  Stell,  (E.  D.  Tex.  1920)  269 
Fed.  1008. 

Scope  of  examination  "before  adjudica- 
tion.—  It  is  said  to  be  clear  that  the  purpose 
in  permitting  an  examination  of  an  alleged 
bankrupt  prior  to  adjudication  is  to  "  show 
the  condition  of  the  estate,  to  enable  the  court 
to  discover  its  extent  and  whereabouts,  and 
to  get  into  possession  of  it,  in  order  that 
the  rights  of  creditors  may  be  preserved." 
It  cannot  be  employed  to  obtain  evidence  for 
use  on  the  issue  of  insolvency.  "  It  would 
be  a  perversion  of  the  purpose  of  section  21a 
to  exercise  the  power  it  confers  to  obtain 
evidence  for  use  on  the  trial  of  the  issue  of 
solvency  or  insolvency."  In  re  Stell,  (E.  D. 
Tex.  1920)  269  Fed.  1008. 

Application  for  examination  — Any  creditor 
may  apply  for  examination. — To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  In  re 
Henderson,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1919)  266  Fed.  254. 

Incriminating  evidence. — To  the  same  ef- 
fect as  the  original  annotation,  see  Arndstein 
tJ.  McCarthy,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  71,  379,  41 
S.  Ct.  26,  136,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed)  — . 

Vol.  I,  p.  761,  sec.  23b.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  595.] 

I.  Jurisdiction  of  adverse  claims, 
m.  Jurisdiction  by  consent. 

IV.  Recovery  of  preferential  and  fraudulent 

transfers. 

V.  Summary  and  plenary  jurisdiction. 
VI.  Jurisdiction  of  state  courts. 

I.  JxTBiSDicnoN  OF  Advebse  Claims 

(p.  761) 

Bona  fide  adverse  claims  —  Claim  of  as- 
signee for  creditors  for  services  and  disburse- 
ments.— A  court  of  bankruptcy  is  without 
jurisdiction  to  adjudicate  in  a  summary  pro- 
ceeding, over  a  protest,  the  merits  of  the 
claim  of  an  assignee  for  creditors  of  the 
bankrupt  to  retain  out  of  the  bankrupt's 
estate  his  fees  and  diftbursements  under  the 
assignment  for  administering  the  estate  prior 
to  the  bankruptcy  proceedings.  As  to  these 
moneys  the  assignee  is  an  adverse  claimant. 
Galbraith  r.  Vallely,   (1921)    256  U.  S.  46, 


41  S.  Ct.  415,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  -— ,  reversing 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1919)  261  Fed.  670;  (D.  C. 
N.  D.  1^18)  253  Fed.  390,  and  following 
Louisville  Trust  Co.  v.  Comingor  cited  in 
the   original    annotation.      The   court   said: 

''We  think  the  referee  was  right  in  hold- 
ing that  the  case  was  governed  by  Louis- 
ville Trust  Co.  t*.  Comingor,  supra.  In  that 
case  a  general  assignment  for  Uie  benefit  of 
creditors  was  made  within  four  months  of 
the  bankruptcy  proceeding;  the  assignment 
was  therefore  an  act  of  bankruptcy.  A  re- 
ceiver was  appointed  in  the  bankruptcy  court. 
The  assignee  turned  over  the  proceeds  of  sale 
of  the  property,  retaining  his  fees  as  assignee 
and  his  disbursements  to  counsel.  A  sum- 
mary proceeding  was  begun  in  the  District 
Court,  ordering  the  assignee  to  show  cause 
why  he  should  not  pay  to  the  receiver  the 
amounts  retained.  This  order  was  made 
against  the  objection  of  the  assignee  that  the 
court  had  no  authority  to  proceed  in  that 
manner.  This  court  held  that  the  assignee 
was  an  adverse  claimant  as  to  these  amounts, 
and  that  the  District  Court  was  without  juris- 
diction to  determine  the  controversy  in  a 
summary  proceeding.  This  case  has  been  re- 
peatedly cited  as  determinative  of  the  law 
and  practice  in  similar  cases. 

"The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  made  no 
reference  to  the  Comingor  Case,  and  held  the 
case  was  ruled  by  Randolph  v,  Scruggs,  190 
U.  S.  533,  47  L.  ed.  1165,  23  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
740;  but  that  case  did  not  present  the  ques- 
tion here  involved.  In  that  case  there  had 
been  an  assignment  prior  to  the  bankruptcy 
proceedings,  and  the  question  presented  was 
whether  a  claim  for  professional  services,  ren- 
dered in  the  course  of  a  general  assignment, 
before  the  bankruptcy,  was  entitled  to  be 
paid  as  a  preferential  claim  out  of  the  estate 
in  the  hands  of  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy 
when  the  adjudication  of  bankruptcy  had 
been  made  within  four  months  after  the  mak- 
ing of  the  assignment,  and  the  assignment 
set  aside  as  in  contravention  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Law.  It  was  held  that  the  claim  for 
compensation  could  be  allowed  so  far  as  the 
services  were  shown  to  be  beneficial  to  the 
estate. 

"  In  Babbit  v.  Dutcher,  216  U.  S.  102,  U 
L.  ed.  402,  30  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  372,  17  Ann. 
Cas.  969,  also  cited  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  it  was  held  that 
books  and  records  of  a  corporation,  upon  ad- 
judication in  bankruptcy,  passed  to  the  trus- 
tee, and  belonged  in  the  custody  of  the 
bankruptcy  court,  there  being  no  adverse 
claim  to  them.  Upon  that  state  of  facts  it 
was  held  that,  on  a  rule  to  show  cause,  the 
court  could  properly  make  an  order  com- 
pelling the  delivery  of  the  books  to  the  trus- 
tee. In  the  opinion  in  that  case,  Louisville 
Trust  Co.  V.  Comingor,  supra,  and  other 
cases,  are  cited  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  a  different  rule  would  prevail  when  an 
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adverse  claimant  set  up  a  right  to  be  heard 
in  other  than  a  sunmiary  proceeding. 

"  It  may  be,  as  suggested  by  the  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals,  that  a  summary  proceeding 
at  the  instance  of  the  trustee  would  afiford 
a  more  speedy  and  economical  administration 
of  the  estate  in  bankruptcy.  But  the  right 
to  recover  in  such  instances  only  in  suits  of 
the  ordinary  character,  with  the  rights  and 
remedies  incident  thereto,  has  been  con- 
sistently maintained  by  this  court.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  Comingor  Case  has  never  been 
departed  from  in  this  court.  It  establitihes 
the  right  of  an  assignee  for  the  benefit  of 
creditors,  to  the  extent  that  he  asserts  rights 
to  expenses  incurred  and  compensation  earned 
under  an  assignment  in  good  faith,  before  the 
bankruptcy  proceedings,  to  have  the  merits  of 
his  claim  determined  in  a  judicial  proceed- 
ing suitable  to  that  purpose,  and  not  by  sum- 
mary proceedings  where  punishment  for  con- 
tempt is  the  means  of  enforcing  the  order. 
We  see  no  occasion  to  depart  from  this  prac- 
tice. There  was  no  waiver  by  the  assignee 
of  his  rights  in  this  respect.  He  made  no 
attempt  to  retain  the  body  of  the  estate  as 
against  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy.  As  to 
his  disbursements  and  compensation  while 
acting  as  a'ssignee,  he  asserted  an  adverse 
claim.  Under  the  settled  rule  of  this  court 
he  could  not  be  proceeded  against  summarily 
for  such  disbursements  and  compensation 
over  his  protest,  duly  made,  against  that 
method  of  procedure. 

"  In  our  view  the  courts  below  erred  in 
deciding  otherwise,  and  the  order  of  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals  is,  accordingly, 
reversed." 

Limitations. — A  federal  court  has  no  ju rig- 
diction  of  an  action  by  a  trustee  to  recover, 
on  the  ground  of  mental  incapacity  of  the 
transferror,  property  transferred  by  the 
molAier  of  the  bankrupt  to  his  wife,  there 
being  no  diversity  of  citizenship  and  no 
federal  question  involved.  A  trustee  must 
rely  for  jurisdiction  on  the  exceptions  stated. 
Kaigler  v.  Gibson,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  264  Fed. 
240. 

Pleading.—While  it  is  true  ordinarily  that, 
when  a  federal  court  appears  on  the  face  of 
A  petition  to  have  jurisdiction  because  a  sub- 
stantial federal  question  is  involved,  it  has 
the  right  and  duty  to  decide  all  questions, 
regardless  of  how  the  federal  question  is 
decided,  or  whether  it  is  decided  at  all,  yet 
it  is  held  that  this  principle  cannot  control 
in  an  action  under  section  23b  where  the 
only  case  stated  within  the  exceptions  is  un- 
trulv  stated.     The  court  said: 

"  If  a  pleader  is  permitted  to  state  a  case 
within  the  exceptions  untruly,  whether  by 
design  or  by  mistake,  and  then  to  state 
it  truly  and  make  a  case  within  the 
rule,  and  if  the  court  is  held  to  thereby 
acquire  jurisdiction  over  the  whole,  it 
would  be  possible  in  every  controversy 
to    evade    the    denial    of    jurisdiction    and 


make  the  exceptions  to  annul  the  rule.  The 
denial  of  jurisdiction  ia  as  authoritative  and 
binding  as  are  the  permissiona  of  the  excep* 
tions  to  it.  If  the  trustee  desired  to  assert 
a  title  at  law  and  also  a  title  in  equity,  he 
could  not  do  so  in  a  law  case  with  two 
counts,  but  would  have  to  go  into  a  court 
that  might  entertain  questions  of  law  and 
equity.  So,  if  he  desires  to  press,  at  the 
same  time,  two  alternative  views  of  his  right 
to  recover  agsunst  an  adverse  claimant,  he 
must  seek  a  court  that  has  jurisdiction  to 
entertain  the  questions  arising  in  both  of  the 
views."  Kaigler  v,  Gibson,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920) 
264  Fed.  240, 

III.    JURISDICnOW  BY   CONSEKT    (p.    7<J7) 

The  consent  provided  for  was  not  intended 
to  enlarge  the  jurisdiction  of  the  District 
Courts.— Kaigler  r.  Gibson,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920) 
264  Fed.  240. 

Effect  of  objection  to  jurisdiction. — Where 
an  answer  to  the  merits  is  acoompanied  with 
a  motion  to  dismiss  for  want  of  jurisdiction, 
which  is  expressly  reserved  in  the  answer, 
any  inference  of  consent  that  might  have 
arisen  from  the  filing  of  an  answer  to  the 
merits  is  rebutted.  Kaigler  v.  Gibson,  (N.  D. 
Ga.  1920)  264  Fed.  240. 

rv.  Recx>veby  of  Pbefebential  and  Fbaui>- 
ULENT  Transfers  (p.  769) 

Jurisdiction  to  recover  property  fraadn- 
lently  or  preferentially  transferred. —  Oof^ 
sent  of  the  defendant  is  unnecessary  to  a 
plenary  suit  brought  by  the  trustee  under 
section  70e  of  this  act.  In  re  Eilers  Music 
House,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
330. 

Amount  as  immaterial. — ^Transfers  by  a 
bankrupt  in  fraud  of  his  creditors  are  voided 
by  the  Bankruptcy  Act  and  suits  to  annul 
them  are  treated  as  suits  arising  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  ^ates  with  no  fixed 
amount  required  to  be  involved.  Kaigler  o. 
Gibson,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  264  Fed.  240. 

V.  Sum  ic ART  and  Plenary  Jurisdiction 

(p.  770) 

Necessity  of  plenary  action. — ^To  the  same 
effect  as  the  orij^rinal  annotation,  see  Loos- 
chen  Land,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Milson,  (C.  G.  A.  3d 
Cir.  1920)    266  Fed.  359. 

Summary  jurisdiction. — ^Where  assets  are 
a  part  of  the  general  estate  of  the  bankrupt 
the  court  may  by  a  summary  proceeding 
direct  the  surrender  of  such  assets  to  the 
trustee  of  the  bankrupt  though  an  adverse 
claim  has  been  set  up.  In  re  Eilers  Music 
House,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
915. 

Estoppel  to  challenge. — ^Where  a  claimant 
of  property  in  the  possession  of  the  bank- 
rupt's receiver  submits  his  claim  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  bankruptcy  court  and 
acquiesces  in  an  order  surrendering  the  prop- 
erty to  him  and  providing  for  payment  In 
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fiye  days,  he  oannot  thereafter  in  a  summary 
proceeding  challenge  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court  to  enforce  as  against  him  the  terms  of 
the  order  regarding  payment.  In  re  Barnes 
Gear  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
5{>7,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  The  contention  of  the  petitioner  is  that 
it  has  a  claim  for  breach  of  contract  against 
the  bankrupt,  and  that  it  should  have  an 
opportunity  in  this  proceeding  to  set  up  and 
litigate  its  claim  for  damases  for  this  breach 
and  this  counterclaim  against  the  bankrupt. 
It  contends  that  the  respondent  should  pur- 
sue his  remedy  in  a  plenary  action,  and  that 
the  court  has  not  the  power  to  grant  relief 
in  this  summary  proceeding.  The  difficulty, 
however,  in  this  position  of  the  petitioner, 
is  that  it  invoked  the  aid  of  the  District 
Court,  obtaining  some  benefit  in  the  imme- 
diate turn-over  of  its  property  upon  which 
the  bankrupt  was  performing  service,  and 
that  upon  a  condition  imposed  to  pay  the 
amount  due  for  the  work  performed.  It  now 
wishes  to  avoid  the  terms  of  the  order  under 
which  it  accepted  these  benefits.  The  order 
was  entered  by  mutual  agreement  and  it  was 
considered  to  the  mutual  benefit  of  both 
litigants. 

"  The  petition  itself  alleged  that  the  brake 
company  had  a  large  contract  with  the  Brit- 
ish government  for  munitions,  this  being  a 
part  of  the  work  covered  by  its  contract  with 
the  British  government;  that  the  brake  com- 
pany was  in  default  on  its  contract  and  had 
been  granted  a  60-day  extension  by  the  Brit- 
ish government;  that  by  reason  of  the  fail- 
ure of  the  bankrupt,  and  its  consequent 
inability  to  perform  its  contract,  the  peti- 
tioner was  or  would  be  damaged;  that  the 
petitioner  had  furnished  material  to  the 
bankrupt  of  the  value  of  $18,704.84,  and  this 
material  was  to  be  worked  and  improved  for 
the  consideration  set  forth  in  the  contract  be- 
tween it  and  the  brake  company;  that  $4,000 
was  on  deposit  with  the  petitioner  for  the 
faithful  performance  of  the  contract;  that  all 
of  the  material  was  in  the  actual  possession 
of  the  receiver;  that  some  of  it  was  com- 
pleted, and  some  partially  completed;  that 
the  brake  company  would  be  unable  to  com- 
plete its  contract  with  the  British  govern- 
ment unless  it  immediately  secured  possession 
of  this  material  and  that  the  bankrupt  had 
ceased  operations  under  the  contract.  From 
this  it  conclusively  appears  that  the  peti- 
tioner could  complete  its  contract  with  the 
British  government,  if  it  speedily  received  re- 
lief and  was  not  compelled  to  await  the  out- 
come of  the  involuntary  proceedings  then 
pending  and  undetermined  and  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  trujstee.  In  the  prayer  for  relief,  it 
said: 

**'Your  petitioner  further  shows  that  con- 
Biderafl)ly  less  than  one  fourth  in  amount  of 
said  labor  has  been  performed  und*".]*  said  con- 
tract, for  which  labor  your  petitioner  is 
ready  and  willing  to  pay  said  bankrupt,  or 
its  receiver  or  trustee,  at  any  time  upon  the 
order  of  this  court;  that  it  will  be  imprac- 


ticable for  said  brake  company,  your  peti- 
tioner, to  procure  this  material  to  be  properly 
inspected  and  passed  upon  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  said  contract,  but  that  said 
inspec^tion  can  be  had  immediately  upon  de- 
livery of  said  partially  completed  pieces  at 
its  plant  at  Watertown,  X.  Y.* 

"  From  the  foregoing  proceeding,  it  is  clear 
that  the  petitioner  instituted  this  proceeding 
in  bankruptcy.  By  its  petition  it  became  a 
party  thereto,  and  submitted  all  its  rights  to 
the  bankruptcy  court  for  determination.  It 
accepted  the  benefits  derived  from  the  order 
of  July  26,  1017,  as  well  as  the  condition  im- 
posed to  pay  the  amount  found  to  be  due.  It 
chose  its  own  proceedings  to  obtain  relief, 
and  the  bankruptcy  court  in  which  it  insti- 
tuted it.  It  cannot  now  be  heard  in  a  plea 
that  it  wishes  to  have  its  counterclaim  heard 
in  a  plenary  action.  After  the  amount  was 
found  to  'be  due,  the  District  Court  had  juris- 
diction to  direct  its  payment  within  5  days. 
But  for  this  submission  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  bankruptcy  court,  the  petitioner  had  the 
right  to  set  off  its  damages  against  any  claim 
of  the  bankrupt  for  work  done  by  it  in  a 
plenary  action.  Its  petition  was  a  proceed- 
ing in  bankruptcy,  and  the  controversy  was 
one  arising  out  of  the  settlement  of  the  estate. 
First  Nat.  Bank  r.  Chicago  Title  &  Trust  Co., 
198  U.  S.  280,  25  Sup.  Ct.  693,  49  L.  ed. 
1051." 

Form  of  proceeding. —  It  is  immaterial  that 
a  proceeding  by  the  trustee  is  denominated  a 
summary  proceeding  when  it  is  in  fact  a  plen- 
ary proceeding  where  the  case  is  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  court  and  the  defendant 
answers  and  has  ample  opportunity,  of  which 
it  avails  it-self,  to  be  heard  on  the  merits. 
In  re  Eilers  Music  House,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1021)  2fr4  Fed.  330, 

VI.  JuBiSDicnoN  OF  State  Cotjbts  (p.  772) 

Jurisdiction  of  state  courts. — ^Where  the 
proceedings  to  review  the  referee's  order  per- 
mitting replevin  against  a  trustee  were  sea- 
sonably taken,  the  rights  of  the  parties  are 
not  affected  by  the  fact  that  the  goods  have 
actually  been  replevied  under  the  order  of  the 
referee  as  replevin  action  will  fall  with  the 
order  on  which  it  was  based.  In  re  Inter- 
national Piano  Mfg.  Cb.,  (D.  O.  Mass.  1920) 
26S  Fed.  430. 

Vol.  I  p.  774,  sec.  24a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  603.] 

I.  Relation  of  section  24a  to  Circuit  Court 
of  Appeals  Act  and  other  provisions. 
II.  Controversies  arising  in  bankruptcy    pro- 
ceedings. 

I.  Relation  of  Section  24a  to  Cieouit 
Coubt  op  Appeals  Aot  and  Otheb  Pbd- 
visiONS  (p.  774) 

Ezclusiveneat  of  remedy. — The  remedies  by 
appeal  and  by  petition  to  revise  under  section 
24b  are  mutually  exclusive.    Petition  of  Na- 
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tional  Discount  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  «th  Cir.  1921) 
2.72  Fed.  570. 

II.   OONTBOVEBSIES    AeISING    IN    BANKRUPTCY 

Pboceedings   (p.  776) 

In  general. — The  Bankruptcy  Act  distin- 
guLshes  between  an  appeal  and  a  petition  to 
revise,  and  it  distinguishes  between  proceed- 
ings  in  bankruptcy  and  controversies  arising 
in  bankruptcy  pruceedingsw  Proceedings  in 
bankruptcy  relate  to  questions  arising  .be- 
tween the  bankrupt  and  his  creditors.  Con- 
troversies arising  in  bankruptcy  proceedings 
are  distinct  and  separable  issues  raised  be- 
tween intervening  parties  and  Involving  sub- 
stantial rights.  In  re  Prudential  Lithograph 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  469. 

When  a  bankruptcy  court  is  called  on  to 
deal  with  the  disposition  of  assets  not  be- 
longing to  ordinary  creditors  there  may  then 
arise  a  "controversy  in  bankruptcy."  Keith 
V.  Kilmer,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
643. 

Where  the  controversy  involves  facts  as 
well  as  legal  questions  a  party  who  seeks  a 
review  is  confined  to  the  remedy  by  appeal 
under  this  provision.  In  re  Filers  Music 
House,  (C.  C.  A.  9tth  Cir.  1-921)  270  Fed.  9lo. 

Decisions  held  appealable. —  In  the  follow- 
ing cases  decisions  were  expressly  or  im- 
pliedly held  to  be  appealable  to  the  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals  under  section  24a: 

A  decree  on  a  petition  by  a  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy directing  a  sale  by  him  of  certain 
lands  of  the  bankrupt  free  from  all  attach- 
ment liens  obtained  by  certain  creditors  more 
than  four  months  prior  to  the  filing  of  the 
bankruptcy  petition  and  overruling  a  motion 
by  such  creditors  to  dismiss  the  trustee's  peti- 
tion. Griffin  t?.  Lenhart,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1920)  266  Fed.  675. 

Decree  confirming  sale  of  leasehold  by 
trustee  where  landlord  asserts  title  to  the 
property.  In  re  Prudential  Lithograph  Co., 
.  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  469. 
(  Decree  in  suit  to  vacate  a  preference  where 
the  matters  involved  took  such  shape  that  it 
was  necessary  for  the  court  to  pass  on  the 
facts.  Citv  Nat.  Bank  v.  Slocum,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  11. 

A  decree  relating  to  a  claimant's  rights  to 
funds.  Petition  of  National  Discount  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921 )  272  Fed.  570. 

A  reclamation  by  a  third  party  of  his  own 
property  in  the  hands  of  the  trustee  is  a 
controversy  arising  in  bankruptcy  proceed- 
ings, and  the  proper  remedy  is  appeal  under 
section  24a,  and  not  a  petition  to  revise  under 
section  24'b  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  In  re 
Toole,   (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  196. 

Vol.  I,  p.  791,  sec.  24b.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  611.] 

Proceedings  in  bankruptcy. —  The  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  distinguishes  between  an  appeal 
and  a  petition  to  revise,  and  it  distinguishes 
between  proceedings  in  bankruptcy  and  con- 


troversies arising  in  bankruptcy  proceedings. 
Proceedings  in  bankruptcy  relate  to  ques- 
tions arising  between  the  bankrupt  and  his 
creditors.  Controversies  arising  in  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings  are  distinct  and  separable 
issues  raised  between  intervening  parties  and 
involving  substantial  rights.  In  re  Pruden- 
tial Lithograph  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
270  Fed.  469. 

Appeal  or  petition  to  revise  as  exclntire  or 
optional  right. — ^To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  In  re  Craig  Lumber 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  692; 
Petition  of  National  Discount  Co.,  (C.  C  A. 
6th  Cir.  1»21 )  272  Fed.  570. 

Where  the  remedy  is  provided  by  this  sec- 
tion appellate  jurisdiction  under  section  25a 
of  this  act  is  excluded.  It  is  now  the  settled 
law  that  the  remedy  provided  by  this  section 
and  the  appeals  provided  for  in  section  25a 
are  mutually  exclusive.  Henkin  v.  Fousek, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  557. 

''  It  has  become  settled  law  that  one  who 
ii  entitled,  under  section  25a  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act,  to  an  appeal  to  the  Circuit  Court 
of  Appeals,  is  not  also  entitled  to  a  review 
bv  petition  under  section  24b."  In  re  Thomp- 
son, (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  ftl3w 

Questions  and  orders  reviewable  or  not  re- 
viewable on  petition  —  Allotoance  of  counsel 
fees  and  expenses. — A  petition  to  revise  is  the 
proper  method  for  reviewing  an  order  allow- 
ing fees  to  the  counsel  of  the  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy. Yaryan  Rosin,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Isaac, 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  710. 

An  order  setting  aside  an  adjudication  is 
reviewable  by  a  petition  to  revise.  In  re 
DeCamp  Glass  Casket  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921 )  272  Fed.  558. 

Vacating  adjudication  in  bankruptcy  for 
want  of  jurisdiction, — ^A  petition  to  revise  in 
matter  of  law  under  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of 
July  1,  1898,  %  24b,  is  the  proper  remedy  to 
review  an  order  of  an  inferior  court  of  bank- 
ruptcy, vacating  an  adjudication  and  dis- 
missing the  bankruptcy  proceeding  for  want 
oi  jurisdiction,  upon  the  motion  of  the  bank- 
rupt, after  the  expiration  of  the  time  for 
appeal,  he  having  neither  contested  the  in- 
voluntary petition  against  him,  nor  appealed 
from  the  adjudication.  Vallely  v.  Northern 
F.,  etc.,  Ins.  Co.,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  348,  41 
S.  Ct.  116,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

An  order  refusing  to  set  aside  an  adjudica- 
tion of  bankruptcy  made  on  a  voluntary  peti- 
tion is  subject  to  review  only  by  petition  to 
revise.  In  re  Ann  Arbor  Mach.  Corp.,  (C.  C. 
A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  24. 

An  order  directing  that  an  amended  proof 
of  claim  be  expunged  because  not  signed  and 
filed  by  'both  executors  of  an  estate  is  prop< 
erly  brought  up  for  review  by  a  petition  to 
revise.  In  re  Schaffner,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1«20)  267  Fed.  977. 

Order  adjudging  contempt, — ^An  order  ad- 
judging a  bankrupt  guilty  of  contempt  in 
failing  and  refusing  to  pay  over  certain  funds 
to  the  trustee  in  compliance  with  an  order  of 
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the  referee  in  bankruptcy  is  reviewable  under 
this  section.  Henkin  v.  Fousek,  (C.  C.  A.  8tli 
Cir.  laaO)  267  Fed.  667. 

Order  directing  trustee  to  pay  money. — An 
order  directing  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy  to 
pay  a  specified  sum  in  accordance  with  au- 
thority lor  nuaking  a  settlement  given  to  him 
on  his  application  to  the  court  is  an  adminis- 
trative order  in  the  ordinary  course  of  bank- 
ruptcy which  is  reviewable  by  a  petition  to 
revise.    Petition  of  Baxter,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 

1920)  209  Fed.  344. 

Discretionary  orders  can  be  revised  only 
for  abuse  of  discretion,  which  is  error  of  law. 
In  re  Margolies,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  203. 

Interlocutory  orders. — While  the  court  may 
refuse  to  revise  an  interlocutory  order  in 
bankruptcy,  yet  it  may  revise  such  an  order 
where  questions  of  law  going  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion are  involved  and  it  will  speed  distribu- 
tion to  dispose  of  the  order.  In  re  Schaffner, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  977. 

Refusal  of  petition  for  intervention. — ^An 
order  refusing  permission  to  file  an  interven- 
ing petition  in  bankruptcy  proceedings  to 
determine  the  ownership  of  certain  moneys 
turned  over  to  the  court  by  the  petitioner  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  an  order,  **  with 
reservation  as  to  the  ownership  of  said  fund/' 
is  reviewable  by  a  petition  for  review  and  not 
by  appeal.  In  re  Consumers'  Packing  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  7th  ar.  1920)  268  Fed.  198. 

Validity  of  judicial  sale. — ^The  (question  of 
the  invalidity  of  a  judicial  sale  is  not  review- 
able on  a  petition  to  revise  an  order  reopen- 
ing the  estate  of  a  bankrupt  because  of  an 
alleged  fraudulent  concealment  of  assets.  In 
re  Leigh,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
678. 

Summary  order. —  Where  the  merits  of  an 
adverse  claim  are  sought  to  be  summarily 
adjudicated,  the  order  may  be  reviewed  on 
petition.  Charles  H.  Brown  Paint  Co.  v. 
Rockhold,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
139. 

Time  for  filing  petition  —  Rule  of  court. ^ 
A  rule  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  re- 
quiring a  petition  to  revise  under  this  sec- 
tion be  filed  within  twenty  days  of  the  entry 
of  the  order  sought  to  be  revised  but  author- 
izing the  district  judge  to  enlarge  the  time 
for  such  filing  has  been  construed  as  not  im- 
peratively requirinfir  the  extending  authority 
to  be  exercised  within  the  twenty-day  period. 
In  re  De  Camp  Glans  Casket  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  558. 

Suspension  of, — ^The  pendency  of  a  motion 
for  a  rehearing  suspends  the  time  for  Ming 
a  petition  to  revise.  Yarvan  Bosin.  etc.,  Co.  v. 
Isaac,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  710. 

Findinfi:8  of  fact.— Conclusions  of  fact 
adopted  by  the  court  below  must  be  accepted 
by  the  reviewing  court  where  there  is  sub- 
stantial evidence  to  sustain  them.  In  re 
Ann  Arbor  Mach.  Corp.,   (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 

1921)  274  Fed.  24. 

Where  the  effect  of  findings  was  simply  to 


declare  that  a  claim  was  proper  in  form  and 
entitled  to  be  filed,  not  that  it  was  allowed, 
and  then  to  declare  that  the  claim  was  dis- 
allowed, the  case  is  not  one  for  revision 
under  section  24b  and  reasons  given  in  the 
finding  for  disallowing  it  do  not  change  the 
effect  of  the  order.  In  re  Thompson, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)    264  Fed.  913. 

Scope  of  review. — A  petition  to  revise  opens 
only  questions  of  law,  questions  of  fact  being 
peculiarly  within  the  province  of  the  court 
below.  Yarvan  Rosin,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Isaac, 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.   1921)   270  Fed.  710. 

In  a  proceeding  to  revise  under  this  sec- 
tion only  questions  of  law  can  be  determined, 
and  those  questions  must  arise  out  of  the 
facts  found  by  the  court  below  or  admitted 
by  the  parties.  In  re  Ann  Arbor  Mach.  Corp., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  24. 

On  a  petition  to  revise  the  court  is  not 
authorized  to  substitute  its  discretion  for 
that  of  the  trustee  and  the  court,  who  are 
charged  with  the  administration  of  the  estate, 
in  effecting  a  compromise.  Petition  of  Stuart, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  938.  The 
court  said: 

"  We  cannot,  as  matter  of  law,  sav  that 
the  trustee  and  the  court  have,  in  adopting 
this  compromise,  exceeded  the  limits  of  rea- 
sonable discretion,  taking  into  accoimt  all 
the  considerations  to  which  attention  has  been 
called.  Setting  to  one  side  questions  of  the 
legal  right  of  the  respective  classes  of 
creditors  (in  the  absence  of  compromise)  to 
participate  in  the  recovery  from  stockholders, 
not  only  may  it  well  be  that  no  compromise 
was  possible  unless  all  creditors  share 
equally,  but  presumably  the  trustee  and  the 
court  regarded  such  compromise  for  the  best 
interest,  not  only  of  creditors  generally,  but 
of  each  class  of  creditors.  We  do  not  think 
the  actdon  of  the  District  Court  can  properly 
be  said  to  amount  to  a  judicial  determination 
of  the  legal  defenses  mafie  by  the  stockholders 
against  their  liability." 

« Matter  of  law.''-— To  the  same  effect  as 
the  original  annotation,  see  In  re  Barnes 
Gear  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  ar.  1920)  265  Fed. 
697;  Petition  of  Stuart,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)  272  Fed.  938. 

Vol.  I,  p.  812,  sec.  25a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  623.] 
" Controyersies "  and  ^proceedings." — ^The 
Bankruptcy  Act  distinguishes  between  an 
appeal  and  a  petition  to  revise,  and  it  dis- 
tinguishes between  proceedings  in  bankruptcy 
and  controversies  arising  in  bankruptcy  pro- 
ceedings. Proceedings  in  bankruptcy  relate 
to  questions  arising  between  the  bankrupt 
and  his  creditors.  Controversies  arising  in 
bankruptcy  proceedings  are  distinct  and 
separable  issues  raised  between  intervening 
parties  and  involving  substantial  rights. 
In  re  Prudential  Lithograph  Co.,  (C  C.  A, 
2d  Cir,  1920)  270  Fed.  469, 
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Appeal  or  petition  to  revise  as  ezclusiTe 
or  optional  right. —  See  note  under  this  catch- 
line  to  sec.  24b,  supra^  p.  366. 

Questions  considered  and  determined  In 
general. — ^A  decision  involving  the  right  to 
prove  a  claim  is  appealable  under  this  sec- 
tion»  being  regarded  as  a  "proceeding  in 
bankruptcy."  Keith  v.  Kilmer,  (C.  C.  A. 
Ist  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  643. 

Vol.  I,  p.  824,  sec.  25a  (1).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  632.] 

Order  vacating  adjudication. —  An  order 
vacating  an  adjudication  of  bankruptcy  is 
reviewable  by  a  petition  to  revise  and  not 
by  appeal.  In  re  De  Camp  Glass  Casket  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1S21)   272  Fed.  558. 

Refusal  to  set  aside  adjudication. — ^An 
order  of  the  District  Court  dismissing  a  peti- 
tion to  set  aside  an  adjudication  in  bank- 
ruptcy on  the  ground  of  fraud  is  not  one  that 
can  be  reviewed  on  appeal  under  the  provi- 
sion of  this  section.  Elberton  Bank  v.  Swift, 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  305. 

Vol.  I,  p.  826,  sec.  25a  (2).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  633.] 

An  order  granting  or  denying  a  discharge 
is  one  from  which  an  appeal  can  be  taken 
under  this  section  and  a  petition  to  revise 
will  be  dismissed  and  the  case  decided  on  the 
appeal.     Feder  v.  Goetz,    (C.  C.  A  2d  Cir. 

1920)  264  Fed.  619. 

Vol.  I,  p.  826,  sec.  25a  (3).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  634.] 

Exclusiveness  of  remedy  by  appeal — To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
In  re  Thompson,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  913. 

Judgment  "  rendered." — ^Where  an  order 
of  adjudication  is  set  aside  on  motion  and 
subsequently  a  second  order  of  adjudication 
is  made  which  does  not  affirm  the  earlier 
order  nor  refer  to  it  but  is  an  independent 
order  made  on  the  pleadings  and  proof  the 
time  for  taking  an  appeal  is  to  be  computed 
from  the  date  of  the  second  order.  Cameron 
e,  National  Surety  Co.,    (C.  C.   A.  8th  Cir. 

1921)  272  Fed.  874. 

Effect  of  proceedings  for  rehearing. — The 
pendency  of  a  motion  for  a  rehearing  sus- 
pends the  running  of  the  time  for  taking  an 
appeal.  Yaryan  Rosin,  etc.,  Co.  r.  Isaac, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   270  Fed.  710. 

Petition  for  rehearing  as  not  reviving 
right. — Where  the  time  to  appeal  has  expired 
the  right  cannot  he  revived  by  ftling  a  peti- 
tion for  rehearing  where  the  only  apparent 
purpose  of  such  petition  is  to  procure  the 
entry  of  a  judgment  as  of  a  later  date  so 
that  an  appeal  can  be  taken  in  compliance 
with  the  statute.  In  re  Thompson,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)   264  Fed.  913. 


Petition  to  revise. — ^The  Bankruptcy  Act 
contains  no  express  time  limit  within  which 
a  petition  to  revise  must  be  filed.  Feder  v. 
Goetz,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  619, 
holding  that  in  the  second  circuit  the  petition 
must  be  filed  and  served  within  ten  days 
after  the  entry  of  the  order  sought  to  be 
revised. 

Vol.  I,  p.  843,  sec.  27a.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  645.] 

Jurisdiction  of  court. — The  provision  in 
General  Order  in  Bankruptcy  No.  12  that 
after  a  general  reference  ''  all  proceedings, 
except  such  as  are  required  by  the  act  or 
by  these  general  orders  to  be  had  before 
the  judge,  shall  be  had  before  the  referee" 
does  not  take  from  the  judge  authority  to 
hear  in  the  first  instance  an  application  by 
the  trustee  for  authority  to  compromise  a 
claim.  Petition  of  Baxter,  (G.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.   1920)    269  Fed.  344. 

This  section  does  not  limit  the  right  of 
compromise  to  all  controversies  in  which  all 
the  creditors  have  the  same  interest.  Peti- 
tion of  Stuart,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  2f72 
Fed.  938. 

Application  for  authority  to  settle  a  con- 
troversy by  agreement  with  the  other  party 
held  suflScient  under  General  Order  in  Bank- 
ruptcy No.  33,  see  Petition  of  Baxter, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  344. 

Consideration  for  compromise. — An  attack 
on  a  compromise  'by  a  trustee  on  the  ground 
of  a  lack  of  consideration  cannot  be  sus- 
tained where  it  appears  that  he  acted  in  good 
faith  and  that  the  compromise  which  called 
for  the  pa^'ment  of  a  comparatively  small 
sum  disponed  of  a  controversy  which  threat- 
ened possible  loss  of  a  large  fund.  Petition 
of  Baxter,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
344. 

In  determining  the  advisability  of  com- 
promise, the  trustee  and  the  court  had  the 
right  to  take  into  account  the  uncertainty 
and  cost  of  litigation,  as  well  a^  the  existence 
of  unsettled  questions  of  liability.  Petition 
of  Stuart,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  192^1)  272  Fed. 
938.     The  court  said: 

"The  fact  (which  we  assume  for  the  pur* 
poses  of  this  opinion)  that  the  stockholders 
had  no  effective  defense  against  the  claims  of 
petitioners,  and  others  (if  an^)  similarly  sit- 
uated,  does  not,  in  our  opinion,  exclude  the 
exercise  of  discretion  as  to  compromise.  As- 
suming that  the  stookholders  affirmatively 
recognized  a  liability  to  or  on  account  of 
petitioners  (although  that  does  not  clearly 
a^ppear) ,  to  say  tho  least  it  is  not  shown  that 
the  stockholders  were  willing  to  pay  over  to 
the  trustee  the  amount  to  which  either  peti« 
tioners  alone,  or  petitioners  and  others  simi- 
larly situated,  claimed  to  be  entitled,  reserv- 
ing their  defense  as  to  the  remaining  cred- 
itors, nor  does  it  appear  which  ones  of  the 
dreditors,  other  than  petitionera,  and  m  what 
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amounts,  were  situated  similarly  to  them. 
The  trustee  was  confronted  by  a  condition; 
he  could  not  split  up  the  estate's  cause  of 
action,  and  bring  separate  suit  in  the  interest 
alone  of  petitioners,  or  in  the  interest  only 
of  petitioners  and  those  believed  by  the  trus- 
tee to  be  similarly  situated.  He  must  sue, 
if  at  all,  for  the  benefit  of  all  creditors^  un« 
less  those  who  clearly  had  no  rights.  He 
had  no  authority  to  decide  for  himself,  as 
against  claims  of  other  creditors  to  the  con- 
trary, that  petitioners  and  others  similarly 
situated  were  the  only  ones  entitled  to  re- 
lief. He  could  not  accept,  in  discharge  pro 
ianio  of  stockholders'  liability,  even  volun- 
tary payments  for  the  benefit  of  petitioners 
and  those  whom  he  thought  were  similarly 
entitled,  unless  it  was  clear  that  the  unpaid 
and  enforceable  stockholders'  subscriptions 
were  sufficient  to  provide  for  all  creditors 
entitled.  Whether  the  trustee  did  so  or  not, 
he  had  the  right  to  take  into  account  the 
possibility  that  a  recovery  merely  on  account 
of  the  claims  of  petitioners  might  under  the 
Bankruptcy  Law  be  distributable  among  all 
creditors,  as  well  as  the  fact  that  no  cred- 
itors situated  similarly  to  petitioners  (it 
there  were  any)  o/bjected  to  the  compromiee, 
and  the  further  fact  that  if  at  the  end  of  the 
litigation  recovery  should  be  had  only  on  ac- 
count of  petitioners'  claims  and  entirely  for 
their  benefit,  the  expenses  of  litigation  might 
reduce  their  net  recovery  to  less  than  reason- 
ably assured  undier  the  compromise,  which 
was  expected  to  realize  a  net  aggregate  (tak- 
ing into  account  prior  dividends),  without 
litigation,  three-fourths  as  great  as  by  the 
proposed  assessment,  after  successful  litiga* 
tion." 

Compromise  of  stockholders'  liability. — 
Where  the  question  whether  a  certain  lia- 
bility of  stockholders  for  unpaid  stock  sub- 
scriptions is  a  corporate  asset  or  belongs  to 
the  creditors  only  depends  on  the  laws  of  a 
state,  and  under  the  laws  of  that  state,  as 
settled  by  the  decision  of  its  Supreme  Court, 
the  liability  in  question  belongs  to  the 
corporation,  it  may  be  enforced  by  the 
trustee  in  bankruptcy  for  the  benefit  of  gen- 
eral creditors.  The  bankruptcy  court  thus 
has  jurisdiction  generally,  under  this  section, 
to  authorize  a  compromise  of  the  stockhold- 
ers* liability.  Petition  of  Stuart,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  ftdS. 


days  after  his  appointment  as  required  by 
section  50b  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  Sharfsin 
V,  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1020)  205  Fed. 
910.    The  court  said: 

"  It  was  shown  by  the  evidence  presented 
in  support  of  the  motion  for  a  new  trial  on 
after-discovered  evidence  that  Warner  did 
not  qualify  as  trustee  by  giving  the  bond 
required  by  the  statute  until  June  10,  1910. 
Section  50k  of  the  bankruptcy  statute  ^pro- 
vides : 

'* '  If  any  referee  or  trustee  shall  fail  to 
give  bond,  as  herein  provided  and  within  the 
time  limited,  he  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
declined  his  appointment,  and  such  failure 
shall  create  a  vacancy  in  his  office.' 

''Although  the  trustee  did  not  give  bond, 
and  although  the  statute  provides  that  the 
office  shall  be  vacant  upon  his  failure  to  do 
BO  within  10  days,  he  nevertheless  remained 
the  de  facto  trustee,  charged  with  all  the 
official  duties  of  the  position,  and  entitled  to 
enforce  all  the  rights  of  a  trustee  against  the 
defendant.  These  rights  and  duties  could 
only  be  ended  by  the  judicial  declaration  of 
a  vacancy.  The  principle  has  been  too  often 
decided  to  require  discussion." 

Vol.  I,  p.  849,  sec.  29b  (2).    First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  650.] 

Evidence. — Advice  of  oounaeL —  On  a  prose- 
cution for  false  swearing  in  making  an  affi- 
davit subsequent  to  the  original  proof  of 
claim  evidence  as  to  the  advice  of  counsel  in 
making  the  original  proof  is  not  admissible 
where  there  is  no  pretense  that  the  affidavit 
was  made  on  the  advice  of  oounsel.  Lybrand 
r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  601. 

Vol.  I,  p.  852,  sec.  30a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  652.] 

Force  and  effect  of  General  Order  No.  6. — 

Since  General  Order  No.  6  is  subordinate 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act,  and 
was  not  designed  to  efifect  any  change  in  the 
law,  it  can  have  no  bearing  upon  the  ques- 
tion under  section  32  as  to  whether  a  motion 
to  transfer  a  case  to  another  district  is 
premature.  In  re  Okmulgee  Producing,  etc., 
Co.,  (D.  C.  Del.  1920)  265  Fed.  736. 


Vol.  I,  p.  844,  sec.  29b  (1).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  646.] 

Evidence  —  Proof  of  tru8tee*9  appoint- 
ment.—  In  a  prosecution  of  a  bankrupt  under 
this  section,  the  appointment  of  his  trustee 
may  be  proved  by  the  trustee's  oral  testimonv 
at  the  trial.  Sharfsin  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4tn 
Cir.  1020)  265  Fed.  916. 

Defenses  —  Failure  of  trustee  to  qualify. — 
It  is  no  defense  to  a  prosecution  of  a  bank- 
rupt under  this  section  that  his  trustee  has 
failed  to  qualify  by  giving  bond  within  ten 


Vd.  I,  p.  895,  sec.  31.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  653.] 

Fractions  of  day. — While  this  section  fairly 
implies  that  fractions  of  a  day  are  to  he 
disregarded,  yet  where  one  day  only  is  in- 
volved, and  the  rights  of  litigants  depend  on 
priority  in  time  of  two  occurrences  on  that 
day,  and  the  priority  can  be  established,  the 
courts  will  ascertain  and  regard  the  actual 
priority.  There  is  only  a  presumption  that 
they  occurred  at  the  same  time,  /n  re  Led- 
better,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  267  Fed.  893. 
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Vol.  I,  p.  895,  sec.  32a.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  653.] 

Transfer  for  convenience  of  parties. — "  The 
'  greatest  convenience '  depends  upon  all  the 
circumstances  —  proximity  of  creditors  of 
every  kind  to  the  court,  proximity  to  the 
court  of  bankrupts  and  witnesses  necessary 
to  proper  administration,  the  location  of 
assets,  and  perhaps  numerous  other  factors 
that  appeal  to  a  court  as  in  the  interest  of 
an  orderly,  economical,  and  efficient  adminis- 
tration of  the  assets."  In  re  Devonian  Min- 
eral Spring  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1920)  272  Fed. 
527.     In  this  case  the  court  declared: 

"  It  may  be  conceded  in  this  case  that  the 
majority  in  amount  and  number  of  general 
creditors  live  in  Kentucky,  and  that  the  ma- 
jority of  stockholders  live  there,  as  do  many 
witnesses  necessary  to  the  determination  of 
the  two  claims  heretofore  mentioned,  and  yet 
it  seems  to  me  that  all  other  considerations 
favor  retention  of  jurisdiction  in  this  dis- 
trict. In  this  district  are  practically  all 
of  the  assets  of  the  company,  its  official  head- 
quarters; its  books  and  records  are  here,  and 
above  all  there  is  pending  in  the  common 
pleas  court  of  LfOrain  county,  a  county  in  this 
district,  an  action  to  foreclose  two  mortgages, 
totaling  over  $10,000,  which  are  alleged  to  be 
liens  upon  what  apparently  is  the  bulk  of  the 
company's  assets  —  its  real  property,  its 
plant.  This  action,  having  been  brought 
prior  to  any  bankruptcy  proceeding,  must  be 
tried  in  the  state  court.  The  witnesses  who 
live  in  Kentucky,  and  who  are  alleged  to  have 
important  testimony  to  give  in  connection 
with  these  claims,  will  have  to  come  to  the 
Lorain  countv  common  nleas  court  in  anv 
event.  •  ♦  ♦  A  transfer  of  these  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings  to  the  Kentuckv  District 
Court  will  not  result  in  promoting  their 
convenience." 

The  words  **  parties  in  interest  **  include 
not  only  general  creditors,  but  prior  and 
secured  creditors  as  well;  also  the  bankrupt 
and  every  other  party  whose  pecuniary  inter- 
est is  affected  by  the  proceedings.  In  re 
Devonian  Mineral  Spring  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio 
1920)   272  Fed.  527. 

The  bankrupt  is  a  "  party  in  interest " 
within  the  meaning  of  this  section  and  may 
petition  the  court  to  have  the  case  transferred 
to  another  district.  In  re  Okmulgee  Produc- 
ing, etc.,  Co.,  (D.  C.  Del.  1920)  205  Fed.  736. 
In  discussing  this  question,  the  court  said: 

"  This  question  may  be  best  disposed  of 
by  considering  the  dominant  purposes  of  the 
act,  the  nature  of  a  proceeding  in  bankruptcy, 
and  whether  an  alleged  bankrupt  is  a  party 
in  interest,  within  the  meaning  of  section 
32  of  the  act.  The  dominant  purposes  of  the 
act  were  pointed  out  by  Sanborn,  C.  J., 
speaking  for  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  Eighth  Circuit  in  Swarts  v.  Fourth 
Nat.  Bank,  117  Fed.  1,  3,  64  C.  C.  A.  387, 
388,  thus: 


'* '  No  one  can  become  familiar  with  tlis 
bankrupt  law  of  1898  without  a  settled  con- 
viction that  the  t^o  dominant  purposes  of 
the  framers  of  that  act  were:  (1)  The  pro- 
tection and  discharge  of  the  bankrupt;  and 
(2)  the  distribution  of  the  unexempt  prop- 
erty which  the  bankrupt  owned  four  months 
before  the  filing  of  the  petition  in  bank- 
ruptcy against  him,  share  and  share  alike, 
among  his  creditors.  All  the  earlier  sections 
of  the  act  are  devoted  to  the  security  and 
relief  of  the  bankrupt,  and,  when  the  distri- 
bution of  his  property  is  reached,  the  provi- 
sions relating  to  it  are  all  drawn  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  insolvent,  and  not  from 
that  of  his  creditors.  The  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  the  bankrupt,  and  the  equal  distri- 
bution of  his  property,  dominate  every 
provision,  while  the  rights,  wrongs,  benefits, 
and  injuries  of  his  creditors  are  always  in- 
cidental, and  secondary  to  these  controlling 
purposes.' 

"  The  nature  of  a  bankruptcy  proceeding 
was  well  defined  by  Woodruff,  C.  J.,  in  In  re 
Boston,  H.  &  E.  R.  Co.,  Fed.  Cas.  No.  1,677, 
where  he  said: 

"  'At  first  view,  it  is  natural  and  agree- 
able to  our  ordinary  ideas  upon  this  subject, 
to  assume  that  a  petition  by  an  alleged 
creditor  against  his  debtor,  to  compel  a  sub- 
mission of  his  estate  to  the  bankruptcy  court, 
is  a  contest  between  two  parties,  with  w^hich 
a  third  person  may  not  meddle.  But  this  is 
by  no  means  a  complete  view  of  the  scope 
and  effect  of  the  proceeding.  It  is  not  a 
mere  suit  inter  partes.  It  rather  partakes 
of  the  nature  of  a  proceeding  in  rem.   ♦   ♦    • ' 

"That  the  bankrupt  is  a  party  in  interest 
in  the  proceeding  for  transfer  was  expressly 
decided  by  this  court  in  In  re  United  Button 
Co.,  137  Fed.  668,  672,  where  Judge  Bradford 
said : 

"  'The  Bankruptcy  Act  does  not  define 
or  describe  "  greatest  convenience "  or 
"  parties  in  interest,"  as  those  phrases  are 
used  in  section  32  and  General  Order  6.  Both 
expressions  are  elastic  and  largely  indefinite. 
It  is  manifestly  too  narrow  a  construction 
of  the  phrase  "  parties  in  interest "  to  re- 
strict it  merely  to  unsecured  creditors  in 
bankruptcy.  The  bankrupt  is  not  only 
literally  but  substantially  a  party  in  in- 
terest.* 

''  The  petitioning  creditors  cite  no  authority 
in  support  of  their  contention  that  the  al- 
leged bankrupt  is  not  a  competent  or  proper 
party  to  move  for  a  transfer,  but  say  that 
the  alleged  bankrupt's  position  until  ad- 
judication is  in  the  nature  of  that  of  a 
defendant,  and  this  proceeding,  if  allowed, 
would  grant  it  a  change  of  venue  without  the 
law  making  any  provision  therefor.  But  as 
the  result  of  a  transfer  would  be  the  same, 
by  whomsoever  the  application  therefor  ia 
made,  this  contention  is  relevant,  not  to  the 
question  of  the  right  of  the  alleged  bankrupt 
to  apply  for  a  transfer,  bat  only  to  the  power 
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of  the  court  to  order  a  transfer  before  ad- 
judication. I  am  of  opinion  that  the  motion 
for  a  transfer  is  not  defective  by  reason  of 
its  having  been  made  by  the  alleged  bank- 
rupt only." 

Neceaaity  of  adjudication. — No  adjudica- 
tion of  the  bankrupt  need  be  made  prior  to 
the  filing  of  a  petition  under  this  section  for 
the  transfer  of  the  case  to  another  district. 
In  re  Okmulgee  Producing,  etc.,  Co.,  (D.  C. 
Del.  1920)  255  Fed.  736,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"  The  point,  however,  upon  which  the 
creditors  mainly  rely  in  support  of  their 
motion  to  dismiss  the  application  to  transfer, 
is  that,  no  adjudication  having  been  made 
either  here  or  in  Oklahoma,  the  application 
to  transfer  is  premature,  and  that  the  court 
ie  without  power  to  grant  it.  The  transfer 
of  cases  is  provided  for  by  section  32  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act.  This  section,  in  so  doing, 
prescribes  the  conditions  under  which  or  when 
'  the  cases  shall  be  transferred,'  how  and  by 
whom  thev  '  shall  be  transferred/  and 
whether  they  *  shall  be  transferred.'  In  con- 
sidering whether  the  application  to  transfer 
is  premature,  we  are  concerned  only  with  the 
happening  of  those  events  or  the  existence 
of  those  facts  which  are  conditions  precedent 
to  the  perfection  of  the  right  or  power  to 
transfer.  These  conditions  are  thus  specified 
bv  the  statute : 

"  *  In  the  event  petitions  are  filed  against 
the  same  person  *  *  *  in  different  courts 
of  bankruptcy  each  of  which  has  jurisdiction, 
the  cases  shall  be  transferred.    ♦    •    • 

" '  \Vhen  the  language  of  a  statute  is 
unambiguous,  and  its  meaning  evident,  it 
must  be  held  to  mean  what  it  plainly  ex- 
presses, and  no  room  is  left  for  construction.' 
Johnson  v.  Southern  Pac.  Co.,  117  Fed.  462, 
455,  54  C.  C.  A.  508,  511. 

"  The  terms  of  the  foregoing  statute  are 
clear  and  certain,  and  ite  meaning  is  plain. 
The  court  is  therefore  without  power,  under 
the  guise  of  construction,  to  require  the  ex- 
istence of  an  additional  event,  fact,  or  con- 
dition not  prescribed  by  the  statute  as  a 
prerequisite  to  an  order  of  transfer  or  to 
make  such  order  in  the  absence  of  one  that 
is  required.  As  the  statute  does  not  make 
adjudication  a  condition  precedent  to  trans- 
fer, the  courts  may  not  do  so." 

fiufficiencif  of  petition, —  See  In  re  Okmul- 
gee Producing,  etc.,  Co.,  (D.  C.  Del.  1920) 
255  Fed.  736. 

Vol.  I,  p.  898,  sec.  38a.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  655.] 

Jnriadiction  to  review  order  of  court. — 
A  referee  has  no  jurisdiction  to  review  an 
order  of  a  bankruptcy  court  granting  ancil- 
lary proceedings  against  a  nonresident  part- 
ner of  a  bankrupt  partnership.  In  re 
Flaherty,  (N.  D.  la.  1920)  265  Fed.  741. 
In  discussing  the  referee's  jurisdiction  in 
such  a  case,  the  court  said : 


« 


The  referee,  instead  of  requiring  obedience 
to  the  order  of  this  court  authorizing  an- 
cillary proceedings  in  aid  of  the  United 
States  District  Court  of  Montana,  decided 
that  this  court  had  no  jurisdiction  to  make 
such  order.  In  deciding  that  this  court,  or 
the  United  States  District  Court  of  Montana 
had  no  jurisdiction  to  grant  ancillary  pro- 
ceedings in  this  district,  the  referee  exceeded 
his  authority.  If  he  felt  that  this  court  had 
no  jurisdiction  to  grant  ancillary  proceed- 
ings, he  should  have  simply  declined  to  act, 
and  so  reported  to  this  court.  Neither  the 
referee  nor  this  court  will  review  the  judg- 
ment of  the  District  Court  of  Montana  ad- 
judicating the  copartnership  of  George  L. 
Flaherty  a  bankrupt." 

Determination  on  review. — Where  the  Dis- 
trict Court  reverses  an  order  of  a  referee 
allowing  a  part  of  a  claim  and  sends  the 
case  back  to  the  referee  for  a  new  hearing 
upon  affirmative  defenses,  the  order  is  not 
final  and  on  a  second  appeal  to  the  District 
Court,  the  entire  case  is  before  it.  In  re 
Franklin  Brewing  Co.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
265  Fed.  301. 

Weight  of  referee's  findings  of  fact. — ^To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
In  re  Prentice.  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  267  Fed. 
1019;  In  re  Ponzi,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  268 
Fed.  997. 

Where  the  evidence  is  not  reported  the 
referee's  findings  must  be  accepted  unless  they 
appear  on  his  report  to  be  clearly  wrong. 
In  re  Jaffee,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  272  Fed.  899. 

Where  a  finding  by  the  referee  has  been 
approved  by  the  District  Court  it  will  be 
accepted  by  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 
unless  justice  requires  a  different  conclusion. 
In  re  Bradley,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  269 
Fed.  784. 

Determination  on  review  —  Vacating  order 
in  replevin  proceedings. — Where  the  proceed- 
ings to  review  the  referee's  order  permitting 
replevin  against  a  trustee  were  seasonably 
taken,  the  rights  of  the  parties  are  not  af- 
fected by  the  fact  that  the  goods  have 
actually  been  replevied  under  the  order  of 
the  referee  as  the  replevin  action  will  fall 
with  the  vacating  of  the  order  on  which  it 
was  based.  In  re  International  Piano  Mfg. 
Co.,    (D.  C.  Mass.   1920)    268  Fed.  430. 

Overruling  proof 8  of  assignments  to  one 
creditor  by  others. — ^Where  an  interest  in 
their  claims  has  been  assigned  to  one  cred- 
itor by  several  others,  the  assignee  agreeing 
to  make  a  contest  to  recover  assets  and  pay 
all  costs  if  unsuccessful  and  if  successful  the 
creditors  to  pay  their  pro  rata  share  of  the 
costsj  an  overruling  of  the  proofs  of  assign- 
ment by  the  referee  has  been  held  to  be  error, 
a  consideration  for  the  assignment  being 
shown  and  no  complaint  being  made  by  the 
assigning  creditors.  In  re  Kenny,  (W.  D.  Pa. 
1920)   269  Fed.  54. 

Power  to  surcharge  trustee. —  Where  no  ex- 
ceptions have  been  filed  to  the  account  of  the 
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trustee  or  having  been  filed  have  been  over- 
ruled there   is   said   to  be  no  power  in  the 
referee  to  surcharge  the  trustee.    In  re  Kenny, 
(W.  D.  Pa.  1920)    269  Fed.  54. 

Vol.  I,  p.  904,  sec.  38a  (4).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  659.] 

Summary  jurisdiction  as  to  claims. —  The 
property  being  in  possession  of  the  bankrupt, 
and  therefore  in  custodia  legia,  constructively, 
if  not  actually,  the  referee  had  the  jurisdic- 
tion to  determine  in  summary  manner  the 
existence  or  nonexistence  of  asserted  claims 
to  or  liens  upon  such  property.  At  least, 
no  objection  anywhere  along  the  line  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  referee  having  been  made, 
it  would  seem  that  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Act  summary  jurisdiction, 
based  upon  consent  of  the  parties  involved, 
was  proper.  In  re  Hansen,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1919) 
208  Fed.  904. 

Turning  property  over  to  trustee  —  Sum- 
mary proceedings. —  It  has  been  held  that  a 
referee  has  no  power  to  make  a  summary 
order  directing  one  claiming  property  trans- 
ferred to  him  more  than  four  months  prior 
to  bankruptcy  to  pay  over  the  value  of  such 
property  to  the  trustee.  Charles  H.  Brown 
Paint  Co.  v,  Rockhold,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir. 
1920)   269  Fed.  139. 

Determining  status  of  alleged  secured 
claim. — Where  a  claimant  has  filed  a  verified 
claim  before  a  referee  on  a  debt  claimed  to 
be  secured  by  a  chattel  mortgage  it  there- 
upon becomes  the  duty  of  the  referee  to 
pass  on  the  question  whether  or  not  the 
claim  is  secured  by  a  chattel  mortgage  as 
asserted.  In  re  Hansen,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1919) 
268  Fed.  904. 

Enjoining  suit  in  state  court. —  While  a 
referee,  under  General  Order  12,  subd.  3  (1 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  855),  may  not 
"  enjoin  any  court  or  officer  of  the  Ignited 
States  or  of  a  state,"  he  may  temporarily 
enjoin  a  landlord  from  a  suit  of  ejectment 
against  a  bankrupt  in  a  8tate  court.  In  re 
Lombardy  Inn  Co.,  (I>.  C.  Mass.  1919)  266 
Fed.  394.  In  afiirming  the  order  of  the 
referee,  the  court  said: 

"At  the  time  when  the  receiver  in  bank- 
ruptcy was  appointed  he  found  the  bankrupt 
still  in  possession  of  the  premises,  claiming 
to  hold  under  a  written  lease.  The  lessor, 
alleging  a  breach  of  condition,  had  already 
instituted  ejectment  proceedings  in  the  state 
court.  The  learned  referee  temporarily  en- 
joined the  prosecution  of  these  proceedings 
to  give  the  receiver  time  to  turn  around. 
The  premises  axe  a  hotel  of  some  30  tooma 
and  a  restaurant  having  a  substantial  busi- 
ness of  its  own. 

"  In  holding  that  the  receiver  should  not  be 
immediately  turned  into  the  street,  but 
should  have  an  opportunity  to  look  things 
over  and  decide  whether  or  not  to  defend 
the   ejectment    case   and   try   to   retain    the 


lease  for  the  benefit  of  the  estate,  and  in 
staying  the  ejectment  proceedings  for  that 
purpose^  it  seems  to  me  that  the  learned 
referee  was  right.  Under  the  circumstances 
a  high  degree  of  diligence  will  be  required 
of  the  receiver;  and  after  a  reasonable  time 
has  elapsed  the  lessor  can  move  to  vacate 
the  restraining  order." 

Vol.  I,  p.  909,  sec.  38a  (5).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  663.] 

Stenographer's  fee  held  not  to  be  unrea- 
sonable, see  In  re  Weissman,  (D.  C.  Conn. 
1920)   267  Fed.  588. 

Vol.  I,  p.  922,  sec.  41a  (4).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  673.] 

EvasiTe  testimony  as  contempt,  see  In  re 
Rosenblum,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1919)  268  Fed.  381, 
wherein  the  court  declared  as  follows: 

^'  The  judgment  of  the  court  will  be  that 
the  bankrupt  is  guilty  of  contempt,  and  shall 
be  committed  to  the  Jasper  county  jail  for 
a  period  of  six  months  from  this  date.  If, 
after  five  days  of  such  imprisonment,  he 
wishes  to  have  an  opportunity  to  be  again 
examined,  the  marshal  will  be  directed  to 
take  him  before  the  referee  for  re-examina- 
tion, and  if,  upon  such  examination,  he  shall 
make  a  full  and  satisfactory  disclosure  ot 
aU  the  material  facts  in  the  case  within  his 
knowledge,  an  application  may  be  made  to 
the  court  for  a  discharge  from  imprison- 
ment; but  if  he  declines  to  submit  t^  such 
examination,  or  if,  having  applied  for  it,  he 
is  guilty  of  the  same  evasions  and  duplicity 
which  characterieed  the  ones  already  had, 
such  imprisonment  shall  continue  for  the 
term  alreadv  stated." 

Vol.  I,  p.  923,  sec.  41b.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  674.] 

Violation  of  order  against  interference 
with  assets. —  Interference  with  the  assets  of 
the  estate  in  violation  of  an  order  of  the 
court  against  such  interference  does  not 
come  within  the  phrase  "  any  of  the  things 
forbidden  in  this  section,"  the  bankrupt  in 
such  a  case  being  answerable  directly  to  the 
court  in  a  proceeding  for  contempt.  Bider- 
man  v.  Cooper,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  683,  holding  in  this  case  that  the  pro- 
ceeding was  for  a  civil  contempt  and  that 
an  order  imposing  imprisonment  should  be 
annulled. 

Vol.  I,  p.  926,  sec.  44a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  677.] 
Referee's  powers  as  to  approval  of  trustee 
selected. — The  referee  has  power  to  refuse  to 
approve  as  trustee  a  person  elected  by  the 
creditors  because  he  resides  and  does  business 
at  a  place  other  than  where  the  bankrupt's 
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place  of  business  is  located.  And  if  on  any 
state  of  facts  consistent  with  his  report  he 
has  power  to  disapprove  on  the  ground  stated 
hifl  action  must  be  confirmed.  In  re  Jaffee, 
(D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  272  Fed.  899,  holding  that 
the  question  whether  General  Order  12  (89 
Fed.  vii,  32  C.  C.  A.  xvi)  goes  beyond  the 
act,  and  is  invalid  in  so  far  as  it  gives  the 
referee  power  to  decide  upon  the  compe- 
tency of  the  person  elected  by  the  creditors 
as  trustee,  can  hardly  be  considered  in  a 
court  of  first  instance;  it  must  be  decided 
by  the  Supreme  Court,  by  which  the  General 
Orders  were  made. 

Vol.  I,  p.  933,  sec.  47a  (2).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  682.] 

Construction. —  The  1910  amendment  to 
this  section,  conferring  on  trustees  "all  the 
rights,  remedies  and  powers  of  a  creditor 
holding  a  lien  by  legal  or  equitable  proceed- 
ings," does  not  give  to  the  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy any  greater  or  other  right  in  the 
premises  than  any  creditor  of  the  bankrupt 
would  have  had,  if  bankruptcy  had  not  inter- 
vened. This  amendment  to  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  changed  the  rule,  previously  in  force, 
that  a  trustee  merely  stood  in  the  shoes  of 
the  bankrupt,  and  acquired  only  the  title 
and  rights  previously  vested  in  the  bankrupt ; 
and  now,  under  this  amendment,  the  trustee 
possesses,  in  addition  to  the  title  and  rights 
of  the  bankrupt,  also  the  rights,  remedies, 
and  powers  which  belonged,  at  the  time  of 
the  filing  of  the  petition  in  bankruptcy,  to 
creditors  of  the  bankrupt,  and  might  have 
been  exercised  by  them,  if  such  bankruptcy 
petition  had  not  been  filed.  In  re  Bonk, 
(E.  D.  Mich.  1920)  268  Fed.  1012,  so  declar- 
ing in  the  case  of  chattel  mortgages  not  filed 
fpr  record. 

Sights  of  trustee  exceed  those  of  bankrupt. 
— ''  While  the  trustee  is  relegated  to  the 
forum  of  the  bankrupt  estate  to  enforce  col- 
lections, he  is  not  necessarily  subject  to  the 
limitations  of  the  bankrupt  corporation,  in 
the  form  of  his  action  or  the  nature  of 
the  relief  sought.  Creditors'  rights,  which 
are  enforceable  under  state  laws,  accrue  to 
a  trustee  in  bankruptcy,  and  he  may  main- 
tain or  defend  proceedings  and  collect  assets 
under  circumstances  where  the  bankrupt 
would  not  be  at  liberty  to  act."  Kelley  v. 
Abbott,  (C  al.  1921)  196  Pac.  39,  holding  that 
a  trustee  may  maintain  creditors'  bill. 

Sights  of  trustee  independent  of  state  law. 
—  The  right  of  a  trustee  to  sue  to  avoid  a 
fraudulent  conveyance  by  the  bankrupt  arises 
from  this  section  and  in  no  way  depends  on 
state  statutes.  Allen  v.  Hillman,  (Mich. 
1921)    183  N.  W.  936. 

Trustee's  right  to  collect  assets. —  To  the 
same  effect  as  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
original  annotation,  see  Ignatius  v.  Farmers' 
8tate  Bank,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  33. 


Effect  of  8iaie  law  ca  to  possession  of 
property  sold. —  Where  under  the  law  of  the 
state  although  a  purchaser  does  not  take  pos- 
session of  the  property  at  once  yet  if  in  the 
interim  of  possession  no  execution  creditor 
of  the  seller  levies  and  the  buyer  thereafter 
takes  possession,  the  sale  takes  effect  as  of 
its  date,  a  trustee  in  bankruptcy  of  the  seller 
subsequently  appointed  acquires  no  title  to 
property  purchased  more  than  four  months 
before  bankruptcy  of  which  the  buyer  took 
possession  within  four  months  before  that 
event,  since  under  the  state  law  the  right 
Of  the  execution  to  levy  was  at  an  end. 
Zehner  v.  Southern  Surety  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
3d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  954. 

Bankrupt's  interest  in  trust  estate. —  Under 
this  section  a  trustee  in  bankruptcy  has  the 
power  to  subject  the  bankrupt's  interest  in 
a  truHt  estate  to  the  payment  of  his  debts, 
and  his  right  to  sell  all  of  the  bankrupt's 
property  does  not  preclude  him  from  obtain- 
ing possession  of  such  interest.  Forbes  €. 
Snow,   (Mass.  1921)    131  N.  E.  298. 

Chattel  mortgage  6t/  dealer. —  Where  "a 
chattel  mortgage  on  merchandise  allowed  to 
remain  in  the  possession  of  the  mortgagor 
for  the  purposes  of  sale  is  void  under  a  state 
law  as  against  the  creditors  of  the  mortgagor 
it  is  void  as  against  his  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy. General  Securities  Co.  r.  Driscoll, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  295. 

Unrecorded  shipbuilding  contract. —  Where 
an  unrecorded  shipbuilding  contract  provides 
that  the  title  to  the  hulls,  together  with  all 
materials  purchased  or  intended  for  use  in 
the  construction  of  the  vessel,  shall  be  vested 
in  and  become  the  property  of  the  purchaser, 
and  the  shipbuilding  corporation  becomes 
bankrupt,  the  title  to  the  material  not  actu- 
ally on  the  boats  remains  the  property  of 
the  bankrupt  and  passes  to  his  trustee. 
Gielow  V.  Eastern  Shore  Shipbuilding  Corp., 
(D.  C.  Md.  1919)  265  Fed.  845. 

Title  superior  to  unenroUed  judgment. — 
Wbere  state  statutes  provide  that  a  judg- 
ment or  decree  of  the  United  States  District 
Court,  or  of  the  state  Supreme  Court  or  chan- 
cery court  or  any  state  court  of  a  different 
county  shall  not  be  a  lien  on  defendant's 
property  until  enrolled  in  the  office  of  the 
clerk  of  the  circuit  court  of  the  county,  and 
that  a  judgment  shall  not  be  a  lien  on  any 
property  unless  it  is  enrolled  where  a  judg- 
ment rendered  in  a  federal  District  Court  was 
not  enrolled  until  after  the  bankruptcy  of 
the  defendant,  the  claim  of  the  trustee  was 
held  to  be  superior  under  this  section  to  the 
claim  of  the  unenrolled  judgment.  In  re 
Jackson  Light,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir. 
1920)   269  Fed.  22i3. 

Sight  to  sue  —  Necessity  of  proof  of  trus- 
tee's appointment. —  In  an  action  by  a  bank- 
rupt's trustee  against  a  creditor  to  recover 
an  alleged  preferential  payment  of  money,  the 
trustee  must  prove  his  appointment  in  order 
to  recover  the  money.     Van  Slyke  v.  Hunt- 
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ington,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  86. 
The  court  said: 

"  The  detendatit  denied  in  his  answer  every 
averment  of  the  complaint  not  expressly  ad- 
mitted, and  he  did  not  admit,  and  there  is 
no  evidence  or  proof  in  the  record,  that  the 
plaintiff  was  ever  appointed  or  elected  a  trus- 
tee in  bankruptcy  of  any  of  the  assets  of 
any  of  the  alleged  bankrupts,  and  the  absence 
of  both  admission  and  proof  of  that  alleged 
fact  is  fatal  to  the  decree  for  the  recovery 
of  the  $909.09  from  the  defendant.  The  plain- 
tin  was  entitled  to  no  such  recovery,  unless 
he  was  the  trustee  of  the  assets  of  one  or 
both  of  the  bankrupts,  who  owned  the  $909.09 
the  defendant  received." 

Sales  of  property  —  Power  to  order  sale 
without  liens. — "  The  power  to  sell  a  bank- 
rupt's property  free  from  liens  is  not  ex- 
pressly conferred  by  the  statute.  But  such  a 
sale  is  often  necessary  to  the  due  execution 
of  the  power  and  duty  to  reduce  the  assets 
to  money  and  distribute  it  to  creditors.  This 
necessarily  implied  power  of  the  court  of 
bankruptcy  as  a  court  of  equity  has  been 
asserted  in  numerous  cases."  Gantt  v.  Jones, 
(C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.   117. 

Proceeds  of  property  sold  free  from  liens. — 
The  proceeds  of  sale  come  into  the  hands  of 
the  bankrupt  court  for  distribution  among 
creditors  precisely  as  if  the  mortgage  had 
been  formally  foreclosed.  The  same  incidents 
attach  to  the  surplus  over  the  lien  debts. 
Gantt  V.  Jones,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921)  278 
Fed.  117. 

Title  of  purchaser  where  property  sold 
without  liens. —  At  a  sale  of  the  bankrupt's 
property  without  liens  in  pursuance  of  an 
order  of  court  the  purchaser  takes  the  same 
title  as  if  the  sale  were  made  in  any  other 
court  of  equity  to  foreclose  the  mortgages 
or  to  marshal  the  assets  of  an  insolvent,  with 
all  lienholders  and  other  parties  in  interest 
before  the  court.  This  title  is  good  against 
the  mortgagor,  the  mortgagees,  and  all  their 
privies,  including  the  wife  of  the  mortgagor, 
who  has  renounced  her  dower.  Gantt  v. 
Jones,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  117. 

Time  as  of  which  trustee  takes  status  of 
creditor. —  To  the  same,  effect  as  the  original 
annotation,  see  General  Securities  Co.  v. 
Driscoll,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed. 
295. 

Vol.  I,  p.  942,  sec.  47a  (11).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  686.] 
The  bankruptcy  court  has  no  jurisdiction 
over  the  exempted  property  except  to  make 
the  appraisal  and  set  it  apart  to  the  bank- 
rupt. In  re  Gunzberger,  (M.  D.  Pa.  1920) 
268  Fed.  673. 

Effect  of  setting  apart  homestead. —  When 
a  bankrupt  claims  his  homestead  and  has  it 
set  apart,  it  is  excluded  from  the  bankruptcy 
proceedings  and  the  jurisdiction  of  the  bank- 
ruptcy court  as  completely  as  if  it  had  never 


been  placed  upon  the  bankrupt's  schedules, 
and  thereafter  a  creditor  with  a  lawful 
special  or  general  waiver  of  the  exemption, 
or  against  whom  the  exemption  does  not 
apply,  would  have  to  resort  to  the  state 
courts  for  its  enforcement.  Schexnailder  9. 
Fontenot,  (1920)   147  La.  467,  85  So.  207. 

Mortgage  on  exempt  land. — A  discharge  in 
bankruptcy  does  not  destroy  a  mortgage  lien 
upon  the  bankrupt's  real  property  subject  to 
exemption,  but  merely  his  personal  liability. 
Schexnailder  v.  Fontenot,  (1920)  147  Ia. 
467,  85  So.  207. 

Vol.  I,  p.  950,  sec.  48d.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  690.] 

Receiver's  fees. —  The  court  is  limited  by 
section  72  of  this  act  to  an  allowance  to  the 
receiver  not  in  excess  of  that  permitted  by 
this  section.  In  re  Weissman,  (D.  C.  Conn. 
1920)  267  Fed.  688. 

The  court  has  no  jurisdiction  to  confirm  a 
composition  which  allows  a  receiver  an 
amount  in  excess  of  that  specified  in  this 
section,  although  the  statutory  allowance  may 
be  grossly  inadequate.  In  re  Gross,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)   274  Fed.  741. 

Vol.  I,  p.  956,  sec.  51a  (2).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  695.] 
Necessity  of  paying  filing  fee. — ^A  bankrupt 
who  on  filing  his  voluntary  petition  is  able 
to  pay  his  attorney  and  who  is  earning  money 
and  by  proper  saving  and  conduct  can  accu- 
mulate or  procure  money  with  which  to  pay 
the  filing  fee  will  not  be  permitted  to  main- 
tain the  proceedings  without  paying  such  fee. 
In  re  Latham,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed, 
538. 

Vol.  I,  p.  960,  sec.  55f.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  698.] 
Necessity  of  &ial  meeting. —  To  same  effect 
as  original  annotation,  see  Lew  v.  Schorr, 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  207. 

Vol.  I,  p.  962,  sec.  57a.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  700.] 

Necessity  and  manner  of  proving  claim. — 
The  "  statement  under  oath  "  referred  to  in 
this  section  "  is  at  once  the  claimant's  plead- 
ing and  his  evidence,  and  makes  for  him  a 
prima  facie  case.**  In  re  Welbome,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)   266  Fed.  385. 

Amendment  of  proofs  —  Supplementing 
proofs  by  oral  testimony. —  Where  the  proof 
of  claim  required  by  this  section  is  defective, 
the  referee  may  permit  the  claimant  to  sup- 
plement the  defects  of  the  claim  by  oral 
testimony,  and  such  testimony  will  be  re- 
garded as  written  into  the  claim  and  as  con- 
stituting part  of  it.  In  re  Welbome,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)   266  Fed.  386. 
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Who  may  prove  claima — An  eweouior, — 
One  of  two  executors  may  sign  and  verify  * 
claim  on  behalf  of  the  estate.  In  re  Schaff- 
ner,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  977. 
The  court  said: 

"  We  do  not  agree  with  the  Diatrict  Judge 
that  the  proof  of  claim  must  he  signed  by 
both  executors.  We  think  that  one  may  sign 
and  verify  a  claim  on  behalf  of  the  estate. 
The  whole  bankruptcy  proceeding  constitutes 
one  suit,  and  a  proof  of  claim  is  not  an 
action  at  law  or  in  equity,  but  is  a  demand 
against  a  fund  in  possession  of  the  court  for 
distribution,  just  like  a  proceeding  to  limit 
the  liability  of  a  vessel  owner  or  to  wind  up 
a  corporation  in  equity.  Strict  rules  of  plead- 
ing are  not  necessary  or  applicable.  We  can 
see  no  objection  to  one  executor  signing  and 
filing  a  proof  of  claim  upon  behalf  of  the 
estate,  just  as  section  1  of  the  Oeneral  Order 
permits  one  partner  to  do  for  the  firm;  both 
having  the  right  to  collect  or  release  a  debt 
or  dispose  of  assets  of  the  estate  or  the  firm. 
Geyer  v.  Snyder,  140  N.  T.  394,  35  N.  £. 
7S4.  In  such  exceptional  cases  as  this  great 
mischief  might  ensue,  if  the  view  of  the 
District  Judge  were  enforced.  One  executor, 
by  refusing  to  sign,  might  prevent  a  proof 
of  claim  ever  being  filed,  and  important  con- 
troversies ever  determined.  It  is  suggested 
that  by  proceedings  in  the  probate  court  the 
letters  of  such  an  executor  might  be  revoked; 
but  this  would  be  a  long  proceeding,  which 
might  subject  the  bankruptcy  court  to  the 
control  of  the  probate  court,  as,  for  example, 
if  that  court  refused  to  discharge  the  ex- 
ecutor." 

Purchaser  of  bankrupt's  stock  of  goods. — 
Where  a  purchaser  of  the  stock  of  goods  of 
the  bankrupt  acted  in  good  faith  and  the 
sale  was  annulled  solely  on  the  ground  that 
it  was  made  in  violation  of  the  Bulk  Sales 
Law  of  the  state,  it  has  been  held  that  the 
purchaser  should  be  subrogated  as  a  claim- 
ant to  the  rights  of  those  creditors  whose 
debts  were  paid  out  of  the  purchase  money 
hy  the  bankrupt  and  those  of  which  payment 
was  assumed  by  the  purchaser  and  the  estate 
released  from  payment  of  the  same.  In  re 
Fox,  (D.  C.  Kan.  1920)  266  Fed.  134.  The 
court  said: 

''Aiifain,  the  order  of  the  referee,  as  shown 
by  his  certificate,  is  based  in  part  on  the 
thought  the  creditors  who  received  payment 
from  the  cash  paid  by  claimants  to  bank- 
rupt, and  the  creditors  of  bankrupt  whose 
debts  were  assumed  by  claimants,  by  reason 
of  the  transaction  obtained  payment  in  full, 
while  those  not  so  satisfied  will  receive  only 
a  portion  of  their  claims.  Hence,  it  is  con- 
tended, those  creditors  who  obtained  pay- 
ments in  full  from  the  bankrupt  in  this 
manner  received  fraudulent  and  void  prefer- 
ences. Tf  this  position  be  correct,  the  same, 
however,  mip^hl  be  said  of  the  individual 
amounts  of  claimants  standing  now  allowed 
ander  the  order  of  the  referee. 


"But  the  fact  is  there  is  no  proof  found 
in  the  record  claimants  knew  or  had  reason- 
able cause  to  believe  the  amount  they  were 
paying  as  purchase  price  to  the  bankrupt  was 
not  sufficient  to  pay  and  discharge  all  of  his 
indebtedness.  Without  such  knowledge  or 
notice  on  the  part  of  clainuints,  no  fraud 
inhered  in  the  transaction  so  far  as  they  were 
concerned,  and,  as  the  sale  has  now  been 
annulled  on  another  ground,  the- property  of 
the  estate  in  bankruptcy  or  its  value  haa 
been  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  trustee  for 
the  benefit  of  creditors,  I  fail  to  see  on  this 
head  any  reason  for  not  allowing  the  claim- 
ants to  take  that  place  in  the  case,  through 
subrogation,  such  creditors  would  have  as- 
sumed, had  they  not  been  paid  and  satisfied 
out  of  the  purchase  price  paid  by  claimants." 

Effect  of  proving  claims  —  Effect  en  other 
remedies, —  Proof  of  a  claim  on  notes  against 
the  estate  in  bankruptcy  of  the  maker  does 
not  operate  as  an  estoppel  against  an  action 
by  the  holder  of  such  notes  against  his  at- 
torney, as  ai^nt,  for  the  conversion  of  the 
holder^s  funds  in  the  purchase  of  the  notes. 
Parkerson  v.  Borst,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  761. 

Vol.  I,   p.  967,  sec.  57c.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  703.] 

Power  of  referee. — A  referee  has  no  right 
to  refuse  to  file  a  claim  on  the  ground  of  ita 
informality.  In  re  Drexel  Hill  Motor  Co., 
(£.  D.  Pa.  1921)  270  Fed.  673. 

Vol.  I,  p.  967,  sec.  57d.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  703.] 

Allowance  of  claims  —  Effect  of  formal 
proof. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the  original 
annotation,  see  In  re  Welborne,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)   266  Fed.  385. 

Disallowance  with  reservation. —  In  Keith 
V.  Kilmer,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
643,  it  was  declared  in  the  case  of  the  dis- 
allowance of  the  claim  of  a  stockholder  with 
reservation : 

"  The  claim  should  have  been  disallowed 
without  reservation.  If,  to  avoid  possiUe 
future  doubt,  it  be  desirable  to  incorporate 
in  the  memorandum  of  decision  a  statement 
to  the  effect  that  such  disallowance  is  without 
prejudice  to  any  rights  claimant  may  here- 
after, by  proper  proceedings,  seek  to  estab- 
lish against  any  of  the  stockholders  of  the 
bankrupt  corporation,  or  against  any  assets 
of  such  corporation  not  distributed  by  the 
trustee  in  bankruptcy  to  the  creditors  in  the 
bankruptcy  proceedings,  there  could  be  no 
objection  to  such  limiting-  and  guarding  state- 
ment.** 

Claims  for  dehts  of  third  persons. — Where 
a  bankrupt  is  defrauded  of  a  stock  of  goods, 
and  the  person  perpetrating  the  fraud  con- 
ducts a  business  in  his  own  name  with  such 
goods  and  incurs  debts,  the  bankrupt's  estate 
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is  not  liable  therefor.    Van  Slyke  t?.  Hunting- 
ton, (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  86. 

VqL  I,  p.  972,  sec.  57g.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  706.] 

Surrender  essentiaL — When  a  creditor  vol- 
untarily surrenders  a  preference,  he  may 
prove  his  claim,  whether  or  not  he  was  de- 
liberately attempting  to  obtain  a  preference; 
also,  when  he  is  compelled  to  surrender  his 
preference,  he  may  prove  his  debt,  without 
reference  to  whether  or  not  he  had  knowl- 
edge of  just  what  he  was  doing  when  the 
preference  was  created.  In  re  Franklin  Brew- 
ing Co.,   (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  265  Fed.  301. 

Independent  transactions. —  It  is  in  general 
the  rule  that  a  creditor  holding  two  debts  at 
the  same  time,  on  one  of  which  he  has  re- 
ceived a  preference,  may  not  prove  on  the 
other  without  surrendering  the  preference  on 
the  one.  In  re  Dix,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267 
Fed.  1016,  wherein  the  court  further  said: 

"  If  a  bankrupt  gives  a  voidable  preference 
of  the  single  debt  which  he  owes  to  a  creditor, 
and  actually  extinguishes  it,  he  need  not 
surrender  the  preference  as  a  condition  of 
proving  a  debt  subsequently  arising;  but  if 
the  preference  leave  the  old  debt  in  part 
surviving,  so  that  upon  incurring  the  new 
debt  he  is  still  indebted  upon  the  old,  he 
must  surrender  his  preference  upon  the  old 
in  order  to  prove  upon  the  new.  In  short, 
it  is  only  when  the  debt  on  which  he  seeks 
to  prove  came  into  existence  after  the  extinc- 
tion of  the  debt  on  which  the  bankrupt  has 
made  a  preferential  payment  that  he  may 
prove  without  surrendering  his  preference  on 
the  other  debt." 

Laches. — A  bankrupt's  trustee  is  not  barred 
by  laches  because  of  the  fact  that  he  does 
not  file  his  petition  under  this  section  to 
have  a  creditor's  claim  expunged  until  four 
and  one-half  months  after  the  creditor  has 
filed  his  claim.  In  re  Star  Sprinc:  Bed  Co., 
(0.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  133. 

Vol.  I,  p.  976,  sec.  57h.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  709.] 

Determination  of  value  of  securities  by 
referee. —  In  Dodge  Sales,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Pittston 
First  Nat.  Bank,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  364,  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  af- 
firmed the  findings  of  the  District  Court  con- 
firming the  report  of  a  referee  as  to  the  value 
of  second  mortgage  bonds  of  the  bankrupt 
company  held  as  collateral  security  by  cer- 
tain creditors. 

Vol.  I,  p.  982,  sec.  57n.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  712.] 

Time  for  proving  claims  —  Extension  of 
time  for  filing  cUUms. —  In  In  re  Malkan, 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  265  Fed.  867,  an  invol- 
untary   petition    in    bankruptcy    was    filed 


against  the  debtor  on  December  24,  1918, 
and  on  January  7,  1919,  he  was  adjudicated 
a  bankrupt.  Thereafter,  upon  the  written 
consent  of  the  majority  of  creditors,  and  after 
due  notice  to  all  other  creditors,  an  applica- 
tion was  made  for  an  order  vacating  ^he 
adjudication  and  the  order  appointing  the 
receiver  and  dismissing  the  petition  in  bank- 
ruptcy. Only  one  creditor  made  objection, 
and  an  order  was  granted  April  3,  1919,  va- 
cating the  adjudication  and  dismissing  the 
bankruptcy  proceedings. 

Upon  appeal  to  the  Circuit  Court  of  Ap- 
peals the  order  of  April  3,  1919,  was  vacAtea, 
and  on  November  29,  1919,  an  order  was  filed 
in  the  District  Court,  pursuant  to  the  man- 
date of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  vacating 
the  order  of  April  3,  1919,  and  reinstating 
the  receiver,  and  reinstating  the  order  of  the 
appointment  of  the  receiver,  and  reinstating 
the  order  of  adjudication  in  bankruptcy  of 
January  7,  1919.  On  December  24,  1919,  the 
District  Court  granted  an  order  allowing 
creditors  to  file  their  claims  within  a  period 
of  one  year  from  November  29,  1919.  One 
of  the  creditors  then  moved  to  vacate  the 
order  of  Decenrber  24,  1919,  on  the  ground 
**  that  the  said  order  was  improvidently 
granted,  and  that  the  court  was  without 
power  and  jurisdiction  to  grant  the  relief 
purporting  to  be  granted  by  the  said  order.** 
In  denying  the  motion  to  vacate  such  order, 
the  court  said: 

"Briefly  stated,  the  point  is  this:  That 
the  year  provided  under  section  57n  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  expired  before  the  order 
sought  to  be  vacated  was  made,  and  hence 
the  court  was  without  power  to  make  the 
order.     Section  57n  reads  as  follows: 

*'  *  Claims  shall  not  be  proved  against  a 
bankrupt  estate  subsequent  to  one  year  after 
the  adjudication;  or  if  they  are  liquidated 
by  litigation  and  the  final  judgment  therein 
is  rendered  within  thirty  days  before  or  after 
the  expiration  of  such  time,  and  then  within 
sixty  days  after  the  rendition  of  such  judg- 
ment.    .     .     .' 

''Subdivision  2  of  section  I  reads  aa 
follows : 

" '  "Adjudication  "  shall  mean  the  date  of 
the  entry  of  a  decree  that  the  defendant,  in 
a  bankruptcy  proceeding,  is  a  bankrupt,  or, 
if  such  decree  is  appealed  from,  then  the 
date  when  such  decree  is  finally  confirmed.' 

"  The  meaning  of  the  word  *  confirmed,*  as 
distinguished  from  '  affirmed,'  is  discussed  in 
Black  on  Bankruptcy,  p.  1129;  Re  Lee, 
(D.  C.)  171  Fed.  266. 

"In  the  case  at  bar  the  decree  of  adjudi- 
cation was  not  directly  appealed,  but  a  pro- 
ceeding was  had  which  in  every  practical 
sense  was  equivalent  to  an  appeal.  By  virtue 
of  the  order  made  April  3,  1919,  the  adjudi- 
cation was  vacated.  From  April  3,  1919,  to 
November  29,  1919,  there  was  no  officer  with 
whom  a  creditor  could  file  his  claim.  See 
General  Orders  XX  and  XXI;   J.  B.  Orcutt 
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Co.  V.  Green,  204  U.  S.  96,  27  Sup.  Ct.  195, 
51  L.  ed.  390.  See,  also,  Collier  on  Bank- 
ruptcy, p.  818  et  seq.  There  was  neither  a 
referee,  a  receiver,  nor  a  trustee;  thus  there 
was  a  period  of  nearly  eight  months  when 
all  proceedings  in  bankruptcy  and  the  conse- 
quent administration  of  this  estate  were  not 
'  suspended,'  but  were  in  an  absolutely  blank 
state.  There  was  nothing  before  the  District 
Court,  not  an  estate,  not  a  referee,  not  * 
receiver,  not  a  trustee,  not  a  creditor  — 
indeed,    nothing. ' 

*'  Section  67n  was  enacted  for  purely  ad- 
ministrative purposes,  to  the  end  that  estates 
should  be  promptly  administered;  but  it 
contemplated  that  creditors  should  have  a 
full  year  within  which  to  file  their  claims. 
If  the  mandate  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Ap- 
peals had  not  come  down  until  after  Janu- 
ary 7,  1920,  we  might  have  had  the  situa- 
tion of  no  claims  whatever  having  been  filed, 
in  which  event,  if  the  moving  creditor  herein 
is  right,  the  bankrupt  would  have  escaped 
without  his  estate  being  subject  to  the  pay- 
ment of  any  of  his  debts  —  reduciio  ad  ab- 
surdunu  Here,  if  the  motion  is  granted,  tliii 
creditor  may  receive  100  cents  on  the  dollar, 
and  laymen  creditors,  relying  on  the  court 
proceedings,  will  be  barred  from  participating 
in  the  dividends  on  claims.  No  such  result 
will  be  tolerated,  if  it  can  possibly  be  avoided. 

"Applying  the  fundamental  principle  of 
gathering  the  intent  of  a  statute,  when  all 
its  relevant  provisions  are  read,  I  am  satis- 
fied that  the  year,  under  section  57n,  will  not 
expire  until  a  year  from  November  29,  1919. 
If  the  situation  is  one  of  caana  omis^tta,  then 
surely  a  court  of  bankruptcy  (which  in  many 
respects  is  a  court  of  equity)  will  hold 
that  the  year  began  November  29,  1919, 
or,  in  any  event,  that  the  time  from 
April  3,  1919,  to  Novenvber  29,  1919,  should 
be  deducted.  From  April  3,  1919,  until  No- 
vember 29,  1919,  was  241  days;  241  days 
after  January  7,  1920  (as  I  figure  it),  will 
be  September  4,  1920.  By  way  of  extra 
caution  it  would  be  well  to  notify  creditors 
that  they  must  file  their  claims  by  that  date. 

"There  is  another  point,  not  raised  by 
counsel,  which  may  be  worth  considering. 
Tliis  creditor  stool  idly  by  until  March  31, 
1920  (the  date  of  his  motion  papws),  long 
after  January  7,  1920.  He  thereby  lulled 
the  receiver  and  the  creditors  into  reliance 
upon  the  order  of  December  24,  1919.  Had 
he  moved  seasonably,  the  claims  could  have 
been  filed  before  January  7,  1920.  He  should 
now  be  estopped,  and  not  allowed  to  advance 
the  contention  that  the  order  was  void.  I 
am  fully  aware  of  the  proposition  that  a  void 
order  cannot  be  made  valid,  however  hard 
the  circumstances;  but,  if  no  one  attacks  the 
order,  it  will  stand.  I  conclude,  therefore, 
as  an  additional  ground,  that  the  creditor, 
because  of  his  delay  beyond  January  7,  1920, 
will  not  be  heard  to  attack  the  order.  On 
the   other  hand,   it   may   be   said  that   the 


order  of  December  24,  1919,  was  superfluous. 
If  by  operation  of  law  the  time  will  not 
expire  until  a  year  from  November  29,  1919, 
or,  in  any  event,  until  September  4,  1920,  an 
order  extending  the  time  is  not  necessary. 
If,  by  operation  of  law,  the  time  expired 
January  7*  1920,  the  order  cannot  extend  it. 
In  order,  however,  to  allow  the  question  to  be 
reviewed  promptly,  if  desired,  the  order  will 
sUnd." 

Amendment  alter  one  year  period. — An 
objection  that  an  amended  proof  of  claim 
was  allowed  to  be  filed  more  than  a  vear 
after  adjudication  has  been  declared  to  be 
without  merit.  In  re  Sfhaffner,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)   2e7  Fed.  977. 

Where  the  paper  presented  contained  the 
substance  of  the  formal  proof  of  a  claim  it 
is  sufficient  to  constitute  the  basis  of  an 
amended  claim  after  the  expiration  of  the 
vear.  In  re  Drexel  Hill  Motor  (Do.,  (£.  D. 
Pa.  1921)  270  Fed.  673. 

Right  to  participate  in  composition  fund. — 
This  section,  denying  to  unproven  claims  par- 
ticipation in  the  distribution  of  a  bankruptcy 
estate  fund,  does  not  deny  to  any  creditor  the 
right  to  participate  in  a  composition  fund 
being  distributed  under  section  12.  In  re 
Englander's  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  267  Fed.  1012. 

Vol.  I,  p.  987,  sec.  58a  (7).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  716.] 

Necessity  of  notice. — ^Although  it  is  said 
that  it  is  not  quite  clear  whether  the  pro- 
Vision  in  this  section  or  in  General  Order  In 
Bankruptcy  No.  28,  as  to  notice  applies  to 
a  summary  order  giving  authority  to  a 
trustee  to  compromise  a  claim,  yet  it  has 
been  held  that  even  if  it  does,  such  an 
order  is  not  subject  to  attack  for  want  of 
notice  where  all  steps  were  taken  in  good 
faith  by  the  parties,  without  fraud  on  their 
part-s,  that  counsel  for  the  trustee  had  full 
knowledge  of  the  facts  relating  to  the  trans- 
action and  that  the  complaining  creditors  in 
person  or  by  counsel  had  actual  knowledge 
of  it  and  made  no  objection  until  several 
years  after.  Petition  of  Baxter,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  C?ir.  1920)   269  Fed.  344. 

Vol.  I,  p.  987,  sec.  58a  (9).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  717.] 

Notice  essentiaL — "A  discharge  is  a  bene- 
fit conferred  by  the  statute  on  an  insolvent 
debtor.  One  of  the  conditions  precedent  to 
the  enjoyment  of  this  benefit,  prescribed  by 
section  58  of  the  statute,  is  tJiat  creditors 
should  have  30  days'  notice,  so  that  they 
may  have  an  opportimity  to  present  objec- 
tions to  the  discharge.  If  this  condition  is 
not  complied  with,  the  order  of  discharge  is 
invalid,  and  must  be  so  declared.  The 
rights  of  creditors  were  involved  in  the 
hearing  on  the  petition  for  discharge,  and 
they    cannot   be   bound    without    an    oppor- 
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tunity  to  be  heard.  ...  It  is,  we 
think,  elementary  that  one  who  claims  th© 
benefit  of  a  statute  must  see  that  the  con- 
ditions precedent  to  awarding  the  benefit 
have  been  complied  with.  As  between  the 
banlcrupt  and  his  creditors,  it  is  the  duty 
of  the  bankrupt,  and  not  of  his  creditors,  to 
see  that  they  have  notice  of  the  application 
for  discharge."  Ellison  t\  Weintrob,  (C.  C. 
A.  4th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  406. 

WaiTcr  of  right  to  notice. — ^After  the 
order  of  discharge  is  made  the  creditors 
may  waive  their  rights  by  laches  or  be 
estopped  from  asserting  them.  Ellison  v. 
Weintrob,  (C.  O.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
466. 

Vol.  I,  p.  988,  sec.  59a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  717.] 

Opposing  petition. —  In  Regal  Cleaners, 
etc.,  t>.  Merlis,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  91>5,  it  was  said  as  to  the  right  of  the 
president  of  a  corporation  to  oppose  a  peti- 
tion in  bankruptcy  filed  by  its  directors: 

"  If  there  exists  a  defense  to  this  petition, 
while  ordinarily  it  is  beyond  the  authority 
conferred  upon  a  president  of  a  corporation 
to  interpose  an  anewer,  still  circumstances 
may  exist  which,  in  equity,  would  require 
his  filing  an  answer,  sulthough  he  has  not 
the  authority  of  a  resolution  of  the  board 
of  directors  of  his  corporation.  If  the  com- 
pany is  solvent,  for  the  president  not  to 
prevent  such  a  result  might  cause  irremedi- 
able injury,  or  perhaps  total  failure  of  jus- 
tice to  the  stodcholders.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, we  think  the  president  should, 
in  the  due  performance  of  the  duties  of  his 
office,  verify  and  file  an  answer  as  such 
ofiicer.  Ordinarily  he  must  make  an  earnest 
effort  with  the  mcuiaging  l)ody  of  the  corpo- 
ration, the  directors,  to  induce  remedial 
action  on  their  part,  and  this  must  be  made 
apparent  to  the  court.  If  he  fails  with  the 
directors,  he  may  then  proceed.  If  he  does 
not  make  request  of  the  directors,  he  may 
show  that  a  request  would  be  futile.  Such 
appears  from  the  facts  here.  There  is  no 
showing  that  the  directors  have  been  re- 
quested and  have  refused,  but  it  does  ex- 
pressly appear  that  two  of  the  four  directors 
are  in  favor  of  the  adjudication  in  bank- 
ruptcy. Thus  the  vote  is  a  tie.  Under 
these  circumstances,  to  apply  to  the  directors 
for  instructions  would  be  futile.  We  think 
that  the  answer  should  be  permitted  to 
stand,  and  the  issues  as  to  the  questions  in- 
volved tried." 

A  voluntary  petition  for  adjudication  of  a 
corporation  —  Directors  of  corporation. —  The 
board  of  directors  of  a  corporation  may 
authorize  voluntary  bankruptcy  proceedings. 
In  re  Ann  Arbor  Mach.  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  24. 

The  directors  of  a  corporation  may  vote 
to  a&nit  its  insolvency,  even  though  they  be 
creditors  of  the  corporation,  if  they  do  so  in 


good  faith.     Eegal  Cleaners,  etc.,  r.  Merlis, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  915. 

A  petition  may  be  filed  by  a  director  who 
is  the  retained  attorney  for  the  corporation 
where  his  action  is  ratified  by  a  majority  of 
the  stodcholders  and  by  the  only  directors 
who  are  entitled  to  vote  on  the  question. 
In  re  People's  Warehouse  Co.,  (S.  D.  Miss. 
1921)  273  Fed.  611. 

"  Whether  the  directors  of  a  corporation, 
without  authority  from  the  stockholders, 
have  power  to  file  a  petition  in  voluntary 
bankruptcy,  depends  upon  the  laws  of  the 
state  in  which  the  corporation  was  organ- 
ized, in  the  absence  of  restrictive  provisions 
in  its  charter.  .  .  .  According  to  the  trend 
of  authority,  in  the  absence  of  restrictive  pro- 
visions in  either  statute  or  charter,  a  board 
of  directors  may  authorize  the  filing  of  a 
petition  in  voluntary  bankruptcy."  In  re 
De  Camp  Glass  Casket  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  658. 

Officer  of  corporation. —  There  is  no  pre- 
sumption of  autJiority  in  an  ofiicer  of  a  cor- 
poration to  make  and  file  a  voluntary  peti- 
tion in  bankruptcy  and  he  may  not  do  so 
without  the  consent  of  the  directors.  Regal 
Cleaners,  etc.,  v.  Merlis,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)   274  Fed.  915. 

Filing  of  petition  as  inctunberiag  corpo- 
ration's property. —  Regarding  the  question 
as  to  whether  the  filing  of  a  voluntary  peti- 
tion in  bankruptcy  by  the  directors  of  a  cor- 
poration constituted  an  inoumbering  of  its 
property  within  the  meaning  of  a  state 
statute,  the  oourt,  in  Fitts  t\  Custer  Slide 
Min.,  etc.,  Co.>  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  26« 
Fed.  804,  said: 

"Counsel  for  petitioner  claims  that  the 
laws  of  Colorado  expressly  provide  that  the 
directors  of  a  corporation  have  no  power 
without  the  consent  of  the  stockholders  to 
file  a  voluntary  petition  in  bankruptcy. 
Section  866,  Rev.  Stat,  of  Colo.,  as  amended 
by  Session  Laws  of  1915,  page  175,  is  cited 
in  support  of  this  contention.  This  statute 
reads  as  follows: 

"'The  board  of  directors  or  trustees  ol  a 
mining  or  manufacturing  corporation  shall 
not  have  power  to  incumber  the  mines  or 
plant  of  such  corporation,  or  the  principal 
machinery  incident  to  the  production  from 
such  mine  or  plant  until  the  question  shall 
have  been  submitted  at  a  proper  and  legal 
meeting  of  the  stockholders  and  a  majority 
of  all  the  shares  of  stock  shall  have  been 
voted  in  favor  of  such  proposition;  and  any 
mortgaging  or  incumbering  of  such  property, 
without  such  consent  shall  be  absolutely 
void.' 

"In  order  to  make  this  statute  applicable 
the  filing  of  a  voluntary  petition  in  bank- 
ruptcy must  be  an  *  incumbering '  of  the 
property  of  the  bankrupt.  This  court  in 
Westerlund  r.  Black  Bear  Mining  Co.,  203 
Fed.  599,  121  C.  C.  A.  627,  construed  this 
statute  and  expressly  defined  what  the  words 
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' mcumber '  and  'incumbering*  used  in  the 
statute  mean.    In  the  case  cited  it  was  said: 

"  *  The  words  "  incumber  "  and  "  incumber- 
'  ing,**  when  used  in  reference  to  property  ana 
its  title,  are  words  of  this  character,  and  the 
known  legal  meaning  of  these  words  in  their 
popular  sense,  in  the  sense  that  would  be 
attributed  to  them  by  conveyancers,  lawyers, 
and  judges,  the  persons  most  conversant 
with  them,  included  when  this  statute  was 
enacted,  and  still  includes,  not  only  mort- 
gages, deeds  of  trust,  and  pledges  for  the 
payment  of  money,  but  every  right  or  in- 
terest in  the  land  which  may  subsist  in 
third  persons  to  the  diminution  of  the  value 
of  the  land  or  its  title,  but  consistent  with 
the  passing  of  the  fee  by  the  conveyance  of 
the  owner.' 

"And  again  on  page  610  of  203  Fed.,  on 
page  638  of  121  C.  €.  A.,  in  the  same 
opinion,  it  is  said: 

" '  When  this  statute  was  enacted,  the 
popular  sense,  the  ordinary  significance,  and 
the  known  legal  meaning  of  the  words  "in- 
cumber" and  "incumWing,"  when  used 
with  reference  to  property  or  its  title,  in- 
cluded every  right  or  interest  in  land  which 
may  subsist  in  third  persons  to  the  diminu- 
tion of  the  value  of  the  land,  or  its  title, 
but  consistent  with  the  passing  of  the  fee  by 
the  conveyance  of  the  owner.' 

"This  language  is  fully  supported  by  a 
number  of  cases  cited  in  the  opinion.  The 
statute  in  question  was  passed  in  189i5,  and 
tlie  amendment  of  1915  simply  added  the 
proviso  that  a  lease  for  a  period  of  not  ex- 
ceeding five  years  should  not  be  deemed  an 
incumbering  of  property.  At  the  time  the 
statute  was  passed  there  was  no  bankruptcy 
law,  so  that  it  cannot  be  claimed  that  the 
Legislature  of  Colorado  had  the  provisions 
of  that  bankruptcy  law  in  mind.  We  do  not 
believe  that  the  filing  of  a  voluntary  peti- 
tion in  bankruptcy  can  reasonably  be  held  to 
be  an  incumbering  of  property.  TBe  volun- 
tary petition  of  a  person  or  corporation  to 
be  adjudged  a  bankrupt  results,  of  course,  in 
an  adjudication  in  bankruptcy;  but  this  ad- 
judication in  and  of  itself,  without  any  as- 
signment, transfer,  or  other  act  of  the  bank- 
rupt, operates  to  divest  him  of  all  title  and 
to  vest  it  in  the  trustee  of  his  creditors. 
Bemington  on  Bankruptcy,  §  1112:  Robert- 
son r.  Howard,  229  U.  S.  254,  33  Sup.  854, 
67  L.  ed.  1174. 

"  The  words  '  incumber  '  and  '  incumber- 
ing' in  the  statute,  as  this  court  said,  must 
be  construed  in  accordance  with  their 
popular  sense,  a  sense  that  would  be  at- 
tributed to  them  by  conveyancers,  lawyers, 
and  judges,  the  persons  most  conversant  with 
them.  Given  their  popular  meaning,  these 
words  do  not  apply  to  an  instrument  or  pro- 
ceeding which  has  the  effect  to  convey  the 
whole  estate  absolutely.  Such  a  conveyance 
ie  not  an  incumbrance." 

Beneficiary  under  will  of  person  living. — 
The  fact  that  a  person  files  a  petition  in 


bankruptcy  in  order  to  prevent  his  creditors 
from  satisfying  their  debts  out  of  a  legacy 
which  he  expects  to  receive  is  held  to  be  no 
reason  for  denying  him  the  right  to  avail 
himself  of  the  benefits  of  this  act.  Elberton 
Bank  i\  Swift  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  268 
Fed.  305.  In  this  case  a  petition  by  a 
creditor  to  set  aside  an  adjudication  of 
bankruptcy  alleged  that  a  note  which  the 
creditor  held  was  dated  April  16,  1917,  and 
due  December  1,  1917;  that  at  the  time  the 
bankrupt  filed  his  petition  his  mother  was 
98  years  old  and  at  the  point  of  death,  and 
that  she  actually  died  shortly  thereafter; 
that  the  bankrupt  knew  at  the  time  of  filing 
his  petition  in  bankruptcy  that  by  his 
mother's  will  he  would  be  left  a  legacy  of 
about  $20,000;  that  he  knew  the  will  could 
never  be  changed,  because,  after  his  mother 
had  made  it,  a  guardian  of  her  property  had 
been  appointed  by  the  ordinary's  court,  on 
the  ground  of  her  imbecility  from  old  age; 
that  the  bankrupt's  debts,  other  than  to  the 
hank,  were  insignificant;  and  that  according 
to  his  schedule  of  assists  the  only  property 
he  had  was  a  watch  and  wearing  apparel 
worth  less  than  $100. 

Vol.  I,  p.  990,  sec.  59b.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  718.] 

I.  Who  may  file  petition  in  involuntary 
bankruptcy. 
II.  Form,   averments   and   amendments   of 
petition. 

I.  Who  May  File  Petition  in  Involuntary 
Bankruptcy  (p.  990) 

Creditors  having  provable  claims. —  It  .has 
been  held  that  a  seller  of  rings  was  not  a 
creditor  under  this  section  where  he  sold 
rings  under  an  agreement  to  repair  any  that 
were  broken  and  rings  which  were  sent  back 
to  him  for  repair  were  never  repaired  or  re- 
turned, notwithstanding  repeated  requests, 
and  the  buyer  was  obliged  to  purchase  others 
to  replace  them  in  excess  of  the  agreed  price 
of  those  returned  for  repair,  and  the  pur- 
chaser had  paid  a  sum  to  the  seller  in  excess 
of  the  value  of  the  rings  retained.  Cutler  v. 
Nu-Gold  Ring  Co.  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  836. 

Attachment  creditor. — A  creditor,  who  in 
good  faith  obtains  an  attachment  against  a 
debtor's  property  within  four  months  of  the 
filing  of  a  petition  in  bankruptcy,  may  join 
in  ^e  petition  to  have  the  debtor  adjudi- 
cated'  an  involuntary  bankrupt;  and  this, 
although  the  a/ttachment  has  not  been  for- 
mally released.  In  re  Automatic  Type- 
writer, etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  1,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  If  an  adjudication  be  had  here,  the  effect 
would  be  a  dissolution  of  the  attachment  ob- 
tained, and  therefore  there  would  be  no  pref- 
erence to  the  petitioning  creditor.  It  is  thus 
obvious  that  the  fact  that  an  attachment 
was  obtained  here,  and  was  not  formally  va- 
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cated  by  an  order  of  the  court  at  the  time 
of  the  filing  of  the  petition,  did  not  give  * 
preference,  and  did  not  incapacitate  the  pe- 
titioner from  filing  the  petition.  The  ad- 
vantage, if  any  were  gained  by  the  writ  ol 
attachment,  cannot  avail  the  petitioner  in 
the  bankruptcy  court,  and  it  therefore  can- 
not defeat  the  right  of  a  creditor  having 
a  provable  claim  of  the  requisite  nature  and 
amount  to  file  a  petition  in  involuntary 
bankruptcy. 

"  We  find  nothing  in  the  Bankruptcy  Act 
itself  which  forbids  a  creditor  filing  a  peti- 
tion under  similar  circumstances.  While 
the  attachment  obtained  by  the  respondent 
remains  un vacated  of  record,  this  respondeat 
could  not  secure  any  advantage  by  that  fact. 
When  the  order  is  entered  vacating  the  at- 
tachment, it  will  be  effective  as  of  the  date 
of  decision  of  the  court  below  vacating  the 
same.  This  was  a  date  before  the  bank- 
ruptcy. Fuartlhermore,  the  preferred  cred- 
itor who  files  a  claim  may  surrender  his 
preference  at  any  time  before  the  claim  is 
allowed.  This  he  need  not  do  before  the 
filing  of  the  claim.  We  think  the  court  be- 
low committed  no  error  in  refusing  to  dis- 
miss the  petition  in  bankruptcv  because  of 
this." 

Three  provable  claims  jurisdictional. — ^''The 
law  is  now  settled  beyond  dispute  that  the 
ezistenioe  of  three  provable  claims  held  hj 
three  petitioners,  respectively,  of  the  alleged 
bankrupt  and,  if  diallenged  by  pleading, 
plenary  proof  thereof  is  jurisdictional  and 
indispensable  to  the  maintenance  of  an  in- 
voluntary petition  in  bankruptcy."  Cutler  v, 
Nu-Gold  Ring  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  896. 

Secured  creditors. —  This  section  refers  to 
the  actual  value  of  securities  held  by  cred- 
itor. Hence,  an  involuntary  petition  which 
alleges  that  two  of  the  petitioning  creditors 
hold  security  in  the  form  of  maritime  liens 
on  vessels  of  the  bankrupt,  which  are  value- 
less because  the  vessels  have  left  the  court's 
jurisdiction,  is  sufficient  on  demurrer  as  to 
the  qualifications  of  mich  petition ini;  cred- 
itors under  this  section.  In  re  Triangle 
Steamship  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  T.  1920)  267  Fed. 
300. 

II.  FoBic,  AvEBMsirrs,  and  Amendments  or 

PETinON     (p.    994) 

Averment  of  commiBsion  of  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy —  Sufficiency  of  averment. — ^A  peti- 
tion which  states  that  the  alleged  bankrupt, 
with  intent  to  prefer,  paid  $500,000  on  "in- 
debtedness "  to  a  certain  named  creditor  and 
on  other  indebtedness  to  other  creditors  at 
some  time  after  a  specified  date,  is  not  suffi- 
ciently specific.  In  re  Triangle  Steamship 
Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  aOO,  wherein 
it  was  said: 

"  The  second  objection  is  more  serious. 
In  re  Rosenblatt,  193  Fed.  638,  113  C.  C.  A. 
506,  turned  upon  a  petition  which  simply 
copied  the  language  of  the  statute  without 


specification  of  any  sort  whatever.  This  pe- 
tition states  that  the  alleged  bankrupt,  with 
intent  to  prefer,  paid  $500,000  upon  '  in- 
debtedness' to  the  Foreign  Trade  Banking' 
Corporation,  a  creditor,  and  upon  other  in- 
debtedness to  other  creditors.  Probably  the 
allegation  that  part  of  the  simi  was  paid  to 
'  other  creditors '  is  invalid  under  the  cases, 
and,  if  so,  it  must  be  accepted  that  the 
amount  of  the  payment  to  the  Foreign  Trade 
Banking  Corporation  is  left  uncertain.  The 
allegation  amounts  to  this:  That  the  al- 
leged bankrupt,  at  some  time  after  August 
10,  1919,  with  intent  to  prefer,  paid  some 
part  of  the  sum  of  $500,000  to  the  Foreign 
Trade  Banking  Corporation  upon  its  existing 
indebtedness.  As  matter  of  first  impression 
I  own  that  I  should  have  thought  this 
enough.  The  omissions  are  only  of  the  exact 
dates  and  the  exact  amounts  of  the  payments 
made  and  that  I  should  think  could  be  sup- 
plied by  a  bill  of  particulars  and  full  justice 
be  done.  The  allegations  as  to  'other  cred- 
itors *  might  be  treated  as  surplusage.  How- 
ever, I  cannot  distinguish  the  case  at  bar 
from  In  re  Mason-Seaman  Transportation 
Co.,  (D.  C.)  296  Fed,  974,  decided  by  Judge 
Manton  while  District  Judge,  where  the  al- 
legations were  certainly  as  specific  as  those 
here,  or  from  In  re  Blxmiberg,  (D.  C.^  133 
Fed.  845,  which  was  an  almost  exactly  f-im- 
ilar  case.  In  re  Hallin,  (D.  C.)  199  Fed. 
807,  mav  be  distinguished,  as  well  as  In  re 
Pure  Milk  Co.,  (D.  C.)  154  Fed.  682,  and 
In  re  Nelson  (D.  C.)  98  Fed.  76.  These  are 
like  In  re  Rosenblatt,  supra,  and  do  not  in 
my  judgment  control.  It  seems  to  me  a 
harsh  rule  that  requires  petitioning  cred- 
itors, who  in  the  nature  of  things  cannot 
usually  be  well  informed  of  the  alleged  bank- 
rupt's dealings,  to  specify  with  exactness 
the  amounts  and  the  times  of  any  prefer- 
ential payments  they  allege,  and  it  is  espe- 
cially harsh  if  it  results  in  preventing  any 
amendment,  as  was  held  in  In  re  Pure  Milk 
Co.,  supra.  Through  a  trifling  omission  in 
pleading,  which  perhaps  the  pleader  had  no 
information  to  supply,  a  creditor  like  the 
demurrant  may  be  enabled  to  prevent  any 
inquiry  into  the  good  faith  of  the  payment 
to  him. 

"  However,  in  the  face  of  In  re  Pure  Milk 
Co.,  supra,  it  is  at  least  an  open  question 
whether,  if  an  amendment  is  necessary  which 
shall  specify  more  particularly  the  acts  of 
bankruptcy,  it  would  not  be  regarded  as  set- 
ting up  new  acta  of  bankruptcy,  and  if  it 
were  so  regarded,  then  it  is  settled  that  the 
period  of  foiir  months  dates  from  the  amend- 
ment. If  this  be  the  rule  in  cases  of  inade- 
quate specification,  then  if  I  overrule  this 
demurrer,  and  my  decision  is  wrong,  it  will 
be  too  late  for  the  petitioning  creditors  to 
allege  preferences  occurring  between,  say, 
November  20th  and  December  11th,  when  the 
petition  was  filed.  There  may  be  such,  and 
if   I   sustain   the   demurrer   the   petitioning 


BANKRUPTCY 


381 


creditors  may  still  avail  themselves  of  those 
preferences. 

"  Moreover  if  I  am  wrong  in  sustaining 
the  demurrer  no  harm  has  been  done,  be- 
cause, if  there  are  preferences  between  No- 
vember 20i}h  and  December  11th,  they  can 
DOW  be  pleaded.  If  on  the  other  hand,  there 
are  no  such  preferences,  the  petitioning  cred- 
itors xn&y  refuse  to  amend,  and  may  tent 
this  order  on  appeal;  or,  if  they  wish,  they 
may  amend  and  show  only  preferences  more 
than  four  months  before  the  amendment. 
Thereupon  the  question  may  be  raised  on 
demurrer  of  the  validity  of  the  new  peti- 
tion, and  on  that  appeal  may  be  raised  the 
correctness  of  my  order  sustaining  this  de- 
murrer because  the  amendment  cannot  be 
heard  without  the  original  petition. 

**  Under  such  circumstances  I  think  1 
ought  to  follow  In  re  Mason-Seaman  Trans- 
portation Co.,  8upra,  and  In  re  Blumberg, 
supra,  especially  as  it  is  not  our  general 
custom,  except  in  clear  cases,  to  disregard 
an  earlier  decision  in  the  Southern  district." 

Allegation  as  to  giving  preference  —  In 
genertU, —  It  is  a  rule  that  the  allegation  of 
the  commission  of  an  act  of  bankruptcy 
should  state  the  specific  facts  relied  on,  with 
time,  place  and  circumstances,  so  that  the 
alleged  bankrupt  may  be  apprised  of  what 
he  is  required  to  answer,  and  that,  when  the 
act  was  an  alleged  preferential  payment,  the 
allegation  must  show  that  thereby  one  cred- 
itor was  enabled  "  to  obtain  a  greater  per- 
centage of  his  debt  than  any  other  of  such 
creditors  of  the  same  class.''  In  re  Standard 
Aero  CSorp.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Oir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
779. 

Sufficiency, — ^An  allegation  of  an  act  of 
bankruptcy  by  the  making  of  a  preferred 
payment  may  he  sufficient  although  the  facts 
stated  are  meager.  In  re  Standard  Aero 
Corp.,  (C.  C.  A,  3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
779,  wherein  the  court  declared :  "  That 
the  petitioner's  allegation  of  the  act  of  bank- 
ruptcy stated  the  circumstances  with  suffi- 
cient particularity  to  apprise  the  corpora- 
tion of  what  it  was  called  upon  to  meet,  as 
later  proved  by  the  event,  and  showed  that, 
because  of  the  preference,  the  petitioner  will 
suffer  in  the  payment  of  his  claim  —  if  his 
claim  is  provable  in  bankruptcy." 

Amendment  of  petition  —  Effect  on  four 
months*  period. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
(»'iginal  annotation,  see  In  re  Triangle  S.  S. 
Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  303; 
In  re  Triangle  S.  S.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
267  Fed.  300. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1001,  sec.  59f.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  727.] 

Opposing  petition. —  Debtors  are  not  enti- 
tled to  oppose  an  involuntary  petition.  In  re 
Tidewater  Coal  Exch.,  (S.  D,  N.  Y.  1921)  274 
Fed.   1008. 

Intervention  as  discretionary  with  bank- 
luptcy  court  —  Review  on  petition  to  revise. 


—  The  que!=ition  as  to  whether  a  creditor  shall 
be  allowed  to  intervene  in  a  bankruptcy  pro- 
ceeding is  not  the  subject  of  trial  upon  the 
merits  but  is  a  matter  determinable  upon 
the  face  of  the  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
and  is  within  the  discretion  of  the  bank- 
ruptcy court.  Hence,  a  petition  to  revise  an 
order  of  the  bankruptcy  court  dismissing  the 
petition,  in  intervention  of  a  creditor,  shall 
be  denied  where  it  appears  that  the  court 
was  guilty  of  no  abuse  of  discretion.  Fitts 
f.  Custer  Slide  Min.,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  »th 
Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  864. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1003,  sec.  59g.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  729.] 
A  petition  in  voluntary  hankrnptcy. — ^To 
the  same  effect  as  the  original   annotation, 
see  Blackstock  p.  Blackstock,   (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  249. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1004,  sec.  60a.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  729.] 

I.  Creation  of  preferences. 
II.  Constituent. elements. 

I.  Creation  of  Pbefebences  (p.  1005) 

Preference  created  by  transfer. — To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
In  re  Dix,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  1016; 
In  re  Puget  Sound  Engineering  Co.,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1920)  270  Fed.  35>3;  Gray  v.  Tantleff, 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)   273  Fed.  524. 

The  transfer  of  corporate  property,  in  pay* 
ment  of  an  antecedent  debt,  within  four 
months  of  bankruptcy  may  be  avoided  by  the 
trustee  where  the  transferee  had  reaM>nable 
ground  to  believe  that  the  transfer  consti- 
tuted a  preference.  Bronaugh  v.  Evans, 
(1920)    204  Ala.   153,  85  So.  556. 

Applicability  of  state  statute. — ^A  statute 
which  does  not  contemplate  the  avoid- 
ance of  a  preferential  transfer,  but  an  af- 
firmance of  it,  so  as  to  make  it  inure  to 
all  creditors  alike,  is  inapplicable  on  the 
bankruptcy  of  the  debtor  since  under  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  the  trustee  is  only  em- 
powered to  avoid  transfers  as  for  fraud  or 
as  preferences.  In  re  Grocers'  Baking  Co., 
(N.  D.  Ala.  1920)    266  Fed.  900. 

Conditional  sale  —  Bankrupt's  oi^n  prop- 
erty transferred. — To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  In  re  Bennett,  ( W.  D. 
Mo.  920)  264  Fed.  533,  holding  that  the  sur- 
render of  the  goods  sought  to  be  reclaimed 
would  not  effect  an  unlawful  preference. 

Preference  created  by  payment  —  Retention 
of  money  by  joirit  adventurer. — ^Where  a  per- 
son engaged  in  a  joint  adventure  with  a  bank- 
rupt retains  money  accruing  from  a  sale  of 
property  in  which  they  are  jointly  inter- 
ested, such  retention  does  not  constitute  a 
preferential  payment.  Nestor  v.  Joseph, 
(C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)   265  Fed.  246. 

Payments  made  on  open  accounts  and  in 
due  course  of  business. —  Payments  on  a  run- 
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ning  account,  where  new  sales  succeed  pay- 
ments, and  the  net  result  is  to  increase  the 
value  of  the  estate,  do  not  constitute  preferen- 
tial transfers  under  this  section.  In  re 
Grocers'  Baking  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ala.  1920)  266 
Fed.  900. 

Payments  by  receiver  in  proceedings  in 
state  court. — Where  one  of  the  members  of 
a  partnership  brought  suit  in  the  state  court 
for  the  dissolution  of  the  partnership  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  in  such  financial 
straits  as  not  to  be  able  to  continue  in  busi- 
ness and  a  receiver  was  thereupon  appointed 
the  court  said  on  the  question  of  the  pay- 
ment  of  a  dividend  in  such  proceedings  being 
a  preference: 

"  It  appears  that  the  bankrupts*  R.  M. 
Smith  &  Co.,  (1)  while  insolvent,  (2)  within 
four  months  prior  to  the  adjudication  in 
bankruptcy,  (3)  in  a  suit  in  the  state  court 
which  they  instituted  and  controlled,  (4)  pro- 
cured payment  to  the  other  creditors  of  a 
dividend  of  12%  per  cent,  out  of  the  part- 
nership assets  then  in  the  hands  of  the  re- 
ceiver, and  (5)  that  the  necessary  result 
01  such  payment  was  to  give  to  them  a  per- 
centage of  their  respective  claims  which  ap- 
pellant has  not  received  on  the  claim  subse- 
quently established  by  him.  Thus  all  the 
elements  of  a  voidable  preference  are  present, 
and  the  transaction  must  be  regarded  as  of 
that  character.  The  facts  are  somewhat 
novel,  it  is  true;  but  the  question  presented 
seems  to  us  not  doubtful,  either  as  a  matter 
of  first  impressions  or  as  viewed  in  the  light 
of  decisions  in  analogous  cases    .    .    . 

"  On  the  facts  of  record,  which  carry  their 
own  comment,  it  must  be  held  that  appel- 
lant is  entitled  to  be  placed  on  an  equality 
with  creditors  who  received  the  12%  per 
cent.;  and  it  is  therefore  the  duty  of  the 
bankruptcy  court,  as  a  court  of  equity,  to 
dirept  such  payment  to  him  from  the  funds 
now  held  by  the  trustee,  and  which  are  under- 
stood to  be  ample  for  that  purpose,  as  will 
equalize  the  12%  per  cent,  paid  to  them,  the 
remainder  to  be  divided  pro  rata  amoncr  all 
the  creditors.  It  appears,  however,  that  those 
who  received  the  12%  per  cent,  credited  it 
on  their  respective  claims,  and  proved  in 
bankruptcy,  if  they  proved  at  all,  only  for 
the  balance.  It  results  that  the  payments 
afterwards  made  to  them  by  the  trustee  were 
not  16  per  cent,  of  their  original  claims,  but 
of  only  seven-eighths  'thereof,  whereas  appel- 
lant has  had  15  per  cent,  of  the  full  amount 
allowed  him,  and  this  should  be  taken  into 
account  in  equalizing  the  further  dividends. 
In  other  words,  the  funds  in  hand  should  be 
BO  distributed  as  to  give  to  the  creditors  who 
got  the  12%  per  cent.,  and  proved  the  bal- 
ance in  bankruptcy,  the  same  aggregate  per- 
centage of  their  original  claims  as  appellant 
gets  in  the  aggregate  on  his  claim.**  Farns- 
worth  V.  Union  Trust,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1921 )  272  Fed    92. 


Attorney's  feet. — ^Where  an  attorney  retains 
as  a  fee  a  portion  of  a  fund  which  he  has 
recovered  for  the  bankrupt,  such  fee  may  not 
be  recovered  by  the  bankrupt's  trustee  as  9l 
preference.  Van  Slyke  v.  Huntington,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  192Q)   266  Fed.  86. 

Banking  tranuctiona  —  Preferential  pay' 
ment  to  hank. — ^To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  In  re  Cross,  (N.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  769. 

Where  in  an  action  by  the  trustee  of  a 
bankxupt  against  a  bank  it  appeared  that  the 
defendant  complained  to  the  bankrupt  of  the 
practice  of  depositing  checks  and  drawing 
against  them  before  they  were  collected,  thus 
practically  compelling  the  defendant  to  use 
its  cash  reserves  to  make  its  payments  to  the 
clearing  house,  thereby  requiring  it  to  keep 
a  larger  reserve,  and  subjecting  it  to  annoy- 
ance, trouble,  and  risk,  and  the  bankrupt 
thereupon  agreed  to  compensate  the  defend- 
ant by  paying  it  simis  of  money  based  upon 
the  advances  made  and  the  time  during 
which  it  was  out  the  me  of  the  moneys  ad- 
vanced, it  was  held  that  the  payments  so 
made  were  not  preferences,  f^ipes  r.  Mutual 
Trust  Co.,    (E.  D.  Pa.   1921)    270  Fed.  318. 

TJie  part  payment  of  a  note  before  maturity 
and  within  four  months  prior  to  the  filing 
of  a  petition  in  bankruptcy  against  the 
maker,  does  not  constitute  a  preference  where 
it  appears  that  the  bank  had  no  knowledge 
of  his  affairs  nor  of  any  facts  giving  it  rea- 
sonable cause  to  believe  that  the  payment 
would  effect  a  preference.  Cregg  v,  Puritan 
Trust  Co.,  (Mass.  1921)  129  N.  E.  428.  The 
court  said: 

"The  note  upon  which  a  partial  payment 
was  made  by  the  bankrupt  had  been  run- 
ning from  November  26,  1910.  It  was 
originally  for  $10,000,  and  had  been  renewed 
every  six  months,  the  last  renewal  being  on 
November  29,  1915.  The  debt  of  the  original 
note  reduced  by  successive  payments .  was 
$6,500  on  November  29,  1915,  and  the  re- 
newal note  of  that  date  called  for  the  pay^ 
ment  of  that  sum.  April  16,  1916,  the  bank- 
rupt made  the  payment  in  question  at  the 
note  window  of  the  defendant  bank.  He  made 
no  explanation  to  the  defendant  whatever  of 
the  payment  on  account  before  the  maturity 
of  the  note,  did  not  know  whom  he  saw  at 
the  window,  and  did  not  make  anv  statement 
when  the  rest  of  the  note  would  be  paid. 

**  The  bankrupt  lived  and  carried  on  busi- 
ness in  -Lawrence  while  the  defendant  bank 
was  located  and  carried  on  its  business  in 
Boston.  There  was  evidence  that  a  fire  had 
occurred  in  the  bankrupt's  place  of  businetiH 
on  February  28,  1916;  that  on  April  11,  1916, 
he  was  behind  in  his  bills,  was  receiving  de- 
mands from  creditors  for  payments  which 
were  not  made;  that  drafts  of  considerable 
size  had  been  made  on  him  through  his  bank, 
the  Merchants'  Trust  Company  at  Lawrence, 
Mass.;  that  they  were  unpaid;  that  his  ac* 
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count  at  the  Merchants*  Trust  Company  had 
been  transferred  to  the  name  of  his  father 
as  his  agent;  that  his  asset^  before  the  pay- 
ment on  the  note  to  the  defendant  on  April 
11,  1910,  were  worth  in  stock  and  trade  $750 
and  $5,000  in  cash;  and  that  hi*  liabilities 
were  $11,000.  There  was  no  eyidence  that 
the  defendant  had  knowledge  of  the  fire,  of 
the  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  bankrupt  or 
of  any  of  the  foregoing  facts  other  than  at- 
tendant npon  the  receipt  of  the  payment.  It 
also  was  in  evidence  that  the  payment  to  the 
defendant  was  made  with  a  check  signed  by 
the  agent  of  the  bankrupt  drawn  on  the 
Merchants'  Trust  Company. 

"  The  fact  that  the  note  was  partially  paid 
before  it  was  due,  the  fact  that  the  payment 
on  account  was  larger  than  the  sum  of  all 
other  previous  partial  payments,  and  the 
fact  that  the  payment  was  made  with  a 
check  of  an  agent,  taken  together  might 
reasonably  have  aroused  suspicion  of  the 
motive  which  influenced  the  bankrupt  to  make 
the  payment,  but  in  the  opinion  of  the  court 
falls  short  of  their  probative  weight  in*  evi- 
dence which  would  warrant  a  finding  that  the 
defendant  had  reasonable  cause  to  j^lieve  the 
bankrupt  was  insolvent  when  the  payment 
on  the  note  was  made." 

n.  Constituent  Elements  (p.  1014) 

Preference  must  be  giyen  to  creditor. — ^To 
the  same  effect  as  the  original  annotation, 
lee  Benjamin  v.  Buell,  (C.  C.  A.  7Ui  ^tc. 
1920)  268  Fed.  792. 

Greater  percentage. — ^To  the  same  effect  as 
the  original  annotation,  see  In  re  Star  Spring 
Bed  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
133,  holding  an  assignment  of  accounts  which 
had  such  effect  to  be  preferential. 

Necessity  of  diminishing  estate. — ^To  the 
samt»  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
In  re  Star  Spring  Bed  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1920)  265  Fed.  133;  In  re  Grocers'  Baking 
Co.,   (N.  D.  Ala.  1920)   266  Fed.  900. 

Transfer  for  present  consideration. — If  a 
note  or  money  is  turned  over  as  a  present 
consideration  for  goods  then  purchased  and 
delivered,  or  if  future  credit  is  secured  by 
reason  of  that  payment,  there  would  be  no 
unlawful  preference,  unless  good  faith  was 
lacking  on  the  part  of  the  creditor,  even 
though  he  had  reason  to  know  that  the  bank- 
rupt was  in  perilous  financial  condition. 
Gray  c.  Tantleff,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  27« 
Fed.  524. 

Where  a  bankrupt  paid  for  stocks  and 
bonds  delivered  to  him  a  few  hours  before 
the  filing  of  his  petition  it  was  in  fact  a 
cash  transaction  in  return  for  an  adequate 
consideration,  and  did  not  constitute  a  pref- 
erence within  the  meaning  of  this  section. 
In  re  Perpall,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271 
Fed.  466,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"  The  Bankruptcy  Act  does  not  provide 
that  any  and  all  transfers  made  by  the  bank- 
rupt subsequent  to  the  filing  of  the  petition 


and  prior  to  the  adjudication  are  absolutely 
void.  The  act  provides  that  transfers  may 
be  voided  by  the  trustee  if  they  constitute  a 
preference,  and  a  preference  is  described  by 
the  act.  It  is  only  preferential  transfers 
which  are  voidable.  Preference  implies  pay- 
ing or  securing  a  pre-existing  debt  of  a  per- 
son preferred.  Dean  17.  Davis,  242  U.  8.  43&, 
37  S.  Ct.  130.  61  L.  ed.  419.  Wliere  one 
gives  an  insolvent  person  value  for  a  trans- 
fer of  property,  where  he  makes  an  exchange 
of  property,  there  is  no  preference.  Ernst  r. 
Bank,  201  Fed.  664,  120  C.  C.  A.  92. 

"  Payment  by  the  bankrupt  on  the  day  of 
the  filing  of  the  petition  was,  in  effect,  a 
cash  transaction,  and  was  in  return  for  an 
adequate  consideration  received  by  the  bank- 
rupt at  the  time.  The  delivery  of  the  stock 
and  the  receipt  of  the  check  on  the  same  day 
should  be  regarded  as  one  transaction.  The 
fact  that  a  few  hours  transpired,  and  they 
could  not  be  said  to  be  literally  contem- 
poraneously made,  was  because  of  the  nature 
of  the  business  transacted  and  the  practice 
that  prevailed  as  the  custom  of  this  busi- 
ness.*' 

Vol.  I,  p.  1026,  sec.  60b.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  739.] 

I.  Elements  of  voidability. 
II.  Recovery  of  voidable  preferences. 

I.  Blemei^ts  of  Voidabilitt  (p.  1026) 

Reasonable  cause  to  believe  transaction 
would  effect  preference. — Where  the  trans- 
action is  an  ordinary  one,  under  the  circum- 
stances as  they  appear  and  without  the  at- 
tendance of  features  that  excite  suspicion  it 
has  been  held  that  a  trustee  cannot  recover 
a  payment  as  a  preferential  one  under  this 
section,  the  creditor  not  having  reasonable 
cause  to  believe  that  the  payment  would 
effect  a  preference.  Lake  Benton  First  Nat. 
Bank  v.  Galbraith,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921) 
271   Fed.  687. 

Where  a  creditor  who  knows  the  debtor 
to  be  for  the  moment  insolvent  in  the  sense 
of  the  statute,  yet  honestly  supposes  that 
some  of  his  assets,  worthless  for  the  moment, 
will,  if  he  be  allowed  to  continue,  realize 
enough  to  pay  his  debts  in  full,  takes  security 
from  the  debtor,  such  act  does  not  effect  a 
preference  within  the  meaning  of  this  section. 
Kennard  v.  Behrer,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  270 
Fed.  661. 

As  including  debtor^ s  insolvency. — To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
Wrenn  v.  Citizens'  Nat.  Bank,  (Conn.  1921) 
114  Atl.  120. 

Effect  of  master's  report. — As  to  the  effect 
of  a  master's  report  on  knowledge  or  reason- 
able cause  to  believe  it  is  said  that  although 
a  "master's  report  under  an  ordinary  ref- 
erence has  not  the  binding  force  of  a  jury's 
verdict,  is  simply  advisory  to  the  chancellor, 
and  is  only  presumptively  correct,  yet  when 
the'  chancellor   after  a  full   hearing  on   ex- 
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captions  has  confirmed  the  report,  and  on 
appeal  we  are  asked  to  base  error  on  the 
chancellor's  refusal  to  accept  appellant's  tes- 
timony on  a  matter  of  fact  as  against  test> 
mony  of  appellee's  witnesses  to  the  contrary, 
we  find  appellant  in  no  better  position  than 
if  he  were  assaulting  a  jury's  verdict.  Neither 
the  chancellor  nor  ourselves  saw  the  wit- 
nesses; the  master  did;  and  the  master's 
report  involved  a  finding  on  credibility  of 
witnesses  personally  appearing  before  him 
and  nowhere  el«e."  In  re  Fred  D.  Jones  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  7th  QiT.  1920)  268  Fed.  818. 

Reason  to  suspect  insufficient. — "When  the 
present  Bankruptcy  Law  was  enacted,  the 
phrase  'reasonable  cause  to  believe/  in  this 
very  connection,  had  been  judicially  defined 
to  mean,  not  mere  suspicion,  but  '  such 
knowledge  of  the  facte  as  to  induce  a  rea- 
sonable belief,'  '  cause  for  well-grounded  be- 
lief.' That  definition  follows  the  phrase  into 
this  act;  and  it  has  been  so  construed  and 
applied."  Citv  Nat.  Bank  v.  Slocum,  (C.  C.  A- 
6th  Cir.  192U   272  Fed.  11. 

The  statute  requires  belief  that  a  prefer- 
ence will  result  and  it  is  not  sufficient  to 
create  a  preference  that  the  circumstances 
in  connection  with  the  taking  of  security  only 
show  that  the  creditor  had  cause  to  believe 
that  a  preference  might  result.  It  is  said 
that  the  difference  is  only  one  of  degree  but 
that  the  statute  establishes  it  neverthelese. 
Sumner  v.  Parr,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1919)  270  Fed. 
675.     The  court  said: 

"  There  were  no  inunediate  suspicious  cir- 
ciunstances.  Nothing  had  just  happened 
which  should  have  caused  him  to  suppose 
that  the  bankrupt  was  any  nearer  ineolvency 
than  she  had  been  for  some  time  past.  Find- 
ing his  debtor  unable  to  make  ready  pay- 
ments, and  knowing  that  she  had  substantial 
property,  he  became  suspicious,  and  dissatii- 
fied  with  the  delays,  and  took  security.  If 
this  charges  him  with  knowledge  that  the 
security  will  create  a  preference,  then  so  is 
every  creditor  who  takes  security  because  he 
has  become  doubtful  and  suspicious  of  the 
eventual  insolvency  of  his  debtor." 

"  It  is  obvious,  therefore,  that,  as  a  founda- 
tion for  reasonable  cause  to  believe  that  the 
transfer  will  effect  a  preference,  the  creditor 
at  the  time  of  the  payment  must  have  notice 
or  knowledge  of  the  debtor's  insolvency." 
People's  Bank  t\  McAleer,  (1920)  204  Ala. 
101,  85  So.  41i3. 

Positive  knowledge  unneceasary. — To  the 
eame  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
In  re  Star  Spring  Bed  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  M  Cir. 
1920)   265  Fed.  133. 

Subsequent  knowledge  of  the  creditor  ie 
not  material.  Wrenn  v.  Citizens'  Nat.  Bank, 
(Conn.  1921)   114  Atl.  120. 

Instances  of  reasonable  cause  to  believe. — 
In  Benjamin  r.  Buell,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir. 
1920)  268  Fed.  792,  the  court  said: 

**  Whether  appellant  knew,  or  had  cause 
to  believe,  that  the  bankrupt  was  then  'in- 


solvent, and  that  the  payment  would  consti- 
tute a  preference,  is  dependent  upon  conflict- 
ing evidence,  and  facts  and  circumstances 
which  the  evidence  disclosed.  From  appel- 
lant's long  course  of  dealings  with  the  bank- 
rupt, and  his  financial  interest  in  him 
through  being  so  long  his  creditor,  coupled 
with  hie  frequent  presence  at  bankrupt's  place 
of  business,  and  conversations  concerning  his 
affairs,  and  opportunity  for  intimate  knowl- 
edge of  them,  we  cannot  say  that  the  chan- 
cellor, who  heard  and  saw  the  witnesses,  was 
not  justified  in  the  conclusion  he  must  of 
necessity  have  reached,  to  support  the  decree, 
that  at  and  before  time  of  the  payment  ap- 
pellant was  aware  of  the  bankrupt's  in- 
solvency, and  of  his  very  desperate  financial 
straits,  and  of  the  large  excess  of  liabilities 
over  assets  which  the  undisputed  evidence 
seems  to  establish." 

Instances  of  lack  of  reasonable  cause  of 
belief. —  It  was  held  in  the  following  case 
decided  subsequent  to  the  amendment  of  1910, 
that  the  facts  in  evidence  were  insuflScient 
to  sHow  that  the  creditor  had  reasonable 
cause  to  believe  that  the  transfer  would  ef- 
fect a  preference.  Wrenn  r.  Citizens'  Nat. 
Bank,  (Conn.  1921)  114  Atl.  120;  Mantz  c. 
Capital  City  6tate  Bank,  (la.  1921)  181 
N.  W.  2. 

"  Required  "  recordation. —  Recordation  is 
to  be  deemed  "  required,"  within  the  meaning 
of  this  section,  "when,  through  delay  of  it, 
a  position  superior  to  the  challenged  trans- 
fer has  been  gained  during  the  period  that 
the  mortgage  was  unrecorded  by  some 
creditor  whom  the  trustee  represents,  or 
whose  place  he  is  entitled  to  take."  Bradley 
V.  Robie,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
884. 

II.  Rboovert  of  Voidable  Pbefebencks 

(p.  1038) 

Recovery  of  voidable  preferences. — ^To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
Lowell  V,  Ashton,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  272 
Fed.  536. 

Mortgage  given  before  but  not  recorded 
until  within  four  months  of  filing  of  peti- 
tion.— A  trustee  cannot  assail  an  unrecorded 
mortgage  as  a  preference  as  of  the  date  of 
its  recordation  under  this  section,  if  he  rep- 
resents no  lien  on  the  property  other  than 
the  lien  mentioned  in  section  47a  arising 
subsequently  to  the  recordation.  Bradley  v. 
Robie  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  884. 

A  bona  fide  purchaser  for  value  may  get 
a  good  title  from  a  person  in  possession  of 
title  by  a  preferential  transfer.  Gray  «. 
Breslof,  (K.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  273  Fed.  526. 

Recovery  of  proceeds  of  sale. — Where  a 
person  in  possession  of  title  by  a  preferen- 
tial transfer  sells  the  property  to  a  bona  fide 
purchaser  the  trustee  may  recover  from  the 
bankrupt  and  his  preferential  transferee  the 
proceeds  received  from  the  sale.  Gray  v. 
Breslof,    (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)    273  Fed.  526. 
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BTidence. — The  burden  of  proof  ia  on  the 
trustee  to  show  rea8onat)le  cause  to  believe 
that  the  transaction  would  effect  a  prefer- 
ence. This  rule  was  not  changed  by  the 
amendment  of  1910  to  the  Bankruptcy  Act 
though  th^  fact  to  be  proved  was  affected. 
City  Nat.  Bank  v,  Slocum,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)  272  Fed.  II. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1055,  sec.  63a  (1).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  753.] 
Bondholders  —  where  bonds  held  void. — 
Where  a  mortgage  was  executed  to  cover  the 
elaim  of  a  creditor  and  the  bonds  secured 
by  such  mortgage  were  delivered  to  the 
creditor  and  accepted  in  full  settlement  and 
subsequently  the  mortgage  was  declared  void 
as  a  preference  by  an  insolvent  oorporati<»i 
under  the  state  law  and  was  set  aside  and 
the  bonds  declared  void,  it  was  held  that  even 
if  there  had  been  an  accord  and  satisfaction 
when  the  mortgage  was  executed  and  the 
bonds  delivered  the  creditor  was  thrown  back 
to  his  original  rights  when  the  mortgage  and 
bonds  were  declared  void.  In  re  Franklin 
Brewing  Co.,  (C.  C  A.  2d' Cir.  1921)  972 
Fed.  828. 

The  interMt  due. —  See  to  the  same  effect 
as  the  original  annotation,  Ferguson  v.  Lyle, 
(C.  C.  A.  &th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  817. 

Fraud  —  Bankrupfe  fraud. — ^Where  fraud 
was  practiced  by  the  bankrupt  in  the  trans- 
action out  of  which  a  creditor's  claim  arises, 
if  the  creditor  could  have  waived  the  fraud 
and  «ued  the  bankrupt  in  assumpsit  it  la 
said  that  he  has  a  provable  claim  but  other- 
wise not.  In  re  6chenderlein,  (D.  C.  Mass. 
1920)  268  Fed.  1018. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1064,  sec.  63a  (3).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  760.] 

Tke  words  ''befoie  tlie  fUing"  in  this  seo- 
tion  do  not  noean  the  day  before  the  filing 
but  refer  to  the  very  instant  of  filing  if 
ascertainable.  In  re  Ledbetter,  (N.  D.  Ga. 
1920)   267  Fed.  893. 

The  court  costs  are  eiiRretalj  controlled  by 
this  section  and  section  83a  (5) ,  infra.  In  re 
Ledbetter,  (N.  D.  Qa.  1920)  967  Fed.  8^8. 

Costa  in  geaeraL — ^Where  a  debt  sued  on 
was  a  provable  debt,  costs  which  were  in* 
curred  in  good  faith  before  the  filing  of 
the  petition  in  bankruptcy  are  a  provable 
debt  against  the  bankrupt's  estate.  But  if, 
after  the  filing  of  the  petition  in  bankruptcy, 
the  creditor  elects  to  pursue  to  judgment  his 
remedy  in  the  state  court,  instead  of  relying 
on  that  afforded  by  the  bankrupt  court,  costo 
subsequently  arising  are  not  provable  and 
will  be  disallowed.  In  re  Ledbetter,  <N.  D. 
Ga.  1920)  267  Fed.  893. 

Attoniey*t  fees  incurred  in  good  faith  in  a 
suit  on  a  provable  debt  before  the  filing  of 
the  petition  are  said  to  stand  on  a  similar 
footing  to  ooets.  Of  such  a  claim  it  has  been 
said: 

13 


^'  It  thus  has  many  of  the  incidents  of  an 
item  of  coats,  and  it  is  not  improbable  that 
Congress  intended  attorney's  fees  so  circum- 
stanced to  be  dealt  with  as  taxable  costs  for 
bankruptcy  purposes,  as  well  as  those  the 
amount  of  which  is  fixed  by  law  as  an  item  of 
costs."  Zn  re  Ledbetter,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  267 
Fed.  898. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1065,  sec.  63a  (4).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  760.] 

Contracts  and  open  accounts  —  Money  ad- 
vanced for  purchase  of  stock  exchange  seat, — 
Where  a  father  advanced  money  to  his  son, 
who  was  a  member  of  a  firm  of  stockbrokers, 
to  purchase  a  seat  on  the  stock  exchange  and 
executed  and  delivered  to  the  son  a  release 
of  all  claims  and  demands  by  reason  of  the 
advance  made,  as  required  by  the  rules  of 
the  exchange,  it  was  held,  on  the  adjudica- 
tion of  the  firm  as  a  bankrupt,  that  the 
father  was  precluded  by  such  release  from 
asserting  a  claim  for  such  advance  as  a^rainst 
the  creditors  of  the  firm,  and  the  fact  that 
interest  was  paid  to  the  father  on  the  ad- 
vance thus  made  was  held  to  be  immaterial. 
In  re  Atwater,  (C  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed,  278. 

Renting  contracts. — An  action  for  waslC' 
based  on  the  covenants  of  a  lease  arises  from 
a  contract  of  demise  and  the  claim  being 
contractual  in  its  nature,  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  takes  cognizance  of  it  and  it  may  be 
proved  and  used  as  the  basis  of  a  petition 
in  bankruptcy.  In  re  Standard  Aero  Corp., 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  779. 

Breach  of  contract. — To  the  same  effect  as 
the  original  contract,  see  Hevward  v.  Gold- 
smith, (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  269  Fed.  946. 

Breach  occasioned  by  bankruptcy. — ^To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
Heyward  v.  Goldsmith,  (C.  C.  A.  8d  Cir. 
1921)   269  Fed.  946. 

Claims  arising  out  of  street  cleaning  con- 
tract.— ^Where  the  bankrupts,  who  were  under 
contract  to  dispose  of  the  ashes  and  refuse 
collected  by  the  street  cleaning  department 
of  New  York  city,  had  chartered  several 
scows,  which  were  loaded  at  the  time  of  bank- 
ruptcy, and  the  city  notified  the  bankrupts 
that  it  had  taken  possession  of  the  scows  and 
final  disposition  of  tJie  ashes  and  refuse,  and 
or^red  the  owners  of  the  qcows  to  discharge 
the  loade  on  the  scows  at  some  other  place 
than  at  the  plants  of  the  bankrupts,  it  was 
held  tliat  the  city  having  ordered  delivery 
of  its  property  on  the  scows  at  a  new  and 
different  destination  must  pay  for  the  ex* 
pense  of  doing  so,  which  cost  it  could  not 
recover  from  the  bankrupts'  estates.  Con- 
nett  e.  New  York,  (C.  07  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
270  Fed.  197. 

Claim  for  embesilement,  larceny  or  con- 
version—  Implied  contract — ''It  is  an  estab* 
lished  rule  in  the  national  courts  that  if  a 
bankrupt  has  become   unjustly  enriched  by 


386 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


hifi  embezzlement,  larceny,  or  conversion  of 
the  goods  of  another,  the  owner  may,  if  he 
chooses  to  do  so,  waive  any  action  of  tort 
that  he  might  have  against  the  bankrupt  for 
such  acts,  and  prove  a  claim  against  the 
bankrupt's  estate  for  the  value  of  the  goods, 
because  the  law  implies  a  contractual  obli- 
gation by  the  bankrupt  to  pay  the  owner 
therefor.  .  .  .  But  it  is  also  established 
that  a  claim  for  unliquidated  damages  la 
not  a  provable  debt,  when  it  arises  out  of  a 
pure  tort,  and  when  there  is  no  breach  of 
an  express  contract,  nor  such  enrichment  of 
the  wrongdoer  as  may  form  a  basis  for  an 
implied  contract."  Staliek  v.  Slack,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  123. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1073,  sec.  63a  (5).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  704.] 

The  court  costs  are  expressly  controlled 
by  this  section  and  section  63a  (3),  supra. 
In  re  Ledbetter,  (N.  D.  Cki.  1920)  267  Fed. 
893. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1076,  sec.  64a.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  766.] 

Power  of  court  to  determine  amount  or 
legality  of  tax.— In  In  re  General  Film 
Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  903, 
the  court  said: 

"  Wo  regard  this  section  as  binding  upon 
the  government  because  it  is  named  therein 
and,  while  conferring  priority,  as  giving  the 
bankruptcy  court  the  power  to  hear  and  de- 
termine any  question  that  arises  as  to  the 
amount  or  legality  of  a  tax  assessed  by  it. 
The  provision  applies  to  taxes  of  all  the 
persons  mentioned,  and  we  could  not  differ- 
entiate the  government  from  the  other  per- 
sons in  the  absence  of  language  justifying 
it."  It  was  also  held  that  R.  S.  sec.  3226 
could  under  no  circumstances  apply  to  the 
case  under  consideration  because  the  trustee 
was  not  seeking  to  maintain  a  suit  for  the 
recovery  of  internal  revenue  taxes  illegally 
assessed. 

Where  it  is  claimed  that  the  bankrupt  owes 
income  taxes  to  the  United  States  and  proof 
of  such  claim  is  filed  against  his  estate,  the 
bankruptcy  court  has  jurisdiction  to  ascer- 
tain the  correct  amount  due  thereon,  rather 
than  to"  order  the  trustee  to  pay  the  claim 
and  remit  him'  to  the  remedy  of  a  suit 
agaitst  the  United .  States  to  determine 
whether  the  pavment  should  be  refunded.* 
In  re  W.  P.  Williams  Oil  Corp.,  (W.  D.  Kv. 
192/0)  265  Fed.  401,  wherein  the  court  said\' 

"  It  was  the  intention  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  that  estates  should  be  promptly  wound 
up.  To  require  the  sort  of  procedure  sug- 
gested here  would  make  it  impossible  to  say 
when  there  could  be  a  winding  up  of  a  bank- 
ruptcy proceeding  and  a  distribution  of  the 
assets.     The  trustee,  in  paying  out  the  bank- 


rupt's estate,  must  always  act  under  the 
order  of  the  referee  or  the  court,  and  with- 
out such  order  could  not  pay  the  taxes  now 
invoflved  out  of  the  bankrupt's  assets.  The 
contention  on  behalf  of  the  government 
would  require,  first,  an  order  of  that  char- 
acter; second,  a  payment  in  full  of  the  taxes 
claimed  out  of  those  assets;  third,  an  ap- 
plication to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue  under  section  1316a  of  the  Revenue 
Act,  approved  February  24,  1919,  for  the 
refunding  of  the  amount  so  paid;  fourth,  a 
delay  almost  certainly  of  six  months  for 
the  Commissioner  to  act  on  the  application; 
and,  fifth,  a  suit  at  law  for  the  recovery  of 
the  amount,  if  the  refunding  is  refused  — 
all  while  the  bankruptcy  proceeding  stood 
practicnily  still. 

"In  this  case,  if  the  United  States  has 
any  priority,  it  can  easily  be  ascertained 
in  this  proceeding,  and  It  was  never  in- 
tended, in  a  case  like  this,  that  there  should 
be  any  such  delay  as  that  indnalcd  This  is 
demonstrated  by  the  express  provision  of 
section  64a  of  "the  Bankruptcy  Act,  which 
reads  as  follows: 

"'The  court  'shall  order  the  trustee  to 
pay  all  taxes  legally  due  and  owing  by  the 
bankrupt  to  the  United  States,  state,  county, 
district,  or  municipality  in  advance  of  the 
payment  of  dividends  to  creditors,  and  upon 
flling  the  receipts  of  the  proper  public  offi- 
cers for  such  payment  he  shall  be  credited' 
with  the  amount  thereof  and  in  case  any 
question  arises  <ie  to  the  amount  or  legality 
of  any  such  tax  the  same  shall  be  heard 
and  determined  by  the  court.' 

"As  is  obvious,  this  statute  embraces  taxes 
due  the  United  States,  as  well  as  those  due 
states  and  municipalities,  and  it  is  expressly 
provided  that  all  questions  raised  upon  such 
claims  shall  be  determined  in  the  bankruptcy 
court.  This  situation  would  seem  to  leave 
no  doubt  about  what  course  should  he  pur- 
sued at  this  stage.  As  we  have  said,  many 
authorities  were  cited;  but  they  seem  to  us 
to  have  no  bearing  on  the  real  questions 
involved  here,  with  one  exception,  namely, 
the  ca«e  of  In  re  Fisher,  (D.  C.)  229  Fed. 
313,  cited  for  the  trustee.  ...  It  seems 
to  the  court  to  be  entirely  obvious  that  it 
was  the  purpose  of  section  64a  to  have'  such 
matters  as  are  therein  referred  to  settled 
promptly  in  the  bankruptcy  proceeding  it- 
self. Here  the  claim  of  the  United  States 
was  filed  voluntarily  and  properly.  Its  ap- 
pearance was  thereby  entered  in  the  bank- 
ruptcy case.  Its  claim  was  allowed,  but  the 
trustee,  as  he  had  a  perfect  right  to  do,  has 
asked  for  its  re-examination,  so  that  the 
justness  of  the  claim  of  the  United  States 
may  }ye  examined  into  under  the  provisions 
of  the  section.  The  referee  concluded  that 
the  bankruptcy  court  had  no  jurisdiction  to 
do  this.  We  think  this  conclusion  of  the 
referee  was  erroneous,  and  the  order  sought 
to  be  reviewed  will  therefore  he  reversed,  with 
directions  to  re-examine  the  claim  on  behalf 
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of  the  t'nited  States,  and  asrertain  the  cor- 
rect amount  due  thereon." 

Internal  revenue  regulations  as  nullif3nng 
section. —  This  section  ia  not  nullilied  by  any 
regulations  regarding  the  collection  of  taxe8 
made  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Rev- 
enue. In  re  W.  P.  Williams  Oil  Corp.,  (W. 
D.  Ky.  1920)  265  Fed.  401.    The  court  said: 

"  Insistence  is  made  in  behalf  of  the  United 
States  that  certain  regulations  made  by  the 
Oonmiisfiioner  of  Internal  Revenue,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
should  nullify  the  provisions  of  section  64a 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Act.  It  is  altogether  true 
that  the  Revenue  Act  does,  and  properly 
does,  authorize  generally  the  making  of  reg- 
ulations by  the  Commissioner;  but  the  Com- 
missioner is  not  given  authority  by  a  regu- 
lation to  nullify  or  in  any  way  to  interfere 
with  statutory  provisions  respecting  other 
matters,  such  m  section  ■64a.  Aay  construc- 
tion that  would  give  the  Commissioner's 
regulations  any  broader  siirnificance  or  force 
than  is  authorized  by  the  Revenue  Act  would 
be  inadmissible." 

Vol.  I,  p.  1083,  sec.  64b  (2).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  Y71.] 
A  creditor  who  recovers  a  fund  for  the 
common  benefit  of  creditors  is  entitled  to 
have  his  costs  and  expenses  out  of  the  fund. 
Where  the  money  has  been  paid  to  the  at- 
torney of  the  party  who  recovered  it  he 
has  a  lien  on  it  for  his  fees  and  the  pay- 
ment to  the  estate  of  the  balance  is  all  that 
can  lawfully  be  demanded  of  him.  In  re 
Kenny,    (W.  D.  Pa.  1920)    269  Fed.  64. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1083,  sec.  64b  (3).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  772.] 

Services  rendered  to  bankrupt  —  In  invol- 
untary cases. —  Where  there  is  nothing  to 
show  but  what  the  employment  was  neces- 
sary, nor  is  there  anything  to  show  but  what 
the  services  were  rendered  in  good  faith 
and  for  the  real  purpose  of  administering 
the  act  as  to  accomplish  its  purposes;  if  it 
be  urged,  or  claimed  even,  that  the  employ- 
ment was  to  protect  the  bankrupt  from  im- 
putations of  wrong,  such  service,  if  made  in 
good  faith,  is  necessary,  and  for  it  reason- 
able compensation  should  be  allowed.  In  re 
Weissman,   (D.  C.  Conn.  1920)  267  Fed.  588. 

Allowance  confined  to  one  fee. —  It  is  said 
to  be  clear  that  the  phrase  *'  one  reasonable 
attorney's  fees,"  **  does  not  mean  that  only 
one  attorney  may  be  paid  out  of  the  funds 
of  the  estate,  but  it  is  .iVery  clear  that  the 
allowance  to  be  made  to  the  attorneys  for 
the  bankrupt,  just  as  to  the  attorneys  for 
the  petitioning  creditors,  shall  be  paid  and 
can  be  only  one  fee."  In  re  Weissman,  (D. 
C.  Conn.  1920)   267  Fed.  688. 

Discretion  as  to  attorney's  fees. —  The 
amount  to  be  allowed  to  attorneys  for  the 
creditors  is  not  wholly  a  matter  of  discre- 
tion but  must  be  reasonably  determined  on 


evidence  of  the  services  performed  and  of 
the  value  of  such  services.  In  re  Weissman, 
(D.  C.  Conn.  1920)   267  Fed.  588. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1090,  sec.  64b.    Fourth. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  774.] 

Who  may  claim  wages  —  General  man- 
ager of  business. —  A  manager  of  a  store  has 
been  held  not  to  be  included  in  the  term 
*' workmen,  clerks,  traveling  or  city  sales- 
men, or  servants."  In  re  Bonk,  (E.  D.  Mich. 
1920)    270  Fed.  667.     The  court  said: 

"From  the  testimony  on  the  hearing  be- 
fore the  referee,  transcript  of  which,  re- 
turned by  the  referee  with  his  opinion,  has 
been  carefully  examined  by  this  court,  it 
appeared  that  the  claimant,  pursuant  to  his 
contract  with  the  bankrupt  just  quoted,  took 
charge  of  the  drug  store  and  managed  it  for 
the  bankrupt,  purcSiasing  the  merchandise 
for  the  store  and  paying  the  rent  and  the 
other  expenses  in  connection  with  the  op- 
eration of  such  store,  including  the  salary 
of  a  pharmacist,  who  was  employed  there 
while  claimant  was  in  charge,  and  who,  in 
addition  to  his  other  duties,  had  charge  of 
the  cash  register  an<}  kept  all  of  the  records 
showing  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of 
the  business.  It  does  not  appear  that  claim- 
ant rendered  services  in  any  other  capacity 
than  as  manager  of  the  store,  operating  the 
same  for  the  owner,  but  exercising  his  own 
discretion  in  the  performance  of  his  duties. 
His  claim  for  wages  is  based,  not  on  a 
quantum  meruit  for  work  and  labor  per- 
formed, but  on  the  contract  under  which  he 
had  agreed  'to  manage  and  operate'  the 
store  on  the  terms  and  conditions  specified 
in  the  contract.  Under  such  circumstances, 
it  is  clear  that  the  claimant  is  not  included 
in  the  class  of  'workmen,  clerks,  traveling 
or  city  salesmen,  or  servants'  within  the 
meaning  of  section  64'b,  subd.  4,  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act;  the  language  there  used  not 
being  intended  to  apply  to  the  manager  ox 
a  business." 

Vol.  I,  p.  1 1 00,  sec.  64b  (5).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  777.] 

Priority  of  creditors  contributing  to  ex- 
pense of  litigation  by  trustee. —  Creditors  con- 
tributing to  and  guaranteeing  the  expenses 
of  a  trustee  in  bringing  and  conducting  a 
suit  to  recover  money  belonging  to  the  bank- 
rupt's estate  are  not  entitled  to  have  the 
amount  recovered  treated  as  a  special  fund 
and  devoted  first  to  the  payment  of  their 
claims.  In  re  Butcher,  (D.  G.  Mass.  1920) 
266  Fed.  239,  wherein  it  was  said:  "The 
present  proceedings  raise  no  question  as  to 
the  allowance  of  expenses  of  litigation  from 
the  amount  recovered;  it  being  taken  for 
granted,  apparently,  by  all  parties  con- 
cerned, that  they  are  allowable.  The  prayer 
of  the  petition    is   that  the  amount  recov- 
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ered  '  should  be  treated  as  a  special  fund  and 
should  be  first  devoted  to  the  payment  of 
the  claims  of  those  creditors  who  contributed 
to  and  guaranteed  the  expense  of  the  trus- 
tee in  bringing  and  carrying  forward  said 
litigation  ...  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  their  contribution  thereto.' 

"  The  amount  recovered  is  now  part  of  the 
estate  in  bankruptcy,  the  distribution  of 
which  is  governed  by  the  Bankruptcy  Act. 
As  said  in  In  re  Morris,  204  Fed.  770,  123 
C.  €.  A.  220,  the  act  contemplates  equality 
of  treatment  among  creditors  of  the  same 
class.  It  is  at  least  doubtful  whether  the 
court  has  power  to  make  a  different  distribu- 
tion of  assets  from  that  provided  in  the  act. 
To  award  preferences  among  creditors  for 
supposedly  meritorious  or  helpful  service  by 
them  in  the  administration  of  the  estate 
would  introduce  a  wide,  and  I  think  unwise, 
element  of  discretion.  It  certainly  ought 
not  to  be  dione  unless  the  effect  of  a  refusal 
to  contribute  to  the  fund  required  for  liti- 
gation by  the  estate  was  squarely  put  to 
creditors  at  the  time  when  they  were  asked 
to  contribute,  as  it  was  in  Cornell  i\  Nichols, 
201  Fed.  320,  lift  C.  C.  A.  658." 

A  debt  due  United  States  Shipping  Board 
Emergency  Fleet  Corporation  is  not  in  law 
a  debt  due  to  the  United  States.  In  re 
Eastern  Shore  Shipbuilding  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1021)  274  Fed.  893,  so  holding  but 
not  deciding  that  the  United  States  iinder 
the  Bankruptcy  Act  is  entitled  to  prior 
payment  of  ordinary  debts  due  to  it  as 
against  the  general  creditors  of  the  bank- 
rupt 

tJnpaid  freight  charges. — A  claim  for  un- 
paid freight  charges  due  from  a  bankrupt 
to  a  railroad  while  it  was  operated  under 
federal  control  was  held  to  be  a  debt  due  the 
United  States  and  entitled  to  priority.  In 
re  E.  J.  Hibner  Oil  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir. 
Ift20)   264  Fed.  667,  14  A.  L.  R.  629. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1 109,  sec.  66a.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  783.] 

Constitutionality. —  This  section  is  not  un- 
constitutional on  the  ground  that  the  moneys 
deposited  in  court  which  remain  unclaimed 
for  a  certain,  period  are,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Revised  Statutes,  paid  over 
to  the  United  States,  and  that  such  funds 
really  belong  to  the  state  as  property  which 
has  escheated.  In  re  Orona  Mfg.  Co.,  (D. 
C.  Mass.  1921)  269  Fed.  856.  The  court 
said: 

"The  dividends  in  question  are  not  being 
dealt  with  in  a  final  wav.  The  referee  has 
merely  ordered  that  they  be  paid'  into  court, 
where  they  can  still  be  claimed  by  the  cred- 
itors entitled  to  them,  and,  if  not  claimed, 
will,  according  to  the  usual  practice,  be 
eventually  divided  among  other  creditors  of 
the  estate,  unless  too  small  in  amount  to 
justify  the  expense  and  trouble  of  so  doing. 
This    method    of    disposing    of    such    funds 


seems  to  nie  reasonable,  and  to  be  unobjec- 
tionable on  constitutional  grounds.  It 
serves  a  very  useful  purpose  in  enabling  trus- 
tees to  close  out  estates  completely  auvl 
finally,  and  concentrates  unclaimed  funds 
in  the  hands  of  the  court,  instead  of  scatter- 
ing them  among  many  trustees.  The  power 
to  direct  the  disposition  of  small  residues 
in  bankruptcy  cases  is  incident  to  the  gen- 
eral power  over  bankruptcy  conferred  upon 
Congress  by  the  Constitution.  If  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Massachusetts  desires  to  claim 
such  funds,  it  should  do  so  in  its  own  name, 
and  in  connection  with  the  proceeding  to 
turn  them  over  to  the  Treasurer  of  the 
United  States." 

Vol.  I,  p.  1 109,  sec.  67a.    [First  eel., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  Y83.] 

Conditional  sAle.^— Although  a  conditional 
sale  contract  is  void  under  the  law  of 
Louisiana,  yet  it  is  held  that  the  seller 
under  such  a  contract  has  a  lien  for  the 
unpaid  purchase  price  on  the  proceeds  of 
the  sale  of  the  property  as  a  part  of  the 
bankrupt's  assets  where  it  was  separately 
sold,  and  the  amount  is  certain  and  can  be 
separated  from  the  other  assets.  In  re 
Bentz,    (E.  D.  La.   1920)    267   Fed.   606. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1 1 1 5,  sec.  67d.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  786.] 

Existing  rights  preserved. —  It  was  the 
purpose  of  Congress  in  enacting  a  national 
insolvency  law  to  preserve,  rather  than  de- 
stroy, any  of  the  rights  or  advantages  en- 
joyed by  creditors  under  the  laws  of  the 
states,  save  to  the  extent  that  they  are  re- 
pugnant to  or  inconsistent  with  the  specific 
provision  of  the  Bankruptcy  Law,  in  view 
of  Bankruptcy  Act,  1898,  §  67d.  Schex- 
nailder  v.  Fontenot,  (1920)  147  La.  467,  S5 
So.  207. 

Chattel  mortgages. —  The  validity  as  orig- 
inal creditors  of  a  chattel  mortgage  given 
by  the  bankrupt  for  a  present  consideration 
and  in  good  faith  prior  to  the  filing  of  the 
petition  or  the  adjudication  in  bankruptcy 
depends  on  the  construction  to  be  given  by 
the  statutes  of  the  state  at  the  date  of  the 
execution  and  registration  of  the  mortgage. 
In  re  Saunders,  (E.  D.  N.  C.  1921)  272  Fed. 
1003. 

Equitable  liens. — ^An  equitable  lien  aris- 
ing out  of  a  contract  will  be  protected. 
Walton  Land,  etc.,  Co.  i\  Runyan,  (C.  C.  A. 
5th  Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  128. 

VoL  I,  p.  1 122,  sec.  67e.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  787.] 

A  general  assignment  for  the  benefit  of 
creditors. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  In  re  Dutz,  (D.  C.  Ind. 
1921)   272  Fed.  348. 
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Chattel  moTtsagea. —  Where  by  the  state 
law  immediate  recordation  of  a  cliattel  mort- 
gage ifl  essential  to  its  validity  as  against 
creditors'  delay  in  recording  it  may  defeat 
the  right  of  the  mortgagee  as  against  the 
trustee  in  bankruptcy.  In  re  Hansen,  (8.  D. 
Cal.  1919)  268  Fed.  904. 

A  chattel  mortgage  given  in  good  faith 
for  a  present  consideration  and  valid  under 
the  laws  of  the  state  will  be  held  valid 
against  the  trustee.  In  re  Mitchell  Motor, 
etc.,  Co.,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)   274  Fed.  49B. 

Where,  although .  a  large  amount  of  the 
bankrupt's  property  is  included  in  a  mort- 
gage to  one  of  its  creditors,  the  transaction 
is  in  good  faith,  with  a  view  of  preserving 
the  estate  and  enabling  it  to  continue  as  a 
going  concern  and  to  meet  its  indebtedness, 
Uie  mortgages  are  valid  under  this  section. 
In  re  Grocers'  Baking  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ala.  1960) 
266  Fed.  900. 

Deaignatioii  .  of  property  pieTiously 
pledged. —  Where  an  order  to  secure  a  cred- 
itor was  given  to  and  accepted  by  a  storage 
company  to  set  aside  fifty  car  loads  of  lum- 
ber  but  no  designation  of  the  cars  was  made 
at  the  time,  it  has  been  held  that  the  fact 
that  a  designation  was  not  made  until  more 
than  two  years  after  the  date  of  the  order, 
and  also  within  less  than  one  month  before 
the  filing  of  the  petition  in  bankruptcy, 
would  not  render  the  pledge  invalid  as 
against  the  trustees,  because,  in  a  transac- 
tion untainted  with  fraud,  and  where  the 
rights  of  third  parties  are  not  affected,  such 
designation  would  relate  back  to  the  date 
of  the  order.  Athecton  r.  Beaman,  (C.  C. 
A.  1st  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  878. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1 130,  sec.  67f.     [First  ed., 
1912  Snpp.,  p.  797.] 

III.  Judgment  liens. 

IV.  Attachment  and  garnishment  liens. 

III.  JUDGMEin:  Liens    (p.   1134) 

Restraining  aale.— Under  this  section  it 
has  been  held  that  the  court  has  power  to 
enjoin  a  sale  under  an  execution  issued  on 
a  judgment  rendered  within  the  four  months 
period.  Wagner  v.  Mt  Carmel  Iron  Works, 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  80. 

IV.    AtTACHIIBNT    and    GABNISHlfENT    LlENS 

(p.    1136) 

Conatmction. —  The  mere  adjudication  and 
appointment  of  a  trustee  do  not  of  them- 
selves operate  to  preserve  an  attachment: 
there  must  be  affirmative  action  to  effect 
that  result.  In  re  Prentice,  (D.  C.  Mass. 
1920)   267  Fed.  1019. 

Attachment  and  garnishment  liens. —  To 
the  same  effect  as  the  original  annotation, 
see  In  re  Wirth,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  266 
Fed.  141,  holding  that  an  attachment  of 
funds  of  the  bankrupt  made  within  four 
months  prior  to  the  filing  of  the  petition 


against   him,    should   be   preserved   for   the 
benefit  of  the  bankrupt  estate. 

Lien  obtained  prior  to  four  montha 
period. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the  original 
annotation,  see  Griffin  i>.  Lenhart,  (C.  C.  A. 
4th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  671,  wherein  the 
court  said: 

"In  brief,  the  case  is  this:  Under  at- 
tachment liens  acquired  in  the  state  court 
on  the  land  more  than  four  months  before 
the  filing  of  the  petition  in  bankruptcy,  the 
state  court,  in  equitable  proceedings  insti- 
tuted by  ereditort  to  enforce  the  attach- 
ments more  than  four  months  before  the 
filing  of  the  petition,  had  adjudged  tha 
amounts  due  and  waa  proceeding  to  enforce 
the  attachment  liens  by  sale  of  the  land. 
The  question  is  whether  the  court  of  bank- 
ruptcy should  by  the  order  appealed  from 
take  the  control  of  the  attached  property 
from  the  state  court. 

''Doubtless  it  might  have  been  held  with 
strong  reason  that  tho  court  of  bankruptcy 
upon  adjudication  drew  to  itself  for  the  pur- 
pose of  administration  all  the  assets  and  lia- 
bilities of  the  bankrupt  of  every  form,  giv- 
ing, however,  full  effect  to  all  liens  lawfully 
acquired  more  than  four  months  before  the 
filing  of  the  petition.  But  the  Supreme 
Court,  considering  the  reasons  stronger  for 
a  different  view,  laid  down  the  general  rule 
that,  where  a  state  court  has  obtained  com- 
plete jurisdiction  by  proceedings,  either 
legal  or  equitable,  instituted  by  creditors  for 
the  enforcement  of  their  demands,  and  under 
which  they  have  acquired  liens  upon  the 
property  more  than  four  months  before  the 
filing  of  the  petition,  the  state  courts 
should  proceed  with  the  enforcement  of  the 
liens  and  a  final  disposition  of  the  property 
and  of  the  cause  without  interference  from 
the  bankruptcy  court.  Eyster  t\  Gaff,  91 
U.  S.  621,  23  L.  ed.  403;  Pickens  v.  Dent, 
106  Fed.  653,  45  C.  C.  A.  522  (4th  Circuit »  ; 
Metcalf  t\  Barker,  187  U.  S.  165,  23  Sup.  Ct. 
67,  47  L.  ed.  122;  Pickens  r.  Roy,  187  U,  »*gL 
177.  23  Sup.  Ct.  78,  47  L.  ed.   128/* 

Discharge  of  bond  given  for  release  of 
property. — ^Where  a  statutory  bond  given  for 
the  release  of  attached  property  is  construed 
by  the  decisions  of  a  state  as  being  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  property,  the  bankruptcy  of 
the  principal  within  four  months  after  the 
attachment  destroys  the  olbligation  of  the 
bond  and  relieves  a  surety  thereto  from  all 
liability  under  it.  Republic  Rubber  Co.  v. 
Foster,   (1920)   95  Conn.  551,  111  Atl.  839. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1 141,  sec.  68a.      [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  805.1 

The  word  "debt." — To  the  same  effect  as 
the  original  annotation,  see  Wrenn  v.  Citizens' 
Nat.  Bank,   (Conn.  1921)    114  Atl.  120. 

Claims  not  due  at  institution  of  proceed- 
ings.— "At  any  time  before  the  commence- 
ment of  bankruptcy  proceedings  mutual 
dealers  may  adjust  their  obligations  and  con- 
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sider  the  unmatured  as  well  as  the  matured." 
Wrenn  v.  Citizens'  Nat.  Bank,  (Conn.  1921) 
114  Atl.  120. 

Set-off  between  bank  and  depositor. — ^To 
the  same  effect  as  the  original  annotation, 
see  Wxenn  v.  Citizens'  Nat.  Bank,  (Conn. 
1921)  114  Atl.  120,  wherein  it  waa  held  that 
whether  notes  were  charged  against  the 
maker's  deposit  in  the  bank  or  paid  by  his 
checks  drawn  on  that  deposit,  this  was  only 
**  a  lx)ok  entry  equivalent  to  the  voluntary  ex- 
ercise by  the  parties  of  the  right  of  set-off." 

"  The  cases  are  in  accord  in  holding  that 
where  a  bank  receives  deposits  in  the  regular 
course  of  business,  which  are  subject  to  with- 
drawals by  check,  and  there  is  no  collusion 
or  fraud,  and  where  notes  have  been  dis- 
counted by  the  depositor  at  the  bank,  it  has 
the  right,  when  notes  are  due,  to  set  off  the 
amount  due  to  the  bank  on  the  notes  against 
the  amount  due  from  it  on  the  deposit  ac- 
count. This  right  exists,  even  though  the 
depositor  is  insolvent  when  the  notes  become 
due,  and  such  insolvency  is  known  to  the 
bank.  .  .  .  And  where  the  set-off  exists, 
and  the  parties  themselves  have  not  volun- 
tarily made  such  set-off  or  adjustment  be- 
fore bankruptcy,  the  trustee  must  do  so." 
In  re  Cross,  (O.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  39. 

Set-off  of  deposit  not  preference. — Although 
a  depositor  may  be  proved  to  have  been  in- 
solvent at  the  time  a  set-off  was  made  by 
the  bank  against  his  account,  such  set-off  is 
not  preferential  in  the  absence  of  proof  that 
the  bank  had  reasonable  cause  to  believe  that 
it  would  effect  a  preference.  Wrenn  v.  Citi- 
zens' Nat.  Bank,   (Conn.  1921)   114  Atl.  120. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1 150,  sec.  70a.     [First  ed., 
1912  Stipp.,  p.  811.] 

I.  What  constitutes  property. 
II.  Nature  of  trustee's  title. 
in.  Time  when  title  passes. 
IV.  Condition  of  title  after  petition  filed 

but  before  appointment  of  trustee. 
VT.  Exempt  property. 
VII.  Keclamation  proceedings. 

I.  What  Constitutes  Pbopertt  (p.  1150) 

Only  vested  interests  are  considered  prop- 
erty within  the  meaning  of  the  act.  Clearly 
if  property  which  the  bankrupt  actually  ac- 
quires after  the  filing  of  his  petition  is  not 
subject  to  his  debts  property  which  he  only 
hopes  or  expects  to  acquire  cannot  be  reached 
by  creditors.  Elberton  Bank  t*.  Swift, 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  192Q)   268  Fed.  305. 

Book  accounts  and  "  receivables  "  constitute 
property  which  passes  to  the  trustee.  In  rs 
Garden  City  Parlor  Furniture  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
7th  Cir.  1920)   2ft8  Fed.  318. 

II.  Nature  of  Trustee's  Title  (p.  1151) 

Section  70  is  to  be  construed  with  section 
47a  (2). — To  the  same  effect  as  the  original 


annotation,   see    Ignatius  v.   Farmers'   State 
Bank,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  33. 

Trustee  takes  bankrupt's  title. —  To  same 
effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Boise  v.  Tal- 
cott,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  61. 

Title  subject  to  existing  equities. — ^To  same 
effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Greif  Bros. 
Cooperage  Co.  v,  MuUinix,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  264  Fed.  39il;  Boise  v,  Talcott» 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  61;  In  re 
Barnhardt  Coal,  etc.,  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1919) 
265  Fed.  385.  The  case  last  cited  held  that  the 
truetee  in  bankruptcy  of  a  lessee  could  accept 
the  lease  and  keep  the  property  only  by  male- 
ing  the  payments  which  the  bankrupt  was 
required  to  make  to  prevent  a  forfeiture,  but 
held  further  that  a  forfeiture  not  being 
favored  by  a  court  of  equity  the  trustee 
would  be  relieved  from  any  forfeiture  arising 
from  default  in  payment  of  rent,  on  making 
the  overdue  payments  with  interest. 

Valid  lien  and  incumbrances. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  In  re 
Plantations  Co.,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  270  Fed. 
273;  Petition  of  National  Discount  Co. 
(C.  C.  C.  6th  Cir.  1921)  »72  Fed.  570;  Lewin 
V.  Tellwide  Iron  Works  Co.,  (CCA.  Sth 
Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  590. 

"  The  courts  have  uniformly  held  that  the 
title  to  the  property  of  the  bankrupt  vested, 
by  operation  of  law,  in  the  trustee,  subject 
to  all  liens  which  had,  prior  to  the  date  of 
filing  the  petition,  attached  thereto.  The 
right  of  the  creditors  to  attack  such  liens  for 
fraud  or  other  invalidating  element  vested 
in  the  trustee."  In  re  Saunders,  (E.  D. 
N.  C.  1921)  272  Fed.  1003. 

It  has  been  held  in  a  case  in  Oregon  that 
a  chattel  mortgage  given  on  lumber  ,to.  be 
sawed  is  valid  as  against  the  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy of  the  mortgagor  where  it  is  duly 
recorded  and  the  lumber  thereafter  sawed  is 
placed  in  the  lumber  yards  of  the  mortgagor, 
each  pile  being  marked  with  the  name  of 
the  mortgagee,  although  the  lumber  so  sawed 
and  piled  was  never  in  the  actual  manual  pos- 
session of  the  mortgagee.  In  re  Pine  Tree 
Lumber  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  269 
Fed.  516. 

Proceeds  of  sale, —  On  a  sale  by  the  trustee 
of  property  which  is  subject  to  a  valid  lien, 
the  lien  is  transferred  to  the  funds  in  the 
hands  of  the  trustee.  In  re  Plantations  Co., 
(E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  270  Fed.  273.  The  court 
further  said: 

*'  The  trustee  knew  of  the  facts  upon  which 
the  Centrosa  Company's  equitable  lien  was 
based,  and  therefore  is  chargeable  with 
knowledge  of  the  lien.  The  general  assets  of 
the  estate  against  which  the  costs  of  admin- 
istration are  primarily  chargeable  cannot  be 
relieved  of  those  charges  by  the  fact  that  the 
trustee,  knowing  the  facts,  used  first  the 
funds  chargeable  with  the  lien  for  their  pay- 
ment in  ease  of  general  creditors.  Knowing 
the  facts,  he  should  not  have  used  the  funds 
chargeable  with  the  lien  in  relief  of  liabili- 
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ties  chargeable  against  the  general  funds  of 
the  estate,  and,  following  the  maxim  that 
equity  will  look  upon  that  as  done  which 
ought  to  have  been  done,  a  court  of  equity 
will  follow  the  proceeds  into  the  mass  of  the 
estate. 

"  CcHifusion  does  not  destroy  the  equity  en- 
tirely, but  converts  it  into  a  charge  upon  the 
entire  mass,  giving  to  the  party  injured  by 
the  unlawful  diversion  a  priority  of  right 
over  the  other  creditors  of  the  possessor." 

Right  under  contracts  of  bankrupt. — When 
the  trustee  in  bankruptcy,  by  order  of 
the  referee  or  of  the  court,  elects  to  ratify, 
confirm,  and  adopt  the  executory  contract  of 
the  bankrupt,  he  thereby  assumes  the  liabili- 
ties of  the  bankrupt  thereunder,  and  takes 
the  contract  in  the  same  plight  in  which 
the  bankrupt  held  it.  Greif  Bros.  Cooperage 
Co.  p.  MuUinix,  (C.  C  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  391. 

Equitable  lien  of  purchaser. —  Where  a 
manufacturer  agrees  to  make  and  deliver  to 
a  purchaser  staves  or  other  articles  for  speci- 
fied prices  and  on  fixed  terms,  one  of  which 
is  that  the  purchaser  will  make  specific  ad- 
vances in  payment  of  the  purchase  price  to 
enable  the  manufacturer  to  pay  for  necessary 
materials  and  labor,  and  at  the  time  of  the 
adjudication  in  bankruptcy  of  the  latter 
there  is  a  quantity  of  the  manufactured 
product  which  the  purchaser's  advances  have 
paid  for,  in  the  possession  of  the  bankrupt, 
the  equitable  right  of  the  purchaser  thereto  is 
superior  to  that  of  the  trustee  in  bankrupt',  y 
or  of  the  unsecured  creditors  he  represents. 
Greif  Bros.  Cooperage  Co.  t?.  Mullinix,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   2W  Fed.  391. 

Mining  lease. — Where  a  mining  lease  held 
by  a  bankrupt  purports  to  sell,  transfer,  and 
convey  to  him  all  the  coal  and  limestone  in, 
under,  or  upon  the  premises  therein  de- 
scribed, and  provides  for  forfeiture  only  in 
the  event  that  the  lessee  fails  to  enter  upon 
the  premises  and  make  exploration  thereon 
for  coal  and  limestone  within  ninety  days 
after  the  execution  of  the  lease,  which  con- 
dition was  fulfilled  by  the  bankrupt,  the  lease 
is  an  asset  of  the  estate  and  may  be  sold 
by  the  bankrupt's  trustee.  In  re  Barnhardt 
Coal,  etc.,  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1919)  265  Fed. 
385,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  The  referee  finds  that  there  is  no  proof 
of  a  failure  to  enter  on  the  premises  and 
make  explorations  within  90  days,  but  that, 
on  the  contrary,  such  entry  and  exploration 
was  made,  and  the  existence  of  coal  and 
limestone  was  thereby  determined,  and  that 
the  bankrupt  and  its  several  assignors  had 
no  intention  at  any  time  of  abandoning  the 
premises  and  terminating  the  lease  because 
the  mining  of  coal  or  limestone  was  or  had 
become  unprofitable.  No  coal  or  limestone 
was  in  point  of  fact  mined,  and  the  $500 
minimum  royalty,  which  should  have  been 
paid  not  later  than  October  1,  1918,  was 
not  paid,  nor  have  any  payments  been  made 
since,   either   by   the   receiver   or  trustee   in 


bankruptcy.  The  provisions  of  this  lease  are 
similar  to  those  considered  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Ohio  in  the  following  cases:  Har- 
ris V,  Ohio  Oil  Co.,  57  Ohio  St.  118,  48 
N.  E.  602;  Gas  Co.  v.  Eckhert,  70  Ohio  St. 
127,  71  N.  E.  281;  Oil  Co.  v.  Robinson,  71 
Ohio  St.  302,  73  X.  E.  222,  104  Am.  St. 
Rep.  773,  2  Ann.  Cas.  444.  The  interest 
granted  by  this  lease  is  not  merely  a  license, 
but  an  estate  in  the  premises.  The  right 
to  enjoy  that  estate  is  not  dependent  on  any 
condition  precedent,  except  the  requirement 
that  entry  and  explorations  should  be  made 
within  90  days,  which  was  done.  No  for- 
feiture or  termination  is  provided  for,  except 
in  the  event  of  a  failure  to  make  such  entry 
and  exploration.  No  right  to  forfeit  or  ter- 
minate is  given  for  failure  to  pay  the  mini* 
mum  royalty  of  $500  a  year.  Any  implied 
covenant  or  obligation  to  exercise  reason- 
able diligence  in  mining  limestone  and  coal 
is  merged  in  the  covenant  to  pay  $500  a 
year  in  the  event  of  failure  to  operate.  The 
lease  becomes,  as  was  said  in  Gas  Co.  r.  Eck- 
hert, supra,  a  lease  from  year  to  year  upon 
an  annual  rental  of  $500.  The  cases  cited 
by  counsel  for  petitioner,  in  which  mining 
leases  have  been  canceled  by  courts  of  equity 
for  failure  to  keep  an  implied  obligation  to 
exercise  reasonable  diligence,  are  not  in  point. 
"The  only  question  then  is:  What  is  the 
effect  under  these  conditions  of  a  failure  to 
pay  the  $500?  The  referee,  in  my  opinion, 
reached  the  correct  conclusion,  namely,  that 
no  forfeiture  or  right  to  terminate  has  re- 
sulted therefrom,  and  that  the  lease  mav  be 
sold  as  an  asset  of  the  bankrupt's  estate. 
The  payments  which  have  accrued  during 
bankruptcy  may  be  treated  and  provided  for 
as  an  expense  of  administration,  or  an  ex- 
penditure necessary  for  the  preservation  of 
the  estate;  but  the  failure  of  the  referee  to 
make  provision  therefor  in  the  order  of  sale 
does  not  require  a  reversal  of  his  finding  and 
judgment.  No  request  was  made  of  him  so 
to  do.  One  may  still  be  made,  with  the 
right  to  have  his  rulings  reviewed  here,  in 
the  event  parties  are  dissatisfied  with  his 
action." 

ni.  Time  Whew  Title  Passes  (p.  1154) 
Effect  of  commencement  of  proceedings  — 
Generally. —  The  trustee  takes  title  as  the 
debtor  had  it  at  the  time  of  the  petition. 
Boise  V.  Talcott,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  61. 

In  In  re  Garden  City  Parlor  Furniture 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  318, 
the  court  said: 

"  Upon  the  filing  of  the  petition  and  the 
appointment  of  the  receiver,  all  property 
rights  of  the  bankrupt  passed  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  court;  and  when  the 
trustee  was  appointed  the  title  and  right 
to  possession  vested  in  him,  and  it  was  at 
all  times  after  the  appointment  of  the  re- 
ceiver in  the  possession  of  the  court.  This 
extended  to  book  accounts  and  receivaWes." 
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Property  in  cuatodia  legis. —  To  same  effect 
aa  original  annotation,  see  In  re  Lomhardy 
Inn  Co.,   (D.  C.  Mass.  1&19)  266  Fed.  394. 

IV.  Coi^DiTioN  OF  Title  after  Petition 
Filed  but  Before  Appointment  of 
Trustee  (p.  1158) 

Defeasible  title  in  bankrupt. —  Until  ad- 
judication in  bankruptcy,  the  title  of  the 
bankrupt's  property  remains  in  the  bank- 
rupt. In  re  Perpall,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  466. 

VI.  Exempt  Property   (p.  1162) 

Title  remains  in  bankrupt. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  St  rat- 
ton  t\  Ermis,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  268 
Fed.  533. 

Homesteads  —  Generally . — ^A  trustee  takes 
title  to  land  claimed  as  a  homestead  as  of 
the  date  of  the  filing  of  a  voluntary  petition 
in  bankruptcy  where  there  has  been  a  fail- 
ure to  claim  the  homestead  as  required  by 
the  laws  of  the  state.  Edgington  r.  Taylor, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  48,  hold- 
ing that  negligence  of  counsel  in  this  respect 
would  be  imputed  to  the  client. 

VII.  Recxjlmation  Proceedings  (p.  1165) 

Right  to  reclainL — To  the  same  effect  as 
the  original  annotation,  see  In  re  John  H. 
Parker  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1920)  268  Fed. 
868;  In  re  Solomon,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
268   Fed.    108. 

Proceeds  of  check. —  Where  a  check  which 
was  given  by  mistake  in  a  stock  transaction 
and  was  without  consideration  was  collected 
by  the  receiver  in  bankruptcy  of  the  payee, 
it  was  held  that  the  maker  of  the  check  was 
entitled  to  reclaim  the  proceeds  in  the  hands 
of  the  trustee.  In  re  Toole,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)   270  Fed.  195. 

Stock  in  possession  of  stock  broker. — 
Where  a  person  purchased  stock  through  a 
stock  broker  who  became  bankrupt  before 
making  an  actual  delivery,  and  stock  of  the 
same  kind  is  found  by  the  receiver  when  he 
takes  possession  of  the  bankrupt's  property, 
the  purchaser  may  reclaim  such  stock  where 
no  one  else  is  claiming  it,  although  it  is  not 
certain  that  it  is  the  identical  stock  which 
was  purchased  for  the  claimant.  In  re 
Solomon,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
108. 

Securities  pledged  with  broker. — ^Where  the 
evidence  shows  that  a  customer  who  had 
pledged  securities  with  a  broker  as  col- 
lateral to  secure  margin  transactions  was 
indebted  to  the  broker  for  a  balance  due  on 
his  account,  though  to  an  amount  less  than 
the  value  of  the  securities,  a  right  to  re- 
claim the  securities  has  been  denied,  there 
having  been  no  tender,  before  bankruptcy,  of 
the  indebtedness.  '  In  re  Toole,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  337. 

Securities  repledged  by  broker.— Where 
securities  pledged  on  marginal  transactions 


by  a  customer  with  his  brokers  have  been 
lawfully  repledged  by  them  with  a  third 
party  together  with  securities  of  other  cus- 
tomers, part  of  which  securities  are,  after 
the  bankruptcy  of  the  broker,  sold  by  such 
third  party  to  satisfy  his  debt,  the  others 
being  returned  to  the  bankrupt's  estate, 
there  has  been  held  to  be  a  right  of  con- 
tribution in  favor  of  those  whose  eecuriiiee 
were  sold  from  those  whose  securities  were 
returned,  and  the  right  of  the  latter  owners 
to  reclaim  such  securities  has  been  denied. 
In  re  Toole,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
337.     The  court  said: 

"  We  think  that,  when  customers  authorize 
their  broker  to  pledge  their  securities  for 
the  payment  of  the  broker's  debts,  each  be- 
comes to  the  extent  of  hie  pledge  a  surety 
for  the  payment  of  such  indebtedness.  Ajb 
between  themselves  they  become  costireties. 
All  the  collateral  lawfully  so  pledged  is  sub- 
ject to  the  same  obligatiotf  and  lien.  The 
owners  of  the  collateral,  being  in  effect  eo^ 
sureties,  must  be  entitled  to  contribution 
from  each  other  for  any  loss  sustained  if 
the  stock  of  one  is  sold  to  pay  the  debt  for 
which  the  stock  of  the  other  was  equally 
liable.  This  right  of  contrilmtion  does  not 
arise  from  the  contract,  as  already  said,  but 
rests  upon  principles  of  equity  and  natural 
justice.  The  principle  is  that  where  all  are 
equally  liable  for  the  payment  of  a  debt  all 
are  bound  equaDy  to  contribute  to  that  pur- 
pose. So  that  if  the  stock  of  A,  B,  and  C 
is  lawfully  pledged  for  the  payment  of  the 
debt  of  X,  the  stock  of  each  is  under  the 
common  burden,  and  if  X  sells  the  stock  of 
A  and  B,  and  leaves  unsold  the  stock  of  C^ 
the  latter  must  contribute  to  A  and  B  the 
excess  they  have  paid  above  their  share. 
But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  stock  of  A  is 
lawfully  pledged,  while  that  of  B  and  C  is 
unlawfully  pledged,  there  is  no  obligation  on 
the  part  of  B  and  C  to  contribute,  for  there 
is  no  conunon  burden  as  between  A  on  the 
one  side,  and  B  and  C  on  the  other.  The 
principle  applies  only  in  cases  where  the 
situations  of  the  parties  are  equal,  as 
equality  among  persons  whose  situations  are 
not  equal  is  not  equitable.  The  situations 
are  equal  when  the  parties  are  under  a 
common  burden." 

Delivery  of  goods  on  consignment. —  Goods 
which  were  delivered  on  consignment  to  the 
bankrupt  in  pursuance  of  an  agreement 
made  in  good  faith  .  to  the  effect  that  all 
future  deliveries  should  be  of  that  character 
and  not  a  sale,  may  be  retaken  by  the  con- 
signor. Healey  p.  Boston  Batavia  Rubber 
Co.,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  268  Fed.  76. 

Unrecorded  chattel  mortgage. — ^A  mort- 
gage given  by  a  bankrupt  to  the  seller  but 
which  is  not  recorded  as  required  by  the 
state  law  is  void  as  to  creditors  and  the 
seller  cannot  reclaim.  In  re  Robinson  Mach. 
Co.,   (E.  D.  Mich.  1920)  268  Fed.  165. 

Stoppage  in  transitu. —  Goods  purchased 
by  a  bankrupt  company  and  in  the  posses- 
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sion  of  its  forwarding  agent  while  en  route 
to  tlieir  firal  destination,  may  be  stopped  in 
transit  and  reclaimed  by  the  seller  from  the 
bankrupt's  trustee.  In  re  Stork,  (S.  I).  N*. 
V.   1920)    265  Fed.  864. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1 171,  sec.  70a  (5).    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  823.] 

I.  In  general 

II.  Interests  in  real  property. 
HI.  Pledgee. 
IV.  Conditional  sales. 

V.  Trust  funds  and  deposits. 
IX.  Contractual  interests  and  obligations. 

I.  Is  General  (p.  1171) 

Generally  —  I/i/e  mtere^t.-^K  life  estate 
of  substantial  value  can  be  mortgaged  and 
will  pass  to  the  trustee  in  banlu'uptcy  of 
the  life  tenant.  Cit^  Nat  Bank  t*.  Slocum, 
(C.  C.  A.  «th  Cir.  1981)  272  Fed.  11. 

Property  retained  in  possession  of  seller.— 
Under  the  law  in  Pennsylvania  that  delivery 
of  poBseeeion  is  indispensable  to  transfer  a 
title  by  the  act  of  the  owner  which  shall  be 
valid  against  creditors,  it  has  been  held  that 
a  sale  by  a  resident  of  Pennsylvania  of  an 
automobile  to  a  resident  of  New  YorK  to 
whom  the  seller  gives  a  bill  of  sale  and 
storage  receipt,  but  makes  no  delivery  of 
the  car,  which  he  retains  in  his  possession,  is 
invalid  as  against  the  trustea  In  re  Irwin, 
(W.  D.  Pa.  1920)  208  Fed.  162. 

Tranilers  and  incumbrances  ineffective  as 
to  creditors. —  Where  there  was  neither  an 
"immediate  delivery"  followed  by  "actual 
and  continued  change  of  possession "  nor  a 
filing  of  the  mortgage  as  required  by  statute, 
the  mortgage  will  be  held  void  as  to 
creditors.  In  re  Bonk,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1920) 
270  Fed.  667. 

II.   IlTTEBESTS    IN   REAL    PbOPKBTT    (p.    1174) 

Tenant's  interest  in  leasehold  —  Forfeiture 
enforced. —  Where  a  lease  provides  that  it 
shall  terminate  on  the  bankruptcy  or  in- 
solvency of  the  lessee,  and  on  his  insolvency 
it  is  assigned  to  a  third  person  with  the 
consent  of  the  lessor,  the  condition  binds  the 
assignee  and  on  his  subsequent  insolvency 
the  bankruptcy  court  will  enforce  the  for- 
feiture and  deliver  possession  of  the 
premises  to  the  lessor  as  against  the  as- 
signee's trustee  in  bankruptcy.  Empress 
Theatre  Co.  v.  Horton,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  266  Fed.  657.    The  court  said: 

"A  court  of  equity  may  enjoin  the  per- 
formance of  and  set  aside  contracts,  condi- 
tions, and  covenants  obtained  by  the  fraud, 
deceit,  or  wrong  of  the  respondent,  but 
neither  the  Empress  Theatre  Company  nor 
its  predecessor  in  interest  was  guilty  of 
fraud,  wrong,  or  deceit.  It  may  sometimes 
avoid  conditions  and  covenants  for  mistake 
or  accident,  but  there  was  neither  in  this 
case.  The  condition  and  covenants  of  the 
lease  were  natural,  reasonable,  and  just.    It 


clearly  shows  that  when  it  was  made  the 
lessor  and  the  lessee  contemplated  the  pos- 
sible, perhaps  the  probable,  insolvency  and 
bankruptcy  of  the  lessee  and  of  some  of  its 
successors  in  interest  during  the  long  15 
years  then  to  come,  discussed,  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  finally  contracted  and  wrote 
into  their  lease  their  agreement  what  the 
effect  of  such  insolvency  and  bankruptcy 
should  be,  to  wit,  the  end  of  the  term  of  the 
lease,  its  forfeiture,  and  the  return  to  the 
lessor  of  the  leased  premises  at  its  election. 
The  basement  leased  was  a  valuable  prop- 
erty. The  purpose  the  lessor  had  in  making 
the  lease,  to  secure  the  operation  in  this 
basement  of  a  high-cflass  caf6  with  special 
amusement  features,  made  the  solvency  of 
the  lessee  and  hence  its  continuous  opera* 
ti<»i  of  the  caf6  essential  to  the  accomplish- 
ment of  this  purpose.  Its  insolvency  or 
bankruptcy,  placing  the  basement  in  the 
hahds  of  a  trustee  for  a  long  time  during 
bankruptcy  proceedings,  and  t£en  sending  it 
to  an  unknown  purchaser,  would  undoubt- 
edly to  a  large  extent  defeat  the  object  of 
the  lessor  in  making  the  lease,  produce  the 
vacancy  or  inadequate  operation  of  the  pro- 
posed cafd,  and  result  in  immeasurable 
damage  to  the  leased  premises  and  to  the 
value  of  their  use.  It  was  to  prevent  this 
contemplated  possibility  that  these  parties 
wrote  into  their  lease  the  condition  and 
covenant  that  in  case  of  the  insolvency  or 
bankruptcy  of  the  lessee,  at  the  election  of 
the  lessor,  the  term  of  the  lease  should  end 
and  the  leased  pronises  should  be  returned 
to  the  lessor  free  from  the  lease. 

"  Nor  was  this  an  unconscionable  or  in- 
equitajble  agreement.  The  lessor  received 
and  the  lessee  gave  for  this  lease  $42,000  of 
the  corporate  stock  of  the  latter.  The  lessee 
received  and  the  lessor  gave  the  use  of  the 
basement  for  the  term  of  15  years  on  con- 
dition that  the  lessee  or  its  successor  in 
interest,  approved  foy  the  lessor,  remained 
solvent  for  16  years,  iyut  that  it  should  be 
terminable  at  the  option  of  the  lessor  at  any 
time  within  the  16  years  when  the  lessee  be- 
came insolvent  or  bankrupt.  When  the  lease 
was  made,  the  effect  of  the  condition  and 
covenants  which  the  parties  nndoubtedly 
then  .  contemplated  was  that,  in  case  the 
lessee  became  insolvent  or  bankrupt,  its 
$42,000  of  stock  which  the  lessor  received 
would  be  worthless,  and  it  would  actually 
receive  nothing  for  tiie  lessee's  use  of  the 
prjemises,  the  lessee's  operation  of  the  caf6 
w^ould  be  so  financially  disastrous  that  it 
would,  at  its  insolvency,  have  exhausted  the 
lessee's  means  and  roidered  it  incapable  of 
operating  or  using  the  premises  as  a  caf6, 
and  the  lessor  would  have  the  right  then  to 
end  the  term  of  the  lease  and  take  back  the 
leased  premises.  And  such  was  the  actual 
effect  of  the  condition  and  covenants  of  the 
lease  in  about  a  year  from  the  commence- 
ment of  the  lessee's  operation  under  it,  when 
it  becai:  e  insolvent  and  bankrupt.    So  it  was 
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that  each  party  at  the  making  of  the  lease 
foresaw  the  possibility,  perhaps  the  proba- 
bility, of  the  insolvency  and  bankruptcy  of 
the  lessee,  agreed  that  the  effect  of  such  in- 
solvency and  bankruptcy  should  be  to  vest 
in  the  lessor  the  right  at  its  election  then  to 
end  the  term  of  the  lease  and  take  back  the 
premises,  and  then  took  its  chance  of  such 
in&olven<!y  and  bankruptcy  and  signed  the 
lease.  And,  as  the  condition  and  covenants 
under  consideration  were  in  the  lease,  every 
one  who  has  succeeded  to  any  interest  in  or 
lien  upon  any  interest  in  the  lease  has  taken 
that  interest  or  lien  under  and  subject  to 
that  condition  and  those  covenants,  and  has 
taken  its  or  his  chance  of  the  insolvency  or 
bankruptcy  of  the  original  or  successor 
lessee  thereunder. 

"  Nor  was  there  anything  in  the  condition 
and  covenants  of  this  lease  evil  in  itself,  or 
prohibited  by  law,  or  contrary  to  the  public 
policy  of  state  or  nation.  The  condition  and 
covenants  were  not  novel,  but  common  pro- 
visions in  leases.  Conditions  and  covenants 
in  leases  of  the  same  character  have  been 
rej>eatedly  considered,  and  generally,  nay 
almost  universally,  sustained  and  enforced, 
both  by  courts  of  equity  and  courts  of 
law." 

Effect  of  provision  against  assignment. — ^A 
provision  in  a  lease  prohibiting  assignment 
and  subletting  by  the  lessee,  does  not  prevent 
its  transfer  by  operation  of  law,  on  his  bank- 
ruptcy, to  his  trustee,  and  the  latter  may 
sell  it  as  an  asset  of  the  estate.  In  re 
Prudential  Lithograph  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)   2*6  Ped.  860. 

III.  Pledges   (p.  1178) 

Money  deposited  as  eecurity. —  Where  the 
bankrupt  deposited  money  with  his  landlord 
ae  security  for  the  payment  of  the  rent 
such  money  was  not  forfeited  to  the  land- 
lord on  the  bankruptcy  of  the  tenant  but 
remained  the  property  of  the  bankrupt  sub- 
ject to  proper  deductions  under  the  terms 
of  the  agreement  between  the  parties,  and 
the  receiver  or  trustee  in  bankruptcy  is 
entitled  to  a  return  of  the  amount  deposited 
less  such  deductions.  In  re  Tanory,  (N.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921))  270  Fed.  872. 

IV.  OoNDmoNAi,  Sai^bs  (p.  1181) 

Contract   invalid   as   to    lien   creditors. — 

See  to  the  same  effect  as  the  original  anno- 
tation, Groner  v.  Babcock  Printing  Press 
Mfg.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
822. 

Where  by  the  law  of  the  state  conditional 
'sales,  though  valid  between  the  parties,  are 
not  valid  as  against  those  creditors  of  the 
conditional  vendee  who  have  issued  execu- 
tion and  seized  the  property,  the  receiver  of 
a  bankrupt  conditional  vendee  is  entitled  to 
property  thus  sold  to  the  bankrupt  and  it 
cannot  be  reclaimed  by  the  vendor.  In  re 
Mina,    (W.  D.  Pa.   1914)    270  Fed.  969. 


Contract  invalid  as  to  general  creditors. — 
A  contract  of  conditional  sale  is  held  to  be 
invalid  as  to  general  creditors  w^hose  rights 
accrued  between  the  giving  of  the  conditional 
sale  and  the  date  of  recordation.  In  re  Ben- 
nett,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1920)    264  Fed.  533. 

If  the  sale  is  valid  and  binding. —  To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
In  re  Robinson  Mach.  Co.,  (E.  D.  Mich. 
1920)    268  Fed.   le-S. 

V.  Trust  Funds  and  Deposits  (p.  1186) 

Where  bankrupt  is  trustee  —  Dividends 
declared  and  set  aside. — "Where  a  dividend 
has  been  declared,  and  following  such 
declaration,  in  order  to  carry  the  declaration 
into  effect,  the  corporation  deposits  a  fund 
out  of  which  the  dividend9  are  to  be  paid, 
that  fund  becomes  a  trust  fund,  and  the 
corporation  becomes  the  trustee  of  the  fund. 
In  other  words,  the  debtor  and  creditor 
relation  is  transformed  into  a  trust  rela- 
tion." In  re  Interbwough  Coneol.  Corp. 
(JS.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  914. 

Property  devised  in  trust. —  One  to  whom 
property  is  devised  "  in  trust  for  the  heirs 
of  his  body"  acquires  no  title  to  the  prop- 
erty which  he  can  mortgage  or  convey  to 
any  one  or  which  will  pass  to  his  trustee  in 
bankruptcy.  City  Nat.  Bank  r.  Slocum,  (C. 
C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  11. 

IX.   Contractual    Interests    and    Obliga- 
tions   (p.   1191) 

Fire  insurance  policy. — ^Where-  the  buyers 
of  a  sawmill  plant  were  obligated  under 
their  contract  to  take  out  fire  insurance  on 
the  plant  and  the  sellers  agreed  to  accept  a 
certain  sum  as  settlement  under  the  policies 
in  case  of  loss,  it  has  been  held  that  on  the 
destruction  of  the  property  the  buyer  was 
entitled  to  any  excess  over  the  sum  agreed 
on  and  that  on  the  subsequent  bankruptcy 
of  the  buyers  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy  was 
entitled  to  such  excess.  Walton  Land,  etc., 
Co.  V.  Runyan,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269 
Fed.  130. 

Right  to  exchange  stock  for  stock  of  con- 
solidated corporation. — WTiere  on  the  con- 
solidation of  corporations  stockholders  in  the 
old  corporations  are  entitled  to  exchange 
their  shares  for  stock  in  the  new  corporation 
it  has  been  held  that  the  right  to  do  so  is 
not  affected  by  tlie  bankruptcy  of  the  newly 
created  corporation,  it  being  said  that  the 
trustee  stands,  in  respect  to  such  rights,  in 
exactly  the  same  position  as  the  bankrupt 
corporation  stood  prior  to  the  bankruptcy. 
In  re  Interborough  Consol.  Corp.,  (S.  D.  N. 
Y.   1920)    267  Fed.  914. 

Vol.    I,    p.    1196,    sec.    70a    (5). 

^Policy  of  insurance,]      [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  835.] 

Effect  of  right  to  change  beneficiary. —  To 
the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
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original  annotation,  see  In  re  Jens,    (S.  D. 
la.  1921)  273  Fed.  606. 

Where  the  right  to  change  the  beneficiary 
is  reserved  to  the  insured  it  is  said  that 
whether,  under  the  terms  of  the  policies,  the 
consent  of  the  present  beneficiary  is  neces- 
sary to  the  surrender  of  the  policies  for  their 
present  value,  it  is  unnecessary  to  decide.  If 
such  consent  is  required,  it  is  merely  for  the 
protection  of  the  company  against  possible 
controversy  or  dispute,  because,  so  far  as 
present  value  is  concerned  as  a  property 
right,  it  belongs  absolutely  to  the  insured, 
and  not  to  the  beneficiary.  In  re  Jens,  (8. 
D.  la.  1921)   273  Fed.  606. 

Refuttal  of  company  to  change  beneficiary. 
— ^W'^here  an  insurance  policy  contains  a  pro- 
vision empowering  the  insured  to  change  the 
beneficiary,  a  trustee  in  bankruptcy  may 
exercise  the  power  conferred  on  the  bank- 
rupt, and  in  such  case  if  the  insurance  com- 
pany refuses  to  make  the  change  and  pay 
the  cash  surrender  value  to  the  trustee  the 
court  will  compel  it  to  do  so.  In  re  Green - 
berg,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  268, 
wherein  it  was  said: 

*'  There  is*  a  flat  refusal  to  perform  on  the 
part  of  the  insurer j  for  reasons  having  no 
relation  to  its  own  security,  or  indeed  to 
its  own  business.  It  is  avowed  at  bar  that 
the  company  prefers  to  pay  the  bankrupt's 
wife  the  whole  of  the  policy  rather  than 
pay  the  trustee  the  surrender  value  thereof. 

"  Bankruptcy  is  equity,  and  just  as  it  will 
presume  on  occasion  that  that  has  been 
done  which  ought  to  be  done,  so  on  other 
occasions  it  will  compel  that  to  be  done 
which  ought  to  be  done." 

Exenvpt  policies  do  not  pass. —  In  In  re 
Jens,  (S.  B.  la.  1921)  273  Fed.  606,  where 
the  insured  reserved  the  right  to  change  the 
beneficiary  the  court,  reversing  a  decision  by 
the  referee  that  the  policy  was  exempt  under 
the  state  law,  said: 

"  It  is  quite  apparent  that  the  trustee  is 
entitled  to  the  surrender  value  of  the  policy, 
unless  such  surrender  value  is  expressly  ex- 
empted by  section  1805,  Code  of  Iowa  1897, 
which  is  as  follows: 

"  *  Sec.  1805.  Policy  Ewempt  from  Execu- 
tion. A  policy  of  insurance  on  the  life  of  an 
individual,  in  the  absence  of  an  agreement 
or  assignment  to  the  contrary,  shall  inure 
to  the  separate  use  of  the  husband  or  wife 
and  children  of  said  individual,  independ- 
ently of  his  creditors.  The  proceeds  of  an 
endowment  policy  payable  to  the  assured  on 
attaining  a  certain  age  shall  be  exempt  from 
liability  for  any  of  his  debts.  Any  benefit 
or  indemnity  paid  under  an  accident  policy 
shall  be  exempt  to  the  assured,  or  in  case 
of  his  death  to  the  husband  or  wife  and 
children  of  the  assured,  from  his  debts.  The 
avails  of  all  policies  of  life  or  accident  in- 
surance payable  to  the  surviving  widow  shall 
be  exempt  from  liability  for  all  debts  of  such 
beneficiary  contracted  prior  to  the  death  of 


the  assured,  but  the  amount  thus  exempted 
shall  not  exceed  five  thousand  dollars.' 

"  In  construing  such  a  statute,  the  whole 
of  the  enactment  must  be  considered  together. 
Carefully  reading  the  language  of  the  Legis- 
lature it  is  quite  apparent  that  we  can  find 
no  words  which  cover  the  contention  in  the 
case  at  bar.  The  first  sentence  does  not  use 
the  word  *  exemption.*  It  states  that  '  a 
policy  of  insurance  .  .  .  shall  inure  to 
the  separate  use  of  the  husband  or  wife 
and  children  of  said  individual,  independ- 
ently of  his  creditors.'  How  can  a  policy 
of  insurance  '  inure  to  the  separate  use  of 
the  husband  or  wife  and  children '  tmder  the 
circumstances  of  this  case!  The  wife  and 
children  are  making  no  claim  and  could 
make  none.  The  person  making  the  claim 
is  not  the  *  husband  ' ;  he  ie  the  insured.  He 
is  demanding  that  a  property  interest  belong- 
ing absolutely  to  him  shall  be  held  exempt, 
not  to  his  wife  or  children,  but  to  himself. 
The  section  cannot  bear  such  construction. 
It  is  quite  apparent  that,  when  the  Legis- 
lature used  the  words  'policy  oi  insurance,' 
it  meant  *  proceeds '  of  a  policy  of  insurance. 
This  follows  clearly  from  the  latter  words, 
'  inure  to  the  separate  use  of  the  husband 
or  wife  and  children.'  It  means  that  upon 
the  death  of  the  husband  the  proceeds  shall 
inure  to  the  benefit  of  the  wife,  and  in  case 
the  policy  be  upon  the  wife  it  shall  upon  her 
death  inure  to  the  benefit  of  the  husband, 
and  in  each  case  that  the  children  shall 
become  vested  with  an  interest  therein. 

"  This  conclusion  is  required  by  further 
language  of  the  section,  which  exempts  spe- 
cifically the  proceeds  of  an  endowment  policy, 
which,  if  the  previous  language  meant  the 
policy  itself,  would  be  entirely  unnecessary, 
because  the  language  *  policy  of  insurance ' 
includes  all  forms  of  policies. 

"  From  the  (foregoing  it  follows  that  the 
ruling  by  the  referee  must  be  reversed.  The 
conclusion  reached  herein  is  not  inconsistent 
with  the  opinion  of  Justice  White  in  Holden 
V.  Stratton,  198  U.  S.  202,  25  Sup.  Ct. 
656,  49  L.  ed.  1018,  when  due  consideration 
is  given  to  differences  in  the  terms  of  the 
policies,  and  to  the  distinction  between  the 
statutes    involved." 

Payment  of  proceeds  of  policy  to  bene- 
ficiary on  death  of  bankrupt  without  notice 
of  bankruptcy. — Alter  the  death  of  the  in- 
sured pending  bankruptcy,  and  payment  of 
the  stipulated  amount  to  the  beneficiary 
named  in  the  policy,  in  strict  conformity  to 
its  terms,  without  notice  of  the  bankruptcy 
or  claim  made  by  the  trustee,  there  is  no 
liability  on  the  part  of  the  insurance  com- 
pany to  pay  to  the  trustee  the  surrender 
value  that,  on  complying  with  the  terms  of 
the  policy  as  to  change  of  beneficiary,  he 
might  have  demanded.  Frederick  v.  Fidelity 
Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  {affirming  (1920)  75  Pa. 
Super.  Ct.  77)   wherein  the  court  said: 
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"  It  is  not  enough  to  sustain  the  trus- 
tee's claim  to  say  that  the  filing  of  the 
petition  in  bankruptcy  was  a  caveat  to  all 
the  world,  and  in  effect  an  attachment  and 
injunction,  and  that,  on  adjudication,  title 
to  the  bankrupt's  property  became  vested  in 
the  trustee.  Mueller  v,  Nugent,  184  U.  S.  1, 
14,  46  L.  ed.  405,  411,  22  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  269. 
The  asserted  right  of  property  arose  out  of 
a  contract  under  which  the  insurance  com- 
pany had  rights  as  well  jas  the  insured.  The 
company's  contract  was  to  pay  the  stipu- 
lated amount  to  the  beneficiary  first  named 
on  receiving  proof  of  death  of  the  insured, 
unless  the  latter  should  have  surrendered  the 
policy,  and,  with  the  written  approval  of 
the  head  officer  of  the  company,  have  changed 
the  beneficiary.  The  requirement  of  such 
surrender  and  approval  was  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  company,  so  purposed  that  at 
least  it  should  have  notice  before  its  lia- 
bility under  the  policy  was  modified.  Sec- 
tion 70a  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  cannot  be 
construed  to  give  to  the  trustee  in  bank- 
ruptcy a  right  as  against  the  company  to 
demand  that  the  surrender  value  be  made 
assets  of  the  estate,  as  by  a  change  in  bene- 
ficiary, without  timely  notice  to  the  company 
of  a  demand  for  such  a  change;  for  the  sec- 
tion in  its  very  words  contemplates  that  the 
cash  surrender  value  shall  have  been  'as- 
certained and  stated  to  the  trustee  by  the 
company  issuing  .the  policy.' 

"  In  the  present  case,  the  company,  having 
in  good  faith  performed  the  contract  accord- 
ing to  its  terms,  without  the  notice  that  the 
contract  called  for  as  a  condition  of  changing 
the  terma,  cannot  be  called  upon  to  make  the 
further  payment  demanded  by  the  trustee. 
Frederick  v.  Metropolitan  L.  Ins.  Co.,  162 
C.  C.  A.  167,  239  Fed.  126.' 
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Vol.  I,  p.  1204,  sec.  70b.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  839.] 

Sales  of  assets  free  from  incumbrances  — 
Discretion  of  court. — ^An  order  directing  that 
the  property  of  a  bankrupt  be  sold  free  of 
the  lien  of  a  mortgage  is  within  the  discre- 
tion of  the  court.  In  re  Leslie-Judge  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  886. 

Setting  aside  sales  —  Discretion  of  court 
to  reopen  estate, — A  district  court  has  power 
in  its  discretion  to  reopen  an  estate  on  a 
petition  by  a  creditor  to  seek  the  cancella- 
tion of  a  judicial  sale  on  the  ground  that 
the  bankrupt  had  fraudulently  concealed 
property  from  the  trustee  and  in  consequence 
of  this  and  other  material  facts  the  price 
obtained  at  the  sale  was  shock inglv  inade- 
quate. In  re  Leigh,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  678. 

Pleading  and  proof. —  In  an  action  to  set 
aside  a  sale  by  the  trustee  as  fraudulent 
where  all  the  charges  of  fraud,  collusion, 
concealment,  misappropriation,  and  the  like, 
are  met  with  sworn  denials  which  are  posi- 
tive, unqualified,  and  responsive  to  the  alle- 


gations of  the  petitions  in  that  regard  and 
no  evidence  is  offered  to  support  the  allega- 
tions of  fraud  and  the  like,  the  charges  fall 
for  want  of  supporting  proof  unless  they 
are  supported  by  admissions  in  the  answer. 
Bray  v.  U.  S.  Fidelity,  etc.,  Co.,  (CCA. 
4th  Cir.  1920)   267  Fed.  533. 

Tender  of  sum  paid. — Where  a  deed  is  void 
because  given  to  eecure  a  usurious  debt  it 
will  not  be  set  aside  under  the  Georgia  law 
in  a  suit  by  the  trustee  unless  there  has  been 
a  tender  of  the  debt  secured  with  lawful  in- 
terest thereon.  Lanham  r.  State  Bank,  (C 
C  A,  6th  Cir.  1920)  2«8  Fed.  468. 

In  a  suit  to  set  aside  a  trustee's  sale  it 
has  been  held  that  the  failure  of  the  plain- 
tiff to  offer  to  pay  the  sums  bid  at  such  sale 
is  a  sufficient  ground  for  dismissing  the  bill. 
Lanham  v.  State  Bank,  (C  C  A.  6th  Cir. 
1920)    268  Fed.  458. 

Confirmation  of  aale  —  Discretion  of 
cowrt. —  The  court  is  warranted  in  refusing 
to  confirm  a  sale  for  only  41 H  P^r  cent  of 
the  appraised  value  of  the  property  under 
the  discretion  given  it  in  such  matters  as 
well  as  because  the  property  did  not  bring 
76  per  centum  of  the  appraised  value. 
Bryant  t'.  Charles  L.  Stockhausen,  (C  C  A. 
4th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  921,  wherein  it  was 
said: 

''The  court  below  was  merely  exercising 
a  proper  discretion  in  such  matters,  and  this 
court  will  not  disturb  the  exercise  of  that 
discretion,  because  it  seems  to  have  been 
wisely  and  properly  exercised  in  this  case. 
The  petitioner  cannot  complain  because  he 
was  not  confirmed  as  the  purchaser.  He 
did  not  buy  the  land  at  the  auction  sale. 
He  only  offered  to  buy  it,  and  that  offer 
was  only  an  unaccepted  offer  until  it  should 
<be  confirmed  by  the  court,  and  this  confirma- 
tion was  refused  by  the  court  below." 

Vol.  I,  p.  1212,  sec.  70e.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  846.] 

Power  conferred  on  trustee. —  To  the  samii 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  Osley 
V.  Adama,  (C  C  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
114;  Ignatius  l\  Farmers'  State  Bank  (C.  C 
A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  53;  Minott  P. 
Johnson,   (Me.  1921)    113  Atl.  464. 

The  right  of  creditors  to  attack,  on  the 
ground  oi  fraud,  liens  filed  prior  to  the  date 
of  filing  in  bankruptcy  is  by  this  section 
vested  in  the  trustee.  In  re  Saunders,  (E. 
D.  N.  C.  1921)   272  Fed.  1003. 

Trustee  vested  with  rights  of  creditor  — 
Limitation  of  auctions. — An  action  under  this 
section  brought  by  a  trustee  to  recover 
property  alleged  to  have  been  fraudulently 
transferred  by  the  bankrupt  is  governed  by 
the  state  statute  of  limitation.  Davis  v. 
Willey,  (C.  C  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
397. 

Void  assignment  of  book  accounts. —  In 
the  case  of  an  assignment  of  book  accounts 
as  collateral  for  a  loan,  which  transactions 
was   ultra  vires  the  assignee  and  void,  the 
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assignee  cannot  as  against  the  trustee  in 
bankruptcy  of  the  borrower  retain  money 
collected  on  such  accounts.  In  re  Garden 
City  Parlor  Furniture  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th 
Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  318. 

ReceiTerthip  for  dummy  corporation. — 
Where  it  appears  that  a  corporation  is  and 
has  always  been  a  mere  dummy  -or  sub- 
stitute corporation  and  nothing  more  than 
an  agent  of  the  bankrupt;  that  its  property 
and  assets  are  and  always  have  been  legally, 
or  at  least  equitably,  the  property  of  the 
bankrupt;  and  that  such  property  is  in 
danger  of  bein^  dissipated  and  fraudulently 
made  away  with,  to  the  injury  and  depletion 
of  the  bankrupt's  estate  and  to  the  detri- 
ment 01  its  creditors,  the  trustee  has  power 
to  maintain  a  bill  to  appoint  a  receiver  for 
that  corporation.  Hardy  t\  Oregon  Eilers 
Music  House,  (1921)  99  Ore.  340,  195  Pac. 
563. 

Creditor  estopped. — Where  the  creditor  by 
dealing  with  the  grantee  has  estopped  him- 
self to  assail  a  transfer  as  fraudulent  the 
trustee  who  stands  in  his  shoes  cannot  avoid 
it.  Durrett  v.  Harris,  (1921)  148  Ark.  4, 
228  S.  W.  386. 

Question  for  jury. —  The  question  whether 
a  mortgage  was  made  w^ith  intent  to  delay 
or  defraud  creditors  has  been  held  under  the 
state  law  to  be  one  for  the  jury.  Ignatius 
V.  Farmers'  State  Bank,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)  272  Fed.  33. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1216,  sec.  70e.    [JuHsdic- 

Hon.]      [First  ed.,  1912  Supp., 

p.  846.] 
Jurisdiction    of    bankruptcy    court. —  Con- 
sent of  defendant  as  unnecessary  to  a  suit 


by  the  trustee  under  this  section,  see  In  re 
Eilers  Music  House,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  330. 

Effect  of  prior  suit  in  state  court. — ^An 
dbjection  that  a  prior  suit  is  pending  in  the 
state  court  is  waived  where  the  pendency  of 
the  former  suit  was  not  presented  by  plea 
or  answer  in  the  federal  court,  nor  was  ob- 
jection at  any  time  made  in  that  court  that 
a  prior  suit  in  a  state  court  involved  the 
same  matters  in  controversy.  In  re  EUlers 
Music  House,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  330. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1 220,  sec.  72. 

Bar  to  extra  allowance. —  In  re  Weissman, 
(D.  O.  Conn.  1920)  267  Fed.  588.  In  a  case 
where  no  objection  was  made  by  the  attor* 
neys  representing  nearly  all  the  creditors  to 
an  allowance  to  the  receiver  in  excess  of  the 
statutory  commissions,  because  of  the  fact 
that  the  receiver  was  in  constant  attendance 
at  the  hearings  before  the  conunissioner,  the 
court  nevertheless  declared  that  in  view  of 
the  express  limitation  in  this  section  it  was 
unable  to  allow  more  to  the  receiver  even  by 
way  of  special  compensation. 

Vol.  I,  p.  1222,  sec.  72b. 

Corporation  in  hands  of  state  court 
receiver. — ^Where  a  corporation  has  been 
placed  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver  in  proceed- 
ings in  a  state  court  the  federal  court  will 
not  deprive  the  state  court  of  its  jurisdic- 
tion by  allowing  the  corporation  to  file  a 
petition  in  voluntary  bankruptcy.  In  re 
Associated  Oil  Co.,  (£.  D.  La.  1921)  271 
Fed.  788. 
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1918  Supp.,  p.  73,  sec.  1. 

Purpose  and  effect  of  Act. — "  The  primary 
purpose  of  this  law  is  to  enlarge  and  en- 
nance  the  negotiability  features  of  '  order ' 
bill«  of  lading  and  by  definitely  fixing  the 
law  with  respect  to  negotiability,  and  the 
imposition  of  greater  responsibility  upon 
carriers,  to  afford  greater  protection  to  those 
who  in  the  course  of  commercial  transaction 
handle  and  deal  in  such  bills.''  Matter  of 
Bills  of  Lading,   (1919)    52  I.  C.  C.  671. 

But  in  Commercial  Nat.  Bank  v.  Seaboard 
Air  Line  R.  Co.,  (1918)  175  N.  C.  415,  95 
S.  E.  777,  the  court  said: 

*'  There  is  doubt  if  the  law  does  or  was 
intended  to  make  bills  of  lading  negotiable 
in  the  full  sense  of  the  term,  that  is,  to  the 
extent  that  ordinary  commercial  paper  '  is 
so. 

Thi<s  act  was  said  in  Pioneer  Trust  Co. 
t?.  Nashville,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  204  Mo. 
App.  328,  224  S.  W.   109,  to  alleviote  to  a 


great  extent  the  hardship  of  the  rule  that 
a  bill  of  lading  which  involved  any  violation 
of  the  interstate  commerce  law  was  void  as 
to  a  bona  fide  purchaser.  The  act  was,  how- 
ever, held  to  be  inapplicable  to  a  bill  issued 
before  its  enactment. 

Liability  of  carrier  as  warehouseman. — 
"  The  bills  of  lading  act  contains  no  pro- 
vision respecting  transition  from  liability  ol 
a  common  carrier  to  that  of  a  warehouse- 
man. Questions  of  this  nature  arising  m 
connection  with  interstate  shipments  moving 
under  bills  of  lading  issued  pursuant  to  the 
act  to  regulate  commerce  are  necessarily 
federal  questions  and  the  question  as  to 
responsibility  under  the  bill  of  lading  is 
none  the  less  a  federal  one  because  it  must 
be  resolved  by  the  application  of  general 
principles  of  the  common  law."  Matter  of 
Bills  of  Lading,    (1919)    52  L  C.  C.  671. 

Form  or  bill. —  See  generally  Matter  of 
Bills  of  Lading,   (1919)   52  I.  C.  C.  671. 
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The  four  months'  limitation  formerly  con- 
tained in  a  domestic  bill  of  lading,  with 
respect  of  the  time  within  which  claim  for 
loss,  damage,  or  damages  could  be  filed,  was 
held  not  unreasonable  as  applied  to  ship- 
ments involved  in  the  case  of  Blackburn  & 
Co.  i\  Ann  Arbor  R  Co.,  (1920)  56  I.  C.  U. 
439,    wherein    Wooley,    Commissioner,    said: 

''  On  June  1,  1916,  the  defendants  extended 
the  time  for  filing  claims  from  four  to  six 
months.  The  complainants  argue  that  this 
i«  a  recognition  of  the  unreasonableness  of 
the  limitation  attacked,  and  that  the  ex- 
tension should  be  made  retroactive.  Such 
alteration  in  a  tariff  of  course  is  not  proof 
that  the  original  provision  was  unreasonable; 
nor  is  the  six  months'  limitation  provided 
in  the  uniform  bill  of  lading  as  prescribed 
by  us  in  Bills  of  Lading,  52  I.  C.  C.  671,  of 
itself  proof  of  that  fact.  This  provision  was 
not  specifically  prescribed  by  us,  but  was 
arrived  at  by  agreement,  during  the 
pendency  of  that  case." 

1918  Supp.,  p.  74,  sec.  8. 

Turning  car  over  to  another  carrier  for 
further  transportation  as  delivery  by  car- 
rier.— The  terminal  carrier,  by  surrendering 
a  car  at  destination  to  another  carrier,  for 
further  transportation,  at  the  request  of  an 
employee  of  the  latter,  makes  a  disposal  of 
such  car  in  assumed  termination  and  dis- 
charge of  its  obligations  which,  whether  justi- 
fied or  not,  is,  in  legal  contemplation,  a  deliv- 
ery, although  in  forwarding  the  car  it  used 
the  original  waybill,  striking  out  the  original 
destination  and  substituting  a  new  one  on 
the  line  of  the  new  carrier's  road.  Pere  Mar- 
quette R.  Co.  V,  French,  (1921)  254  U.  S. 
538,  41  6.  Ct.  195,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
reversing  (1W9)  204  Mich.  578,  171  N.  W. 
491. 

Requiring  surrender  of  bill  of  lading. — A 
delivery  by  a  carrier  in  good  faith  to  a 
person  in  possession  of  an  order  bill  of  lad- 
ing properly  indorsed,  thus  satisfying  the 
provision  of  sec.  9  does  not  exonerate  the 
carrier  from  liability  to  the  shipper  as  for 
a  conversion  where  it  failed  to  require  the 
surrender  of  the  bill  of  lading,  as  provided 
in  that  instrument,  if  loss  to  the  shipper 
or  a  subsequent  purchaser  of  the  bill  results 
from  such  failure,  but  where  the  loss  suf- 
ered  is  not  the  result  of  the  failure  to  take 
up  the  bill,  the  mere  failure  to  take  it  up 
does  not  defeat  the  exoneration.  Pere  Mar- 
quette R.  Co.  V.  French,  (1921)  254  U.  S. 
538,  41  S.  Ct.  1»5,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
{reversing  (1919)  204  Mich.  578,  171  N.  W. 
491),  wherein  the  court  said:  "There  is 
nothing  in  the  act  which  imposes  upon  the 
carrier  a  specific  duty  to  the  shipper  to  take 
up  the  bill  of  lading.  Under  §  8  the  car- 
rier is  not  obliged  to  make  delivery  except 
upon  production  and  surrender  of  the  bill 
of  lading;  but  it  is  not  prohibited  from 
doing  so.     If,  instead  of  insisting  upon  the 


production  and  surrender  of  the  bill,  it 
chooses  to  deliver  in  reliance  upon  the  as- 
surance that  the  deliveree  has  it,  so  far 
as  the  duty  to  the  shipper  is  concerned,  the 
only  risk  it  runs  is  that  the  person  who 
says  that  he  has  the  bill  may  not  have  it. 
If  such  proves  to  be  the  case,  the  carrier  is 
liable  for  conversion,  and  must,  of  course, 
indemnify  the  shipper  for  any  loss  which 
results.  Such  liability  arises  not  from  the 
statute,  but  from  the  obligation  which  the 
carrier  assumes  under  the  bill  of  lading." 

1918  Supp.,  p.  74,  sec.  9. 

Physical  ''possession''  of  order  bill. —  It 
is  the  physical  possession  of  the  bill  of  lad- 
ing which  is  made  a  justification  for  deliv- 
ery by  the  provision  of  this  section  that  a 
carrier  is  justified  in  delivering  goods  to 
one  who  is  in  possession  of  an  order  bill  of 
lading  indorsed  in  blank.  It  does  not  mat- 
ter in  what  capacity  the  person  holds  pos- 
session of  the  bill  of  lading,  whether  as  agent 
or  on  his  own  account,  nor  whether  he  holds 
it  lawfully  or  unlawfully,  so  long  as  the  car- 
rier has  no  notice  of  any  infirmity  of  title. 

If  the  physical  possession  of  a  bill  of 
lading  were  deemed  legally  the  principals' 
possession,  the  physical  delivery  of  the.  ship- 
ment to  such  agent  at  his  request,  later  rati- 
fied by  his  principals,  would  likewise  be 
deemed  legally  a  delivery  to  them.  Pere 
Marquette  R.  Co.  v.  French,  (1921)  254 
U.  S.  538,  41  S.  Ct.  1»6,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  {reversing  (1»19)  204  Mich.  578,  171 
N.  W.  4&1),  wherein  the  court  said:  "Was 
the  delivery  at  Bindner's  order  one  which 
the  carrier  was  justified  in  making  under 
the  provisions  of  §  9  of  the  Federal  Uni- 
form Bills  of  Lading  Act?  Prior  tx)  the 
enactment  of  the  Federal  Uniform  Bills  of 
Lading  Act,  or  of  other  applicable  legislation, 
a  carrier  was  not  ordinarily  relieved  from 
liability  to  the  consignor  or  owner  for  de- 
livery of  goods  to  a  person  not  legally 
entitled  to  receive  them,  although  such  per- 
son was  in  possession  of  an  order  bill  of 
lading,  duly  indorsed  in  blank,  and  surren- 
dered it  to  the  carrier  at  the  time  of  deliv- 
ery. Delivery  was  held  not  to  be  a  justifica- 
tion, because  the  bill  of  lading,  despite  in- 
sertion therein  of  words  of  negotiability, 
did  not  become  a  negotiable  instrument.  In- 
dependently of  statute  (and,  indeed,  also 
under  earlier  state  statutes)  the  insertion 
of  words  of  negotiability  had  merely  the 
effect  of  enabling  title  to  the  goods  to  be 
transferred  by  transfer  of  the  document. 
See  Berklev  v.  Watling,  7  Ad.  &  El.  29,  112 
Eng.  Reprint,  382,  2  Nev.  &  P.  178,  6  L.  J.  K. 
B.  N.  S.  195.  But  one  who  did  not  have 
a  valid  title  to  the  goods  could  not,  by  trans- 
fer of  the  bill  of  lading,  give  a  good  title  to 
a  bona  fide  holder.  Shaw  v.  North  Pennsyl- 
vania R.  Co.  (Shaw  V.  Merchants'  Nat.  Bank) 
101  r.  S.  557,  25  L.  ed.  892.  When,  in  the 
interests  of  commerce,  the  Federal  Uniform 
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Bills  of  Lading  Act  extended  to  bills  of  lad- 
ing certain  characteristics  of  negotiable 
paper  in  order  to  protect  a  bona  fide  pur- 
chaser of  such  bills,  it  was  deelned  proper  to 
afford  also  certain  protection  to  the  carrier. 
This  was  done,  in  part,  by  providing  in  $  9 
that  the  carrier  would  be  justified  in  mak- 
ing delivery  to  any  person  in  possession  of 
an  order  bill  of  lading,  duly  indorsed,  with 
certain  exceptions  to  be  noted  below.    .    .    . 

"The  only  exception  to  the  rule  justify- 
ing the  carrier  in  making  delivery  to  one  in 
possession  of  an  order  bill  of  lading  indorsed 
in  blank,  which  is  urged  as  applicable  here, 
is  where  the  carrier  has  information  that 
the  person  in  possession  of  the  bill  is  not 
lawfully  entitled  to  the  goods." 

Right  to  deliver  to  true  owner  without  bill. 
—  Reading  together  sections  9,  18  and  19 
'*  it  becomes  quite  clear  that  Congress  in- 
tended to  confer  upon  carriers  transporting 
goods  in  interstate  commerce  the  right  to  de- 
liver the  goods  to  the  true  owner  and  to 
make  such  delivery  a  complete  defense  to  an 
action  by  a  shipper  who  holds  an  order  bill 
of  lading  and  who  sues  to  recover  damages 
for  a  failure  to  deliver  the  goods  to  him." 
Banik  r.  Chicago,  etc,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  147 
Minn.  175,  179  N.  W.  899. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  75,  sec.  11. 

Shipper  a  bona  fide  pttrchaser. —  Shippers 
who  took  back  a  draft  and  attached  bill  of 
lading,  with  full  knowledge  that  the  terminal 
carrier  had  made  delivery  to  another  carrier 
without  requiring  a  surrender  of  the  bill  of 
lading,  as  provided  in  that  instrument,  and 
that  the  drawee  had  refused  to  accept  the 
shipment  or  honor  the  draft,  cannot  claim 
the  protection  of  this  section.  Pere  Mar- 
quette R.  Co.  r.  French,  (1921)  254  U.  S. 
538,  41  S.  Ct.  195,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
reversing  (1919)  204  Mich.  678,  171  N.  W. 
491. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  75,  sec.  13. 

Wairer  of  terma  of  bill. —  In  Declcer  k  Sons 
V.  Director  General,  (1919)  56  I.  C.  C.  453, 
it  was  contended  that  section  10  of  the 
uniform  bill  of  lading  providing  that  "  any 
alteration,  addition,  or  erasure  in  this  bill 
of  lading,  which  ahall  be  made  without  an 
indorsement  thereof  hereon,  signed  by  the 
agent  of  the  carrier  issuing  this  bill  of  lad- 
ing, ehall  be  without  effect,  and  this  bill  of 
lading  shall  be  enforceable  according  to  its 
original  tenor,"  permitted  a  waiver  of  any 
of  the  terms  or  conditions  of  the  bill  of 
lading.  In  overruling  this  contention,  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  said:  "  It 
obviously  refers  only  to  those  provisions 
which  are  peculiar  to  a  given  bill  of  lading 
and  which  are  subject  to  alteration,  addition, 
or  erasure,  such  as  the  description  of  the 
property,  routing,  etc.,  and  does  not  author- 
ize  a   waiver   of   those    uniform   provisions 


which  are  incorporated  in  the  carrier's  pub- 
lished tariffs  and  are  presumed  to  be  a  part 
of  the  transportation  contract,  and,  as  such, 
binding  upon  both  carrier  and  shipper." 

1918Supp.,  p.  76,  sec.  18. 

Right  to  deliver  to  true  owner  without 
bill. —  See  annotation  under  eec.  9. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  76,  sec.  19. 

Right  to  deliver  to  true  owner  without 
bilL — See  annotation  under  sec.  9. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  76,  sec.  20. 

Unnecessary  enlargement  of  description  in 
bill. — This  section  makes  it  the  duty  of  the 
carrier  in  loading  package  freight  to  count 
the  packages,  but  lays  no  duty  on  him  ho 
ascertain  the  kind,  quantity,  or  weight.  In 
loading  bulk  freight  he  must  ascertain  the 
kind  and  quantity.  The  fair  implication  is 
that  he  must  state  in  the  bill  the  number  of 
packages  so  counted,  and  the  kind  and 
quantity  of  bulk  freight  so  ascertained.  If 
the  description  in  the  bill  be  enlarged  by 
stating  the  nature  of  the  contents  of  the  pack- 
ages, or  the  weight  of  them,  it  is  voluntary 
and  gratuitous,  and  the  statement  may  be 
guarded  and  qualified  as  the  carrier  sees  fit. 
Ellis  V.  Payne,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1921)  274  Fed. 
443,  so  holding  in  the  case  of  cotton  in  perma- 
nent bales  which  is  declared  to  be  package 
freight. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  77,  sec.  21. 

Diacrepanciea  in  eleyator  weights. —  In 
Matter  of  Bills  of  Lading,  (1919)  62  I.  C. 
C.  G71,  certain  shippers  proposed  the 
elimination  from  the  uniform  bill  of  lading 
of  a  provision  that  carriers  should  not  be 
liable  for  "differences  in  the  weights  of 
grain  seed  or  other  commodities  caused  by 
.  discrepancies  in  elevator  weights." 
Kegarding  the  advisability  of  such  an 
elimination,  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission said:  "Under  section  21  of  the 
bills  of  lading  act  above  referred  to,  where 
a  shipper  of  bulk  freight  has  installed  and 
maintains  adequate  weighing  facilities,  the 
carrier  must,  upon  written  request,  and 
after  reasonable  opportunity  so  to  do,  ascer- 
tain the  kind  and  quantity  of  grain.  This 
gives  the  carrier  the  opportunity  of  weigh- 
ing the  grain  when  it  is  shipped.  The  ar- 
rangement, however,  does  not  provide  a 
like  opportunity  at  destination  where,  for 
instance,  grain  is  delivered  into  an  elevator 
and  weighed  by  the  elevator  of  consignee. 
The  carrier  is  liable,  both  at  common  law 
and  under  the  federal  statute,  for  any  actual 
loss  of  goods  caused  by  it  while  in  transit. 
If  a  difference  in  weights  results  from  actual 
loss  of  the  goods  so  caused  by  it,  the  carrier 
must  pay  the  claim  for  such  loss.  Under 
the  law  it  ie  the  carrier's  duty  to  collect. 
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and  the  shipper's  duty  to  pay,  freight  charges 
based  upon  correct,  not  estimated,  weights. 
The  claimed  loss  presents  a  question  of  fact. 
Whether  or  not  a  *  discrepancy '  in  elevator 
weights  results  from  actual  loss  of  the  com- 
modity or  an  error,  human  or  mechanical, 
in  the  weighing  operations,  is  a  question  of 
fact  to  be  determined  from  all  the  evidence. 
The  burden  of  proof  to  show  what  is  the  cor- 
rect weight  should  depend,  in  a  measure  at 
least,  upon  which  of  the  parties,  carrier  or 
shipper,  is  responsible  for  the  accuracy  of 
the  weights.  It  would  appear,  therefore, 
that  the  disputed  provision  relative  to 
'  discrepancies  in  elevator  weights  '  is  of  no 
real  effect  in  limiting  the  liability  of  the 
carrier  and  is   mere   surplusage." 

1918  Supp.,  p.  77,  sec.  22. 

Fraud  by  agent  in  giving  straight  bill  in- 
stead of  order  bill. — ^A  carrier  is  liable  for 
the  fraudulent  act  of  his  agent  in  giving  to 


a  shipper  a  strai^t  bill  of  lading  when  the 
shipper  in  effect  requested  an  order  bill. 
That  the  fraud  was  not  willful  is  not  im- 
portant. Buholm  V.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(1»2D)   146  Minn.  1,  177  N.  W.  772. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  81,  sec.  41. 

Intent  and  presumption  as  to  intent. —  On 
a  trial  for  forging  and  negotiating  bills  of 
lading  an  instruction  has  been  held  proper 
which  defined  the  offense  charged  as  always 
including  the  element  of  intent  to  defraud 
as  an  essential  ingredient,  and  laid  down 
the  proposition  that,  if  the  accused  received 
the  bills  of  lading  without  the  signature  of 
the  railway  agent,  and  negotiated  them  to 
secure  money,  then  the  presumption  would 
be  he  intended  to  cheat  and  defraud,  and 
that  unless  he  rebutted  the  presumption,  or 
there  was  a  reasonable  doubt  of  his  intent, 
he  should  be  convicted.  Jackson  r.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  770. 


CENSUS 


Vol.  II,  p.  35,  sec.  11.     [First  ed., 
vol.  I,  p.  738.] 

This  section  was  not  repealed  by  the  act 
of  1019.  (Fed.  St.  Ann.  1919  Supp.  p.  16) 
Holcomb  r.  Spikes,  (Tex.  19'21 )  232  S.  W. 
891. 

Bnlletin  as  evidence. — A  bulletin  issued 
under  this  act  will  be  judicially  noticed  and 
considered  in  evidence,  despite  a  certificate 
of  the  director  of  census  that  the  count  was 
subject  to  correction.  Holcomb  v.  Spikes, 
(Tex.  1921)  232  S.  W.  891,  wherein  the 
court  said: 

"  It  is  insisted  that  the  Director  of  Census 
gave  a  certificate  to  the  effect  that  the 
count  for  the  census  was  subject  to  correc- 
tion. If  this  certificate  was  authorized  by 
the  act,  we  do  not  believe  it  should  be  held 
that  this  evidenced  that  the  census  was  not 
complete  under  the  terms  of  the  law  when 
the  Director  had  ofiicially  published  and 
distributed  bulletins  that  the  population  was 
over  10,000.  It  is  not  a  certificate  that 
the  official  count  was  incomplete  or  was  not 
correct.  In  fact,  his  subsequent  certificate 
shows  it  was  correct,  and  that  his  bulletin 
had  been  properly  issued.  The  bulletin,  we 
believe,  officially  announced  the  population 
shown  by  the  list  forwarded  by  the  enu- 


merators of  Lubbock  county  and  supervisors 
of  the  district,  and  that  as  filed  in  the 
archives  of  the  census  ofiice  it  was  open  to 
the  public.  The  statute  authorized,  if  there 
was  an  incomplete  or  erroneous  enumeration, 
that  it  could  be  amended  or  taken  anew. 
The  bulletin  does  not  indicate  that  it  was 
incomplete  or  negligently  done,  but  rather 
indicates  it  may  be  subject  to  correction.  It 
does  not  carry  the  idea  that  it  was  incom- 
plete, but  that  it  was  complete.  We  think, 
when  the  bulletin  was  given  to  the  public, 
officials  who  were  required  to  act  with  ref- 
erence thereto  may  take  official  notice  that 
the  enumeration  had  been  made  and  was 
then  in  the  archives  of  that  office,  subject 
to  the  inspection  of  the  public  in  which  the 
population  of  LfUbbock  county  had  been  de- 
termined. The  fact  that  it  mav  be  corrected 
does  not  indicate  that  the  census  was  not 
complete  and  then  a  public  document  under 
the  law." 

1919  Supp.,  p.  27,  sec.  34. 

Prior  act  not  repealed. —  The  act  author- 
izing the  public  printer  to  print  bulletins, 
etc.  (2  Fed.  BL  Ann.  p.  36,  |  11)  was  not 
repealed  bv  this  act.  (Holcomb  9.  Spikes, 
(Tex.  1921)   232  S.  W.  891. 
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Vol.  II,  p.  67,  sec.   1.      [First  ed., 

vol.  I,  p.  774.] 

Chinese  person  bom  in  the  United  States 
—  Estoppel, —  There  is  said  to  be  no  prin- 
ciple of  estoppel  in  faTor  of  an  applicant 
from  the  fact  that  his  father  and  his  two 
brothers  were  admitted  to  the  United  States 
as  citizens  thereof.  White  v.  Chan  Wy 
Sheung,  (CCA.  9th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
764. 

Burden  of  proof, — ^A.  son  of  a  Chinese  per- 
son who  seeks  admission  as  the  eon  of  a 
native  bom  citizen  of  the  United  States  has 
the  burden  to  show  that  his  father  was  bom 
in  the  United  States.  White  t?.  Chan  Wy 
Sheung,  (C  C  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
764. 

Hearing. — ^A  denial  of  a  fair  hearing  can- 
not  be  established  by  showing  that  the  de- 
cision of  the  immigration  officials  was  against 
the  weight  of  testimony.  White  f?.  Chan  Wy 
Sheimg,  (C  C  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
764. 

Vol.   II,  p.  71,  sec.   6.      [First  ed., 

vol.  I,  p.  778.] 

Wives  and  minor  children  of  Chinese 
laborers. — ^A  Chinese  person,  first  permitted 
to  enter  the  United  States  in  1901  as  a  resi- 
dent merchant's  minor  son,  but  who  subse- 
quently acquired  the  status  of  laborer,  and 
as  such  is  entitled  to  remain  in  the  United 
States,  may  not  properly  demand  that  his 
wife  and  minor  children,  who  were  bom  in 
China,  and  have  never  resided  ehewhere, 
be  permitted  to  come  into  this  country  and 
reside  with  him.  The  Federal  statutes  ex- 
clude all  Chinese  persons  belonging  to  the 
class  defined  as  laborers  except  those 
specifically  and  definitely  exempted,  and 
there  is  no  such  exemption  of  a  resident 
laborer's  wife  and  minor  children.  Yee  Won 
r.  White,  (1921)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  604, 
66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C  C  A. 
9th  Cir.  1919)  268  Fed.  792,  170  C  C  A.  86. 

Vol.  II,  p.  76,  sec.  11.     [First  ed., 

vol.  I,  p.  782.] 

Prosecution  under  Immigration  Act. — A 
person  bringing  Chinese  laborers  into  the 
United  States,  who,  because  of  failure  actu- 
ally to  land  the  aliens  in  the  United  States, 
did  not  proceed  far  enough  to  violate  this 
section,  may  be  prosecuted  under  the  Immi- 
gration Act  of  February  5,  1917,  §  8,  (see 
1918  Supp.  p.  220)  the  latter  section  being 
broader  and  more  comprehensive  in  its 
terms.  U.  8.  v.  Butt,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  38, 
41  S.  Ct.  37,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)   — . 

Indictment — In  Kaphan  v.  U.  S.,   (C.  C 


A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  323,  there  were 
two  indictments  against  the  defendant.  In 
one  it  was  charged  that  he  and  others 
conspired  to  bring  into  the  United  States, 
and  to  cause  to  be  brought  into  and  to  aid 
and  abet  the  bringing  into  and  landing  in  the 
United  States,  through  the  port  of  San  Fran- 
cisco, Chinese  persons  who  were  not  lawfully 
entitled  to  enter  or  remain  in  the  United 
States;  in  the  other  he,  with  others,  was 
charged  with  having  conspired  to  willfully 
and  unlawfully  conceal,  remove,  mutilate, 
obliterate,  and  destroy  recorde,  papers,  and 
other  documents  filed  and  deposited  in  a 
public  office,  to  wit.  the  immigrati<m  office 
at  Angel  Island,  Cal.  In  determining  the 
sufficiency  of.  the  latter  indictment,  the  court 
said: 

<'It  is  said  that  the  indictment  is  de- 
fective, in  that  there  is  no  allegation  as  to 
what  Kaphan  did  with  the  records  which 
he  would  use  in  bringing  and  causing  to  be 
brought  into  Uie  United  States  Chinese  per- 
sons not  entitled  to  enter  or  remain  in  the 
United  States.  The  point  is  not  well  taken. 
The  indictment,  after  alleging  that  Kaphan 
with  others  conspired  to  do  the  things 
charged  as  heretofore  stated,  averred  that  in 
furtherance  of  the  conspiracy  and  to  effect 
the  object  thereof  one  of  the  defendant*,  Yow, 
delivered,  to  another  defendant,  Akers,  cer- 
tain letters  addressed  to  Chinese  applicants 
for  admission  to  the  United  States  awaiting 
examination  to  enter  the  United  States  at 
the  immigration  station  at  Angel  Island,  Cal., 
and  that  the  letters  contained  questions  and 
answers  to  be  used  by  the  applicants  as  a 
means  of  gaining  admission  to  the  United 
States.  The  indictment  was  drawn  under 
section  37  of  the  Penal  Code,  and  section  11 
of  the  Chinese  Immigration  Act  (section  11, 
Act  May  6,  1882,  as  amended  by  Act  July  5, 
1884).  Section  11  provides  that  any  person 
who  shall  knowingly  bring  into  or  cause 
to  be  brought  into  the  United  States,  or  aid 
or  abet  the  landing  in  the  United  States, 
from  any  vessel,  of  any  Chinese  person  not 
lawfully  entitled  to  enter  the  United  States, 
shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor. 
Inasmuch  as  the  charge  was  for  conspiring 
to  violate  the  section  just  referred  to,  it  was 
unnecessary  to  allege  in  detail  what  Kaphan 
did  with  the  records  which  were  delivered, 
and  which  contained  questions  to  be  used  by 
the  applicants  as  a  means  of  gaining  admis- 
sion to  the  United  States.'* 

Vol.  II,  p.  77,  sec.   1Z     [First  ed., 

vol.  r,  p.  782.] 

Temporary  admission  under  bond. — Where 
a  Chinaman  has  been  permitted  to  come 
into   this   country   temporarily   on    giving    a 
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bond  to  appear  for  any  hearing  or  hearings 
to  finally  determine  the  question  of  his  right 
to  enter  or  remain,  his  rights  must  be  deter- 
mined as  of  the  date  of  his  application  for 
entry.  He  cannot  by  engaging  in  a  mer- 
cantile enterprise  acquire  a  residential  status. 
Ex  p.  Wu  Kao,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  270 
Fed.  351. 

Vol.   II,   p.  82,  sec.  7.      [First  ed., 
vol.  I,  p.  770.] 

The  purpose  of  readmission  certificates  is 
to  avoid  detention  and  to  facilitate  the  read- 
mission  of  Chinese  aliens  who  are  entitled 
to  return  to  the  United  States  under  the 
Chinese  Exclusion  Lawe.  Hee  Fuk  Yuen  v. 
White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  10. 

Status  acquired  by  domicile. — A  Chinese 
merchant  once  lawfully  domiciled  in  the 
United  States  does  not  thereby  acquire  a 
status  which  entitles  him  to  readmission. 
Hee  Puk  Yuen  c.  White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)    273  Fed.   10. 

Return  certificate  as  determining  right  of 
re-entry. —  Such  certificates  have  no  binding 
effect  as  adjudications  of  the  right  to  return. 
Hee  Fuk  Yuen  v.  White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)  273  Fed.  10. 

Vol.  II,  p.  86,  sec.   13.     [First  ed., 
vol.  I,  p.  772.] 

Repeal  of  section. —  The  right  to  a  judicial 
hearing  given  by  this  section  is  taken  away 
by  the  Immigration  Act  of  Feb.  5,  1*917  (1918 
Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  p.  211  et  seq.)  in 
the  case  of  deportation  proceeding  against 
a  Chinese  woman  for  prostitution,  though 
her  entry  into  the  United  States  was  prior 
to  the  passage  of  that  act.  Chin  Shee  r. 
White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  275  Fed.  801. 

Vol.  II,  p.  94,  sec.  3.      [First  ed., 
vol.  I,  p.  762.] 

Sufficiency. —  Evidence  held  insufficient  to 
entitle  defendant  to  remain  in  the  United 
States,  see  Doo  Fook  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th 
Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  800. 

Burden  and  measure  of  proof. — "  The  hur- 
den  of  the  attack  is  upon  the  government; 


but  that  does  not  mean  that  the  government 
must  in  any  event  introduce  proof  to  show 
that  the  defendant  is  not  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States.  The  attack  may  he  made 
upon  the  evidence  produced  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant  upon  the  hearing,  and  if  that 
evidence  is  contradictory,  or  insufficient  to 
show  that  the  defendant  was  bom  in  the 
United  States,  the  court  would  be  justified 
in  80  holding,  notwithstanding  the  previous 
action  of  the  Executive  Department  of  the 
government  in  giving  him  a  landing.  In 
other  words,  the  burden  of  proof  placed  on 
the  defendant  by  the  statute  in  a  deportation 
case  is  not  shifted  until  that  proof  estab- 
lishes to  the  satisfaction  of  the  court  his 
lawful  right  to  be  and  remain  in  the  United 
States."  Doo  Fook  v.  U..  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9t4i 
Cir.   1921)    272  Fed.  860. 

Vol.  II,  p.  104,  sec.  2.      [First  ed., 
vol.  I,  p.  760.] 

Chinese  merchants  —  In  general. — A  mer- 
chant is  a  person  engaged  in  buying  and  sell- 
ing merchandise,  who  during  the  time  does 
not  engage  in  the  performance  of  any  manual 
labor,  except  such  as  is  necessary  in  the 
conduct  of  his  business  as  such  merchant. 
The  words  "laborer  or  laborers"  include 
both  skilled  and  unskilled  manual  laborers; 
the  statute  instancing  certain  lines  of  work 
which  may  be  considered  as  illustrative.  A 
merchant  may  therefore  do  certain  labor 
without  losing  his  status  as  a  merchant,  but 
that  labor  must  be  done  in  and  about  the 
conduct  of  his  business,  and  be  necessary 
thereto.  If  he  goes  beyond  this,  and  engages 
in  manual  labor  not  connected  with  his  busi- 
ness as  a  merchant,  he  is  to  be  classed  as  a 
laborer;  his  status  being  manifested  bv  the 
kind  of  work  he  does.  Chan  Gai  Jan  t7. 
White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  869. 

Conclniiyeneia  of  finding. —  The  determina- 
tion of  the  Department  of  Labor  as  to 
whether  a  Chinaman  is  a  merchant  or  a 
laborer  within  the  intendment  of  the  Chinese 
exclusion  legislation  is  final  and  conclusive 
where  there  is  competent  evidence  of  a  per- 
suasive character  to  sustain  it.  Chan  Gai 
Jan  1?.  White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  869. 


CITIZENSHIP 


Vol.  II,  p.  119,  sec.  1996.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  I,  p.  788.] 
A  person  will  be  denied  admission  to  citi- 
senship  where  the  evidence  discloses  that  he 
enlisted  in  the  United  States  army;  that  he 
later  deserted  therefrom;  that  he  was  subse- 
quently taken  into  custody,  tried  by  a  general 


court-martial  upon  the  charge  of  desertion, 
in  violation  of  the  forty-seventh  Article  of 
War,  found  guilty  of  such  charge,  and  sen- 
tenced, among  other  punishments,  to  be  dis- 
honorably discharged  from  the  service  and  to 
be  confined  at  hard  labor  for  one  year.  In  re 
Gnadt,   (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)   269  Fed.  189. 


CLAIMS 
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Vol.  II,  p.  123,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  69.] 
American    woman    married     to     resident 
foreigner. —  To  same  effect  as  original  anno- 
tation, see  Techt  v.  Hughes,  (1920)  229  N.  Y. 
222,  128  N.  £.  185,  11  A.  L.  B.  106. 


Alien  wife  of  aMen  husband. —  The  alien 
wife  of  an  alien  husband  cannot  hecome  a 
naturalized  citizen  of  the  United  States. 
Tn  re  Guary,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed. 
968. 


CIVIL  RIGHTS 


Vol.  II,  p.  143,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  740.] 

Exclusion  as  rerersihle   error. — A   convic- 
tion of  a  negro  will  he  reversed  where  negroes 


were  excluded  from  the  jury  solely  on  account 
of  their  oolor,  the  violation  of  this  act  ren- 
dering void  the  action  of  the  jury  commis- 
sioners in  selecting  the  panel.  Ware  t\  State, 
(1920)   146  Ark.  321,  225  S.  W.  626. 


CLAIMS 


Vol.  ii,  p.  179,  sec.  3477.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  7.] 
Railway  company  succeeding  to  claims  of 
another  by  consolidation.— ^  The  prohibition 
of  this  section,  against  the  transfer  or  as- 
signment of  claims  against  the  United  States, 
does  not  preclude  a  recovery  by  a  railway 
company  against  the  United  States  for 
charges  for  transportation  services  originally 
payable  to  another  railway  company  to  whose 
rights  the  former  company  has  succeeded 
through  merger  or  consolidation  sanctioned 
by  state  laws.  Seaboard  Air  Line  Ry.,  v. 
U.  S.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  611, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  -— ,  reversing  (1918)  53 
Ct.   CI.   107. 

Vol.  11,  p.  216,  sec.  3466.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  45.] 

Rights  of  sureties  paying  claims. — See  anno- 
tation under  R.  S.  sec.  3468,  tn/ra,  this  page. 

R.  S.  sec.  3468  contrasted. —  "  Section  3468, 
applying  an  established  rule  of  the  law  of 
subrogation  (Lidderdale  v.  Robinson,  12 
Wheat.  594,  696,  6  L.  ed.  740,  741),  declares 
that  when  a  surety  pays  to  the  United  States 
the  money  due  upon  ...  [a]  bond,  such 
surety  .  .  .  shall  have  the  like  priority 
for    the    recovery  of    the    moneys 

.  .  .  as  is  secured  to  the  United  States. 
Section  3466,  embodying  the  common-law 
rule  by  which  the  sovereign  has  priority  over 
other  creditors  of  an  insolvent  (United  States 
V.  State  Bank,  6  Pet.  29,  35,  8  L.  ed.  308, 
310),  declares  that  the  debts  due  to  the 
United  States  shall  first  be  satisfied.  There 
is  no  conflict  between  the  two  sections,  which 
are  substantially  a  re-enactment  and  exten- 
sion of  the  provisions  of  §  65  of  the  Act  of 
^^aTch  2,  1799,  chap.  22,  1  Stat,  at  L.  627, 
676."    U.  S.  V.  National  Surety  Co.,   (1920) 


254  U.  S.  73,  41  S.  Ct.  29,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — . 

Income  tax. —  It  is  said  that  in  a  certain 
sense  an  income  tax  is  due  as  soon  as  there 
is  an  income  but  that  the  tax  is  **  solvendum 
in  futuro  "  and  becomes  payable  only  when 
the  solution  or  assessment  is  accomplished. 
Pennsylvania  Cement  Co.  v.  Bradley  Con- 
tracting Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  274  Fed. 
1003. 

Receivers. — While  receivers  are  not  men- 
tioned by  name  or  title  in  this  and  the 
following  section,  yet  they  are  within  the 
purview  of  the  act.  Pennsylvania  Cement 
Co.  V.  Bradley  Contracting  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)    274  Fed.   1003. 

Vol.  II,  p.  222,  sec.  3467.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  49.] 

Receiver. —  It  seems  that  a  receiver  of  a 
corporation  who  hastened  distribution  of  the 
estate  before  the  due  date  of  an  income  tax 
and  then  declared  that  he  had  had  nothing 
to  pay  it  with  would  be  personally  responsi- 
,ble.  And  it  is  further  declared  that  any 
court  which  facilitates  such  a  distribution 
would  he  chargeable  with  judicial  wrong- 
doing. Pennsylvania  Cement  Co.  17.  Bradley 
(>)ntracting  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  274 
Fed.  1003. 

Vol.  II,  p.  223,  sec.  3468.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  50.] 
Rights  of  sureties  paying  claims. —  The 
United  States,  having  been  given  by  R.  S. 
§  3466,  (see  vol.  2,  p.  216)  priority  over 
other  creditors  of  an  insolvent  debtor,  is 
entitled  to  such  priority,  as  against  a  surety 
on  the  debtor's  bond  to  the  government,  for 
the  amount  of  its  claim  remaining  unpaid 
after  the   surety  has  paid  the  full  amount 
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of  the  liability  on  the  bond,  although  by 
this  section,  when  a  surety  pays  to  the 
United  States  the  money  due  upon  a  bond, 
such  surety  is  given  like  priority  for  the 
recovery  of  the  money  as  is  secured  to  the 
United  States.  While  the  priority  given  the 
surety  by  such  statute  attaches  as  soon  as 


the  obligation  upon  the  bond  is  discharged, 
it  cannot  ripen  into  enjoyment  unless  or  until 
the  whole  debt  due  the  United  States  is 
satisfled.  U.  S.  r.  National  Surety  Co., 
(1920)  264  U.  S.  73,  41.8.  Ct.  29,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1919)   262  Fed.  62. 


COINAGE,  MINTS  AND  ASSAY  OFFICES 


Vol.  II,  p.  365,  sec.  3565.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  145.] 
A  judgment  on  a  foreign  bill  of  exchange 
payable  in  pounds  sterling  should  be  entered 


on  the  basis  of  the  rate  of  exchange  prevail- 
ing at  the  time  the  judgment  is  entered. 
Liberty  Nat.  Bank  v.  Burr,  (£.  D.  Pa.  1921) 
270  Fed.  261. 


COLLISIONS 


Vol.  II,  p.  389,  art.  16.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  160.] 

Application  of  article  to  sailing  vessels. — 
The  rule  regarding  moderate  speed  in  a  fog 
applies  to  sailing  vessels  as  well  as  to 
steamers,  although  different  considerations 
enter  into  the  determination  of  what  is  mod- 
erate speed  for  a  sailing  vessel.  Adams  i\ 
U.  S.,   (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)   272  Fed.  780. 

Vol.  11,  p.  393,  art.  20.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  162.] 

Presumption  as  to  fault. — Where  a  steamer 
and  schooner  are  approaching  each  other,  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  schooner  to  hold  her 
course  and  of  the  steamer  to  keep  out  of  her 
way,  and  the  fact  that  the  steamer  failed 
to  do  so  raises  a  presumption  of  fault  on 
her  part.  Crowell  v.  U.  S.,  (D.  C.  Mass. 
1921)    273  Fed.  227. 

Vol.  II,  p.  394,  art.  21.    [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  162.] 

Privileged  vessel  to  keep  course. — "  It  is 
the  duty  of  the  privileged  vessel  to  keep 
'  on  her  course  until  a  departure  is  necessary 
to  avoid  immediate  danger/  and  the  rule  as 
to  speed  is  the  same  as  that  regarding  the 
course.  The  fact  that  subsequent  events  show 
that  stopping  and  backing  on  the  part  of  the 
privileged  vessel  would  have  avoided  collision 
does  not  prove  negligence."  The  Bino:ham- 
ton,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  69. 

Rule  applied. — Where  a  privileged  steamer 
maintained  her  course  and  SDeed  up  to  one 
minute  of  the  time  of  the  collision  prior  to 
which  time  it  was  possible  for  the  other  to 
avoid  her  by  porting,  she  will  not  be  held 
in  fault,  at  least  in  the  absence  of  some  dis- 


tinct indication  that  the  burdened  vessel  was 
about  to  fail  in  her  dutv.  The  Bingham  ton, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  69. 

Vol.  II,  p.  395,  art.  23.     [First  ed., 

vol.  11,  p.  162.] 

Liability  for  failure  to  lessen  speed. —  It 
has  been  held  that  it  is  a  fault  for  a  vessel 
to  approach  at  full  speed  a  light  the  color 
and  significance  of  which  is  not  clear.  Crowell 
V.  V.  S.,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  273  Fed.  227, 
holding  a  steamer  to  be  at  fault  in  thus 
approaching  a  sailing  vessel. 

Vol.  II,  p.  396,  art.  24.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  162.] 

Overtaking     vessel.— -In      The      Stortind; 
(E.   D.    Va.    1920)    264   Fed.    1013,  the    evi 
dence  was  held  to  show  that  a  vessel   was 
overtaking  another. 

Vol.  II,  p.  398,  art.  29.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  163.] 

Failure  to  maintain  lookout. —  To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
The  Brandon,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.   176. 

Position  of  lookout. —  In  case  of  a  fog  a 
lookout  should  be  posted  on  the  forward 
deck.  Adams  v.  V.  S.,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921) 
272  Fed.  780. 

Lookouts  during  fog.-^  It  is  negligence  for 
a  schooner  to  carry  full  sail  and  maintain 
unnecessarily  a  speed  of  approximately 
6  knots  through  a  fog,  and  to  proceed  for 
a  period  of  time  which,  though  short,  was 
vitally  important,  without  a  lookout,  and 
without  diidrply  using  her  fog  horn  after 
she  had  become  aware  of  the  presence  of  the 
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steamer,  and  to  have  no  officer  on  deck  in 
charge  of  her  morements,  and  authorieed  to 
give  prompt  orders  as  the  vessels  approached 
each  other.  Adams  v,  U.  S.,  (D.  C.  Mass. 
1921)  272  Fed.  780.  And  a  steamer  proceed- 
ing at  immoderate  speed  through  a  fog 
without  a  properly  posted  lookout  is  guilty 
of  gross  negligence.  Adams  v.  U.  S.,  (D.  G. 
Mass.  1921)  272  Fed.  780,  holding  a  speed 
of  eight  or  nine  knots  to  be  immoderate. 

Mutual  fault.— In  The  Brandon,  (C.  C.  A. 
4th  Cir.  1921)  27S  Fed.  176,  both  vessels 
were  held  to  have  been  mutually  at  fault  in 
violating  thi«  article  and  other  rules  of 
navigation* 

Vol.  il,  p.  407,  Rule  15.     [First  ed., 

vol.  11,  p.  171.] 

Evidence. —  It  has  been  held  that  proof 
tending  to  show  an  established  and  long- 
continued  custom  on  the  part  of  a  steamer 
never  to  check  merely  for  fog,  no  matter  how 
dense,  but  to  continue  at  full  speed»  would 
be  distinctly  relevant  toward  determining  an 
otherwise  doubtful  issue  of  fact,  whether  the 
boat  on  a  particular  occasion,  while  under 
the  same  management  and  the  same  master, 
did  depart  from  that  custom  and  for  the 
first  time  show  caution,  instead  of  utter 
recklessness.  The  Choctaw,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  114, 

Vol.  II,  p.  411,  Rule  24.     [First  ed., 
vol.  II,  p.  172.] 

Coniflion  in  St.  Clair  Flats.— In  the  Per- 
seus, (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  633, 
which  involved  the  liability  for  a  collision 
occurring  in  the  St.  Clair  Flats  in  conse- 
quence of  which  a  tug  and  scow  colliding 
with  a  steamer  were  sunk,  the  tug  was  held 
at  fault  sufficient  to  account  for  the  collision, 
in  failing  to  hear  the  one-blast  response  of 
the  Perseus;  not  hearing  it,  in  continuing 
to  navigate  thereafter  on  the  assumption 
that  a  port  to  port  passing  agreement  had 
been  made;  and  also  in  giving  a  cross-signal 
when  the  boats  were  but  a  few  hundred  feet 
apart,  and  executing  it  without  waiting  for 
response  from  the  Perseus.  The  court  also 
declared  that  the  contention  that  the  steamer 
violated  the  duty  of  an  unencumbered 
steamer  to  keep  clear  of  a  craft  burdened 
with  a  tow  was  in  its  opinion,  properly 
answered  by  the  trial  court  in  the  statement 
that  the  collision  did  not  happen  because  the 
tug  was  encumbered  with  a  tow  and  could 
not  be  maneuvered  and  handled  with  the  same 
freedom  as  a  tug  thus  not  encumbered,  and 
the  weather  was  calm,  and  such  wind  as  was 
blowing  would  aid  rather  than  hinder  the 
tug  in  keeping  on  her  proper  course. 


Vol.  11,  p.  414,  Rule  28.    [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  173.]"   • 

Lookontt. —  In  the  case  of  a  tug  having 
a  barge  in  tow  failure  to  have  a  lookout 
stationed  forward  was  held  to  be  negligence 
in  Mylroie  i;.  British  Columbia  Mills  Tug, 
etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
449. 

In  The  Choctaw,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  114,  a  case  of  a  collision  in  a  fog, 
a  vessel  was  held  liable  for  not  maintaining 
a  proper  lookout  where  the  lookout  was  sta- 
tioned two  hundred  feet  back  of  the  bow. 

Vol.  11,  p.  419,  art.  11.     [First  ed., 
vol.  IT,  p.  176.] 

Duty  to  avoid  coUiaion. —  The  obligation  od 
the  part  of  free  vessels  to  avoid  risk  of 
collision  with  those  incumbered,  or  at  rest, 
is  imperative,  and  one  that  the  admiralty 
courts  must  enforce,  having  regard  to  the 
perihs  of  navigation  and  the  importance  of 
the  rule  of  the  road  in  respect  thereto.  The 
Shinsei  Karu,  (£.  D.  Va.  1020)  266  Fed.  648. 

Duty  of  anchored  vesaeL —  In  the  case  of 
an  anchored  vessel  it  iaits  duty  to  hold  its 
place  so  long  as  there  is  any  doubt  as  to 
what  aa  approaching  vessel  may  do.  And 
such  a  ship  not  otherwise  in  fault  is  not  to 
be  held  blameworthy  because  those  in  charge 
of  her  do  not  instantly  figure  out  all  the 
possibilities  which  upon  calm  reflection  might 
be  suggested  by  the  unexpected  movements 
of  a  vessel  approaching  them,  and  that  men 
are  not  to  be  held  liable  for  not  possessing 
unusual  quickness  of  apprehension.  All  that 
can  be  required  is  the  exercise  of  reasonable 
care  and  skill.  The  Ceylon  Maru,  (D.  C. 
Md.  1920)   266  Fed.  396. 

Collision  not  to  be  anticipated. — An  an- 
chored vessel  is  not  required  to  contemplate 
the  probability  of  a  collision  happening  in 
broad  daylight,  as  well  as  at  night,  or  in  a 
thick  fog,  and  at  all  times,  in  calm  as  well 
as  in  stormy  weather,  and  to  keep  officers 
and  men  etanding  by,  ready  to  pay  out  chain 
at  a  moment's  notice.  Before  it  can  be  re- 
quired, there  must  be  notice  of  some  condi- 
tions out  of  the  ordinary,  which  makes  such 
a  precaution  one  that  an  ordinarily  ekillful 
and  prudent  mariner  would  take.  The  Ceylon 
Maru,    (D.  C.  Md.   1920)    266  Fed.  396. 

Evidence;  burden  of  proof. —  In  the  case 
of  a  collision  with  an  anchored  vessel  it  is 
incumbent  on  the  vessel  colliding  with  it  to 
show,  where  it  claims  that  its  steering  gear 
would  not  work,  what  waa  the  cause  of  the 
failure  of  the  steering  gear  to  function,  or 
what  were  all  the  possible  causes,  if  there 
were  more  than  one,  and  then  to  prove  that 
no  precautiona  reasonably  requirable  of  her 
would  have  prevented  its  or  their  operation. 
The  Ceylon  Maru,  (D.  C.  Md.  1920)  266 
Fed.  396. 
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Vol.  ii,  p.  420,  art.  12.     [First  ed., 
vol.  II,  p.- 177.]     . 

Use  of  flare  up  light. —  In  The  Lafayette, 
(G.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  917,  a  eloop 
yacht  was  held  not  to  be  guilty  of  negligence 
in  not  using  a  flare  up  light.  Being  a  privi- 
leged vessel  it  was  declared  to  be  her  right 
and  duty  to  keep  her  course  and  speed  and  a 
steamship  which  should  have  seen  her  but 
did  not»  because  it  did  hot  have  a  proper 
loolcout,  was  held  liable  for  the  collision. 

Vol.  II,  p.  420,  art.  15.     [First  ed., 
vol.  II,  p.  177.] 

Vessels  at  anchor  —  In  general. — A  vessel 
at  anchor  is  not  obliged  to  blow  danger 
whistles  unless  there  is  some  reason  there- 
for. Kinging  a  fog  bell  and  keeping  a  man 
on  deck  is  sufficient.  Central  Railroad  of 
New  Jersey  No.  27,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  270 
Fed.  297. 

Vol.  II,  p.  421,  art.  16.    [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  178.] 

Source  and  purpose  of  rule. — "  The  rule 
was  made  a  part  of  the  international  code 
adopted  by  Act  of  Congress .  of  August  19, 
1890,  26  Stat.  320.  It  became  effective  on 
July  1,  1897,  by  the  President's  proclamation. 

29  Stat.  885.  It  was  adopted  to  prevent 
collisions  at  sea.  But  Congress  has  also  made 
the  rule  applicable  for  harbors,  rivers,  and 
inland  waters  by  the  Act  of  June  7,   1897, 

30  Stat.  99."  The  No.  26,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)   266  Fed.  331. 

Rule  mandatory,  see  The  New  London,  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  83. 

Moderate  speed. —  A  vessel  proceeding  in 
a  fog  in  frequented  waters  at  such  speed 
that  she  cannot  stop  within  seeing  distance 
of  another  vessel  is  going  at  an  immoderate 
rate  of  speed  and  is  at  fault  for  collision. 
The  Albatross,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  273  Fed. 
285. 

Mutual  fault. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  The  New  London, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  83. 

In  the  Mexico-Maru,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921) 
270  Fed.  800,  a  vessel  moving  from  harbor 
at  night  and  vessel  at  anchor  with  which  it 
collided  held  mutually  at  fault,  the  former 
for  proceeding  at  excessive  speed  in  view  of 
conditions  as  to  fog  and  the  anchored  vessel 
for  failure  to  ring  her  fog  bell. 

Navigation  in  fog. —  Regarding  the  speed 
of  a  vessel  while  navigating  in  fog,  the 
court,  in  The  City  of  Richmond,  (D.  C.  Md. 
1920)   265  Fed.  722,  said: 

"  The  moderate  speed  to  which  a  vessel 
under  such  conditions  as  those  which  con- 
fronted the  City  of  Richmond  must  limit 
herself  means  *  a  speed  so  slow  that  the 
vessel   can    be   stopped   within    the   distance 


at  which  another  vessel  can  be  8«en.  If  tW 
fog  is  so  dense  as  to  justify  the  master  in 
believing  that  another  vessel  going  at  a 
moderate  speed  could  not  be  seen  at  the  dis- 
tance in  which  he  could  stop  his  vessel,  and 
that  the  two  vessels  would  be  in  danger  of 
collision,  then  the  master  should  anchor  and 
give  the  statutory  signals.'  The  City  of 
Kichmond  was  going  at  such  a  speed  in  the 
direction  from  which  fog  bells  were  sounded 
that,  after  she  had  seen  the  motionless  Texan, 
she  could  not  stop  in  time  to  avoid  a  crash. 
Her  fault  is  clear." 

Burden  of  proof. —  In  a  case  involving  this 
rule  it  is  declared  that  when  a  vessel  disre- 
gards a  rule  of  navigation,  she  has* the  burden 
of  showing  that  her  disobedience  did  not  con- 
tribute to  the  injury  which  followed.  The 
No.  25,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  331. 

Evidence  held  to  show  disregard  of  this 
rule  by  steamer  colliding  with  tug  in  Hudson 
River.  The  No.  26,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  331. 

Vol.  II,  p.  424,  art.  18,  Rule  1.  [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  178.] 

Mutual  fault. — A  tug  with  a  tow  coming 
out  of  a  slip  when  her  master  knew  that 
another  tug  was  crossing  the  slip  and  would 
necessarily  interfere  with  his  exit,  and  the 
second  tug  crossing  the  slip  without  a  proper 
lookout  were  both  held  to  be  at  fault  in 
The  Progressive,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
271    Fed.    207. 

In  The  Orange,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  458,  a  steamer  and  a  ferry  boat 
collided.  Both  vessels  were  held  to  be  at 
fault,  the  steamer,  which  was  the  burdened 
vessel,  for  attempting  to  cross  the  bow  of  a 
ferry  boat  instead  of  under  her  stem,  and 
the  ferry  boat  in  increasing  her  speed  after 
knowledge  that  the  steamer  was  disregarding 
her  signals. 

A  tug  passing  down  the  channel  of  a  river 
with  a  tow  and  hawser  of  unusual  .length 
and  in  violation  of  the  rules  and  regulations, 
thereby  unduly  obstructing  the  channel,  and 
a  steam  vessel  coming  into  the  channel  across 
anchorage  grounds,  which  were  crowded  with 
shipping,  at  too  great  a  rate  of  speed  to  avoid 
a  collision,  were  both  held  to  be  at  fault  in 
The  Berkley,  (E.  D.  Va.  1921)  271  Fed. 
35. 

Failure  to  act  on  signals. — ^A  vessel  has 
been  held  liable  for  a  collision  with  a  boat 
'  being  towed  where  those  in  charge  of  the 
vessel  were  depending  and  acting,  not  upon 
'what  the  sailing  lights  disclosed  to  t*iem 
was  the  course  of  the  tow,  but  upon  their 
assumption  of  what  the  course  was,  and  the 
'  collision  was  brought  about  by  their  assump- 
tion turning  out  to  be  wrong.*  They  failed 
to  observe  the  sailing  lights  of  the  tow.  The 
Senator  Penrose,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1021)  270  Fed. 
785. 
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Vol.  il,  p.  426,  Rule  V.     [First  ed., 
vol.  II,  p.  179.] 

Rights  of  ferryboat!  operating  near  thips. 
—  Ferryboats  *'  when  operating  in  or  close 
by  the  entrances  to  their  own  slips,  have 
rights  somewhat  superior  to  those  of  other 
eraft  in  the  immediate  vicinity.  The  Break- 
water, 155  U.  S.  252,  16  Sup.  Ct.  99,  39 
'L.  ed.  139.  These,  rights,  however,  are  no 
greater  than  those  reasonably  required  for 
the  proper  and  efficient  navigation  of  the 
privileged  boats.  Carroll  v.  City  of  New 
York,  249  Fed.  453,  161  C  C.  A.  411.  They 
must  maintain  a  sharp  lookout  for  craft 
.passing  up  and  down  the  stream,  and,  once 
safely  clear  of  their  racks,  are  bound  to  navi- 
gate with  respect  to  other  craft  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  the  road."  The  Hazelton, 
(0.  C.  A.  2d  Cirr.  1921)   273  Fed.  S15. 

Vol.  II,  p.  427,  Rule  Vlll.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  179.] 

Hule  to  be  applied. —  In  the  following  case 
a  vessel  was  held  at  fault  for  violation  of 
this  rule.  The  Plymouth,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)   271  Fed.  461. 

Vol.  II,  p.  428,  art.  19.    [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  180.] 

Change  by  agreement. — ^As  to  the  duties 
and  obligations  which  arise  where  there  is  a 
change  by  agreement,  it  hae  been  said: 

'*  On  the  whole,  we  are  disposed  to  think 
that  any  agreement  to  change  the  usual  rules 
should  be  treated  as  creating  thereafter  a 
position  of  special  circumstances.  If  so,  we 
think  that,  although  the  proposal  emanates 
from  the  privileged  vessel,  and  should  be 
taken  as  meaning  that  she .  will  undertake 
.actively  to  keep  out  of  the  way,  it  need  not 
absolve  the  burdened  vessel  from  her  similar 
and  original  duty  also  to  keep  out  of  the 
way,  nor  will  it  impose  on  her  a  rigid  duty 
to  hold  her  course  and  speed.  It  is  true 
that  that  duty  is  imposed  by  the  rules  gen- 
erally as  a  correlative  to  the  duty  to  keep 
out  of  the  way,  but  only  in  cases  where  no 
agreement  has  been  reached.  Some  conven- 
tion is  essential  when  neither  knows  the 
other's  purposes,  but  when  both  have  agreed 
upon  a  maneuver  by  an  exchange  of  signals, 
their  accord  should  be  left  for  execution  by 
movements  adapted  to  the  circumstances. 
For  example,  if  the  angle  of  crossing  is  wide, 
it  will  usually  be  best  for  the  originally 
burdened  vessel  to  hold  her  oourse  and 
speed;  but,  if  it  be  narrow,  it  is  safest  for 
both  to  starboard  and  pass  at  a  greater  dis- 
•  tance.  No  doubt  the  proposal  involves  the 
proposer  in  a  duty  to  give  a  wide  enough 
margin  for  safety,  even  though  the  assenting 
vessel  do  not  starboard."  The  Newburgh, 
.  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  436. 


Duty  of  privileged  vessel. — When  a  bur- 
dened vessel  decides  to  ''  keep  out  of  the 
way"  by  creasing  the  bow  of  the  privileged 
vessel  the  duty  of  the  latter  is  to  cooperate 
and  she  need  not  keep  her  course.  The  New- 
burgh, (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  436. 

Sisk  assumed  by  burdened  vessel. — ''It  is 
good  law  that,  when  the  burdened  vessel  de- 
cides to  'keep  out  of  the  way'  by  crossing 
the  bows  of  the  privileged  vessel,  though  she 
gets  an  assent  to  such  a  proposal,  she  as- 
sumes the  risks  involved  in  choosing  that 
method."  The  Newburgh,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)    273   Fed.   436. 

Vol.  II,  p.  430,  art.  20.    [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  180.] 

Presumption  of  fault. —  In  case  of  a  col- 
lision between  a  steamship  and  a  sailing  ves- 
sel a  strong  case  must  be  made  out  if  the 
sailing  vessel  is  to  be  held  at  fault.  The 
Lafayette,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
917. 

Rule  applied. —  Schooner  held  not  to  be  on 
course  involving  risk  of  collision  long  enough 
to  apprise  an  overtaking  steamship  of  the 
risk,  so  as  to  impose  the  duty  upon  her  to 
keep  out  of  the  way  as  prescribed  by  this 
article.  The  Helen  Fairlamb,  (E.  D.  Pa. 
1921)   271  Fed.  507. 

Vol.  li,  p.  433,  art.  22.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  180.] 

Rule  applied. —  In  the  Gkwanus,  (E.  D. 
N.  T.  1920)  269  Fed.  659,  a  tug  having  barge 
in  tow  was  held  liable  for  attempting  to 
cross  bow  of  ferry  boat  and  the  ferry  boat 
was  held  to  be  at  fault  for  failure  to  give 
whistle  signal  until  it  was  too  close  to  the 
tow  of  the  tug  to  maneuver  safely  at  the 
speed  at  which  it  was  going  with  the  tide. 

Vol.  il,  p.  434,  art.  24.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  180.] 

Collision  held  fault  of  overtaking  vessel. — 
In  The  Hampden,  (S.  D.  Ga.  1920)  267  Fed. 
464,  a  collision  was  held  to  be  the  fault  of 
the  overtaking  vessel  whether  attributable 
to  the  movement  of  the  engines  of  that  ves- 
sel or  to  the  suction  of  the  overtaken  vessel. 

Vol.  II,  p.  436,  art.  25.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  180.] 

When  safe  and  practicable. —  In  The  Kla- 
tawa,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  266  Fed.  120, 
the  court  said  regarding  the  duties  of  vessels 
under  this  article: 

'*  *  When  safe  and  practicable '  is  intended 
to  cover  the  reasonable  necessities  of  practical 
navigation.  The  Three  Brothers,  170  Fed. 
48,  95  C.  C.  A.  322.  A  vessel  intending  to 
enter  a  narrow  channel  should  so  maneuver 
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on  approaching  the  entrance  as  to  leave 
ample  room  for  outcoming  vessels  to  pass 
port  to  port,  approaching  the  channel  from 
the  side  she  must  keep  after  entering;  and 
a  vessel  leaving  a  narrow  channel  should 
pass  out,  -keeping  to  its  starboard  side  of 
the  channel,  imtil  she  is  .well  clear  of  the 
entrance,  and  should  not  change  her  course 
to  port  until  she  is  well  clear  of  vessels  pass- 
ing in."  To  same  effect,  see  The  Admiral 
Watson,   (W.  B.  Wash.  1920)   266  Fed.  122. 

Determination  of  question  whether  nar- 
row channel. —  It  is  not  the  mere  physical 
dimensions  of  a  strait  or  passage  of  water 
that  determines  whether  it  shall  be  called 
a  narrow  channel  or  not.  It  is  the  kind  or 
character  of  navigating  use  to  which  that 
water  is  put.  The  Hokendauqua,  (D.  C. 
N.  Y.  1919)   270  Fed.  270. 

Effect  of  custom. — A  custom  of  yeesels 
leaving  a  certain  point  to  pursue  a  certain 
course  through  a  narrow  channel  which  cus- 
tom is  one  devised  for  their  own  convenience, 
not  based  on  any  necessity  of  navigation,  dis- 
tinctly not  tending  to  safety,  and  by  no 
means  universal,  does  not  excuse  a  violation 
of  the  rule  provided  in  this  article.  The 
Hokendauqua,  (D.  C.  N.  Y.  1919)  270  Fed. 
270. 

Tug  with  tow  navigating  cfaanneL —  In  The 
Pembrokeshire,  (D.  C.  Md.  1920)  269  Fed. 
851,  a  steamship  was  held  at  fault  for  a 
collision  with  one  of  several  barges  which 
were  being  towed. 

Upper  New  York  Harbor. — ^The  channel  be- 
tween Throgg's  Neck  and  Willet's  Point  has 
been  held  to  be  a  narrow  channel  within  the 
Inland  Rules.  The  Hokendaugua,  (D.  C. 
N.  Y.  1919)   270  Fed.  270.     The  court  said: 

"I  am  of  opinion  that  it  is,  not  because 
it  is  of  any  definite  width,  or  measures  any 
particular  number  of  yards  across,  but  be- 
cause it  is  a  body  of  water  so  much  used 
and  used  in  such  a  manner  as  to  render  the 
application  of  article  26  both  proper  and 
necessary." 

Buzzard's  Bay. —  In  The  North  America, 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  273  Fed.  263,  tugs  in 
charge  of  tows  were  held  mutually  at  fault 
for  collision  occurring  in  a  narrow  ice  chan- 
nel. 

Rule  applied. —  In  The  Klatawa,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1920)  266  Fed.  120,  two  power  boaU 
which  collided  in  a  narrow  channel  leading 
from  a  lake  to  a  bay  were  held  to  be  mutu- 
ally at  fault,  one  for  not  giving  a  timely 
signal  on  approaching  the  channel  and  the 
other  for  not  keeping  to  that  part  of  the 
fairway  on  starboard  side  of  the  vessel. 

In  The  ®if,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  166,  a  tug  with  barges  in  tow  was 
held  to  be  partially  at  fault  for  a  collision 
because  it  was  navigating  on  the  wrong  side 
of  a  narrow  channel  in  violation  of  this 
article. 

In  The  Admiral  Watson,  (W.  D.  Wash. 
1920)    266  Fed.   122,  a  schooner  and  steam- 


ship were  held  to  be  mutually  at  fault  for 
a  collision  in  a  narrow  channel,  the  former 
on  the  ground  that,  although  she  was  the 
privileged  vessel,  she  maintained  her  course 
and  speed  after  it  became  apparent  that  a 
collision  was  imminent,  and  the  latter  be- 
cause she  was  not  in  the  fairway  in  accord- 
ance with  the  provisions  of  this  article, 
failed  to  answer  the  schooner's  signals  and 
did  not  maintain  a  proper  lookout. 

In  The  Amolco,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  273 
Fed.  014,  which  was  a  ease  of  a  collision  be- 
tween a  steam  trawler  and  a  steamship  in 
Lower  New  York  Harbor  on  a  clear  day, 
the  trawler  was  held  at  fault  where  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  steamer  to  hold  her  course 
and  speed  and  the  trawler  failed  to  perform 
her  duty  to  give  way. 

Vol.  li,  p.  440,  art.  27.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  181.] 

Holding  course  when  danger  imminent. — 
In  the  Albatross,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  273 
Fed.  285,  a  vessel  leaving  her  pier  was  held 
to  be  negligent  in  reversing  her  engines 
when  anouier  vessel  suddenly  appeared  in  a 
fog  headed  directly  at  her,  it  being  the  duty 
of  the  former  vessel  to  keep  her  course  and 
of  the  other  vessel  to  pass  under  her  stern. 

Special  drcamstanees. —  In  the  case  of  a 
collision  between  a  tug  going  up  a  river 
with  a  tow  and  a  steam  vessel  manoenvering 
so  as  to  slip  in  broadside  between  piers,  the 
situation  was  held  to  be  one  which  under 
this  article  required  each  vessel  to  navigate 
with  prudence  so  as  to  avoid  immediate 
danger.  The  Coamo,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
267  Fed.  686. 

In  The  Helen  Fairlamb,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921) 
271  Fed.  507,  a  schooner  in  attempting  to 
change  her  course  immediately  after  cross- 
ing an  overtaking  steamship's  bow,  and  in 
failing  to  keep  a  proper  lookout  was  held 
guilty  of  a  failure  to  give  due  regard  to 
special  circumstances  as  provided  by  this 
article  and  hence  to  be  solely  in  fault  for 
the  resultant  collision. 

Inevitable  accident. — ^The  word  "inevit- 
able "  must  be  considered  as  a  relative  term, 
and  construed,  not  absolutely,  but  reason- 
ably with  regard  to  the  circumstances  of  each 
particular  case.  The  Anna  C.  Minch,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  192.  The  court  in 
applying  the  rule  stated  held  in  this  case 
that  a  collision  due  to  the  breaking  away 
of  a  vessel  properly  moored  to  a  dock  and 
her  drifting  against  another,  which  was 
caused  by  the  breaking  of  an  ice  dam  dur- 
ing a  spring  freshet,  was  an  inevitable  acci- 
dent for  which  she  could    not  be  held  liable. 

Vessel  at  anchor. —  In  The  Beaverton, 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1919)  273  Fed.  539,  a  vessel 
at  anchor  on  anchorage  ground  where  she 
had  a  right  to  be  was  held  not  to  be  charge- 
able with  joint  fault  for  collision  with  a  ves- 
sel in  charge  of  four  tugs,  where  the  latter 
vessel    was    not    under    control   which    fact. 
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how«veT,  was  not  discovered   until  the  two 
vessels  were  about  a  length  apart. 

Burden  of  proof. — What  the  law  would 
normally  call  a  tort  becomes  an  accident  if 
its  infliction  was  inevitable  in  the  technical 
admiralty  sense;  that  is,  that  it  was  of 
such  a  sort  that  it  would  not  have  been 
prevented  by  the  use  of  that  degree  of  rea- 
sonable care  and  attention  which  the  situa- 
tion demanded.  The  burden,  of  course,  is 
heavily  upon  [the  party]  asserting  such  a 
defense.  The  Anna  C.  Minch,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  192. 

Vol.  II,  p.  442,  art.  29.    [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  181.] 

Duty  to  have  lookout  was  held  to  be  im- 
perative in  the  New  London,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.   1921)   271  Fed.  83. 

A  lookout  should  be  given  no  other  work 
which  interferes  with  that  duty  and  this  is 
particularly  true  on  congested  waters  in  a 
fog.  The  Albatross,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  273 
Fed.  285. 

Vol.   II,  p.  446,  sec-  2.     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  30.] 
Lights  on  scows. — ^To  same  effect  as  ori|i;- 
inal   annotation,  see  The  Sif,    (G.   C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  166. 

Vol.  II,  p.  453,  sec.  4233,  Rule  seven. 

[First    ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  186.] 

Colliding  yessels  without  fights  held 
mutually  at  fault.— See  The  Gushing,  (S.  D. 
NT.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  670. 

Vol.  II,  p.  457,  sec.  4233,  Rule  eigh- 
teen.   [First  ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  190.] 

Failure  to  keep  to  right  held  to  render 
vessel  liable  for  collision.  The  Shinsei  Mam, 
(E.  D.  Va.  1920)    266  Fed.  648. 

Vol.  II,  p.  471,  sec.  4412.     [First  ed., 
vol.  II,  p.  201.] 

Pilot  rules  held  not  inconsistent  with  pro- 
vision.—  See  The  John  D.  Bockefeller, 
(C.  G.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  67.  The 
pilot  rules  referred  to  in  this  case  were  as 
follows : 

"Rule  1.  When  steamers  are  approaching 
each  other  from  opposite  directions,  the  sig- 
nal for  passing  shall  be  one  short  and  dis- 
tinct blast  of  the  whistle  to  alter  course  to 
starboard  so  as  to  pass  on  the  port  side  of 
the  other,  and  two  short  and  distinct  blasts 
of  the  whistle  to  alter  course  to  port  so  as 
to  pass  on  the  starboard  side  of  the  other. 

"  When  two  vessels  are  meeting  end  on,  or 
nearly  end  on,  so  as  to  involve  risk  of  col- 
lision, the  helms  of  both  shall  be  put  to  port, 
so  that  each  may  pass  on  the  port  side  of 
the  other. 


"  When  an  ascending  steamer  is  approach- 
ing a  descending  steamer,  the  pilot  of  thf 
ascending  steamer  shall  give  the  first  signal 
for  passing,  which  shall  be  promptly  an- 
swered by  the  same  signal  by  the  pilot  of 
the  descending  steamer,  if  safe  to  do  so,  and 
both  shall  be  governed  accordingly;  but  if 
the  pilot  of  the  descending  steamer  deem 
it  dangerous  to  take  the  side  indicated  by 
the  ascending  steamer,  he  shall  immediately 
signify  the  fact  by  sounding  the  alarm  or 
danger  signal  of  four  or  more  short  and  rapid 
blasts  of  the  whistle,  and  it  shall  be  the 
duty  of  the  pilot  of  the  ascending  steamer 
to  answer  by  a  signal  of  four  or  more  short 
and  rapid  blasts  of  the  whistle,  and  the 
engines  of  both  steamers  shall  be  immedi- 
ately stopped,  and  backed  if  necessary,  until 
the  signals  for  passing  are  given  and 
answered.  After  sounding  the  alarm  signal 
by  both  steamers,  the  pilot  of  the  descending 
steamer  shall  indicate  by  his  whistle  the  side 
on  which  he  desires  to  pass,  and  the  pilot 
of  the  ascending  steamer  shall  govern  him- 
self accordingly,  the  descending  steamer  be- 
ing entitled  to  the  right  of  way. 

*'  Where  possible  the  signals  for  passing 
must  be  made,  answered  and  understood  be- 
fore the  steamers  have  arrived  at  a  distance 
of  ha^f  a  mile  of  each  other." 

Sffect  of  cnttoma  of  riyer. — "  The  customs 
of  the  river  are,  of  course,  subordinate  to 
the  statutory  rules  and  to  the  pilot  rules; 
but,  when  not  inconsistent  with  those  rules, 
they  should  be  observed  for  promoting  both 
dispatch  and  safety,  and  the  violation  of  an 
established  custom  of  this  sort  is  attributed 
to  a  vessel  as  a  fault.  On  the  Mississippi 
river  the  recognized  applicable  customs,  es- 
tablished, we  tiiink,  1^  the  weight  of  the 
evidence  in  this  ease,  and  recogniaied  in  all 
the  cases  we  have  'been  able  to  find  on  the 
subject,  are  these:  Where  the  navigation 
is  not  nubterially  affected  by  bends  or  othsr 
special  conditions,  the  descending  vssssl 
should  keep  in  the  middle  of  the  stream, 
and  the  ascending  vessel  should  keep  to  her 
right  side  'of  the  river.  But,  where  there 
are  bends,  the  ascending  vessel  has  a  right 
to  run  the  points,  and  the  descending  vessel 
to  run  the  bends;  that  is,  the  ascending  ves- 
sel should  take  the  course  from  the  point  on 
one  side  of  the  river  to  the  nearest  point 
on  the  other,  to  avoid  the  resistance  of  the 
current  by  keeping  in  the  eddy  water  near 
the  bank,  while  the  d^scendin^  vessel  should 
keep  the  main  channel  current,  following  the 
bends,  thus  using  the  force  of  the  current.'' 
The  John  D.  Rockefeller,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1921)  272  Fed.  67,  wherein  it  was  said: 
"As  all  vessels  navigating  the  Mississippi 
river  should  observe  these  rules  and  customs, 
navigators  have  a  right  to  expect  their  ob- 
servance by  each  other." 

Duty  where  signals  misunderstood. — 
**  Where  it  is  evident  to  a  navigator  of  a 
vessel   that   his   signals    are   misunderstood, 
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he  should  immediately  stop  and  reverse  until 
his  signals  are  understood,  and  he  will  be 
held  at  fault  for  failure  to  do  so."  The 
John  D.  Rockefeller,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  dr.  1921) 
272  Fed.  67. 

Duty  where  other  yessels  disregarding 
rules. — "A  rule  of  caution  laid  down  by  the 
courts  —  to  be  applied,  however,  with  great 


discrimination  —  is  that,  when  one  vessel 
sees,  or  should  see,  that  another  is  disre* 
garding  the  required  precautions  against  col- 
lision, and  fails  to  take  reasonable  precau- 
tion herself,  in  view  of  the  remissness  of  the 
other  vessel,  both  will  be  held  at  fault."  The 
John  D.  Rockefeller,  (C.  O.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1921)   272  Fed.  07. 
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Vol.  II,  p.  546,  sec.  1  (a).    [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  81.] 
Title  held  as  trustee. — ^Where  one  of  sev- 
eral co-authors  obtains  a  copyright  in  the 
joint  work  in  his  individual  name,  the  legal 
title  thereby  vested  in  him  is  held  in  trust 
for  his  co-authors.  Maurel  v.  Smith, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  211. 

Vol.  11,  p.  548,  sec.  1  (e).     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  81.] 

**  Manufactured  "  goods  —  Disc  records. — 
In  Ricordi  k  Co.  v.  Columbia  Graphophone 
Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  270  Fed.  822,  it 
was  held  that  disc  records  were  ''manu- 
factured "  within  the  United  States  within 
the  meaning  of  this  section  where  eight  of 
the  nine  steps  in  the  process  of  ''manufac* 
ture"  of  the  commercial  records  were  taken 
by  the  defendant  in  the  United  Stateb,  and 
that  the  ninth  step,  or  the  step  whidi  re- 
sulted, speaking  in  the  common  vernacular, 
in  putting  the  "  finishing  touches "  upon 
the  disc,  was  taken  by  the  defendant  at  its 
factory  in  Toronto,  Canada,  where  the  vari- 
ous parts,  such  as  wax  blanks,  wax  masters, 
wax  matrices,  mother  matrices,  stamping 
shells  and  backed-up  stampers,  were  shipped 
after  they  had  been  manufactured,  as  above 
stated,  within  the  United  l^ates.  The  court 
said: 

"In  other  words,  the  'manufacture,' 
as  I  see  it,  commenced  when  the  song  was 
sung  by  the  artist  and  recorded  upon  the 
wax  master  record,  and  every  step  taken 
thereafter,  up  to  and  including  the  one  de- 
scribed in  paragraph  '  8,'  was  taken  within 
the  territorial   limits  of  the  United   States. 

"  In  reaching  a  conclusion  in  respect  of 
the  issue  presented,  I  am  frank  to  confess 
that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  are  prac- 
tically no  judicial  '  signboards '  hung  along 
the  pathway  that  I  have  been  forced  to  travel 
to  '  point  the  way.'  I  have  been  much  vexed 
in  reaching  a  conclusion." 

Vol.  II,  p.  553,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  83.] 

What  may  be  cop3nigfated  —  Book  previ- 
oualy  published  ahroctd  in  foreign,  language. — 
In  Italian  Book  Co.  v.  Cardilli,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 


1918)  273  Fed.  019,  it  appeared  that  an 
Italian  wrote  a  song  in  Italy,  and  another 
Italian  furnished  music  therefor;  both  words 
and  music  were  published  in  Naples  in  1913, 
and  forthwith  copyrighted  in  accordance 
with  the  law  of  Italy.  Each  copy  of  said 
words  and  music  sold,  stated  in  Italian  who 
was  the  proprietor,  that  said  proprietor 
owned  the  rights  for  all  countries,  and  that 
all  rights  were  reserved.  The  song  was  popu- 
lar, and  four  years  later  the  Italian  pro- 
prietor sold  to  the  plaintiff,  an  American 
corporation,  the  privilege  of  copyrighting 
and  selling  the  same  in  the  United  States, 
apparently  on  a  royalty  basis.  Thereupon 
the  plaintiff  did  copyright  words  and  music; 
the  registration  being  of  December  10,  1917, 
and  the  date  of  original  publication  stated 
as  September  1,  1013.  The  defendant  copied 
words  and  music  and  sold  the  same  after 
this  registration  date.  There  were  no  in- 
tervening rights,  as  that  phrase  is  commonly 
used  in  patent  litigation.  It  was  held  that 
the  publication  in  Italy  did  not  prevent  an 
American  copyright  four  years  later. 

A  trade  catalogue. —  Cuts  used  in  a  cata- 
logue are  the  subject  of  copyright.  Camp- 
bell V.  Wireback,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920) 
269  Fed.  372.     The  court  said: 

"It  is  contended  here,  first,  that  the  cuts 
reproduced  in  defendant's  catalogue  are  not 
copyrightable  matter,  but  this  contention  ia 
refuted  by  abundant  authority.  It  ie  suffi- 
cient to  cite  Westermann  Co.  v.  Dispatch  Co., 
249  U.  S.  100,  39  S.  Ct.  194,  63  L.  Ed.  499, 
in  which  the  Supreme  Court  assumes  the 
validity  of  a  copyright  of  pictorial  illustra- 
tions of  styles  in  women's  apparel,  and  which 
therefore  seems  controlling  of  the  instant 
case.  Among  other  cases  of  like  import  and 
directly  in  point  are  Bleistein  v.  Donaldson 
Lithographing  Co.,  188  U.  S.  ^9,  23  S.  Ct. 
298,  47  L.  Ed.  460,  which  sustains  a  copy- 
right  on  circus  posters  showing  groups  of 
performers;  Da  Prato  Statuary  Co.  v.  Qui- 
liani  Statuary  Co.  (C.  C.)  189  Fed.  90,  hold- 
ing that  a  catalogue  of  cuts  of  pieces  of 
statuary  was  copyrightable;  White  Co.  t?: 
Shapiro  (D.  C.)  227  Fed.  957,  sustaining  the 
copyright  of  a  catalogue  containing  cuts  of 
lighting  fixtures;  and  Stecher  Lithographic 
Co.  V.  Dunston  Lithographic  Co.  (D.  C.)  233 
Fed.  601,  upholding  the  copyright  of  chromos 
or  lithographs  of  certain  vegetable  products. 
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Bearing  in  mind  that  plaintiffs'  cuts  are 
made  from  drawings  which  'were  originally 
designed  and  prepared  by  persons  of  skill 
and  artistic  capacity/  as  the  court  below 
finds,  the  case,  in  hand  comes  clearly  within 
the  rule  which  we  believe  to  be  stated  cor- 
rectly in  Weil  on  Copyrights,  p.  226,  as  fol- 
lows: 

"'A  mere  advertisement  of  a  bare  list  of 
articles,  prices  or  facts  would  seem  not  to 
be  copyrightable.  It  would  lack  the  mini- 
mum of  originality  necessary  for  copyright. 
On  the  other  hand,  catalogues  or  other  ad- 
vertisements having  originality,  or  quaH 
artistic  character,  are  copyrightable.  It  re> 
quires  very  little  originality  indeed  to  render 
proposed  advertising  matter  copyrightable.'" 

A  trade-mark  directory  of  the  jewelry 
trade  with  the  names  and  addresses  ol 
jewelers  classified  under  different  heads  and 
arranged  alphabetically  with  illustrations  of 
the  trade-marks  used  by  each  is  the  subject 
of  protection  under  this  act.  Jewelers'  Cir- 
cular Pub.  Co.  V.  Keystone  Pub,  Co.,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)   274  Fed.  932. 

VoL  II,  p.  562,  sec.  8.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  83.] 

A  partnership  may  obtain  a  copyright  in 
the  firm  name  even  if  that  name  indicates  a 
corporation.  Campbell  v.  Wireback,  (C.  C.  A. 
4th  Cir.  1920)    269  Fed.  372. 

Aliens  — Statement  of  citizenship. — As  to 
the  necessity  of  a  statement  of  citizenship 
in  an  application  for  a  copyright,  it  has  been 
said  in  a  case  in  which  the  question  of  neces- 
sity was  raised: 

''As  to  the  matter  of  citizenship,  it  i« 
enough  to  say  that  there  is  no  statutory 
requirement  for  the  inclusion  of  a  statement 
of  citizenship  or  domicile  in  the  application 
for  copyright;  nor,  so  far  as  we  are  advised, 
was  such  a  statement  required  by  any  rule 
of  the  register's  office  in  1911  when  plain- 
tiff's first  application  was  filed.  And  the 
rule  adopted  in  1913  and  since  in  force  pre- 
scribes merely  refusal  of  registration  as  the 
penalty  for  its  nonobservance.  We  are 
therefore  constrained  to  hold,  without  argu- 
ing the  point,  that  the  acceptance  of  plain- 
tiff's applications  operated  as  a  waiver  of 
the  administrative  regulation,  if  in  fact  it 
was  not  strictly  observed,  and  that  the  action 
of  the  register  in  issuing  to  them  the  cer- 
tificates of  registration  cannot  be  collaterally 
attacked  in  this  proceedinsr-  In  short,  we 
are  of  opinion  that  plaintiffs  have  substan- 
tially complied  with  the  statute  and  that  the 
copyrights  obtained  by  them  are  entitled  to 
full  protection."  Campbell  v.  Wireback, 
(C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  372. 

Vol.  II,  p.  580,  sec.  23.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp,,  p.  23.] 
Persons  entitled  to  renewaL — "No  assign- 
ment of  copyright  or  of  right  to  copyright. 


can  anticipate  or  assign  away  the  right  of 
renewal  which  is  conferred  upon  the  author, 
widow,  children,  next  of  kin,  or  executor  by 
the  statute.  In  other  words,  the  property 
right  obtained  by  the  filing  of  a  copyright 
is  the  power  to  prevent  copying  or  use  of 
the  material  during  the  period  provided  for 
by  statute.  Neither  the  author  nor  his  as- 
signee possess  any  rights  or  powers  which 
can  be  transferred  in  such  a  way  as  to  run 
beyond  that  period.  When  the  renewal  of 
the  copyright  is  sought,  a  new  property  right 
is  created  and  a  new  power  to  prevent  copy- 
ing given  to  the  persons  entitled,  not  in  any 
way  dependent  upon  the  previous  bestowal 
of  a  similar  authority. 

"When  there  are  no  widow,  children,  or 
next  of  kin,  and  the  right  of  renewal  vests 
in  an  executor,  the  right  must  become  prop- 
erty which  is  a  part  of  the  estate.  Upon  the 
happening  of  the  condition  subsequent,  the 
estate  thus  gains  the  renewal  of  the  copy- 
right, and  the  person  then  entitled  to  re- 
ceive the  estate  or  that  part  of  it  which  in- 
cludes the  renewed  copyright  will  receive  the 
benefit  at  the  hands  of  the  executor.  No 
formal  transfer  by  the  executor  is  necessary, 
as  evidently  the  executor  can  hold  this  prop- 
erty right  only  subiect  to  accounting  for 
and  turning  over  the  estate."  Fox  Film 
Corp.  V.  Knowles,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274 
Fed.  731. 

Disposition  of  right  by  will. — ^An  author 
who  died  more  than  a  year  previous  to  the 
expiration  of  his  copyright  has  no  power 
to  make  any  disposition  by  will  of  the  right 
to  renew  his  copyright.  Fox  Film  Corp.  r. 
Knowles,   (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)   274  Fed.  731. 

Notice  of  copyright  after  renewal  by  ex- 
ecutor held  sufficient  in  Fox  Film  Corp.  v. 
Knowles,   (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)   274  Fed.  731. 

Val.  II,  p.  581,  sec.  24.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  87.] 

Purpose  and  scope  of  section. —  It  is  said 
to  be  regarded  as  settled  that  the  proprietor 
of  an  existing  copyright  as  such  has  no  right 
to  a  renewal,  that  the  statute  confers  no 
right  of  renewal  upon  administrators,  and 
that  the  purpose  of  the  statutory  renewal 
provisions  is  to  give  to  the  persons  enumer- 
ated in  the  order  of  their  enumeration  a 
new  right  or  estate,  not  growing  legally  out 
of  the  original  copyright  property,  but  a 
new  creation  for  the  benefit  (if  the  author 
be  dead)  of  those  naturally  dependent  upon 
or  properly  expectant  of  the  author's  bounty. 
Silverman  v.  Sunrise  Pictures  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d.  Cir.   1921)   273  Fed.  909. 

Right  of  author  to  devise. — "It  is  plain 
from  the  language  of  the  act,  and  from  the 
design  and  purpose  thereof  as  expressed  by 
congressional  committee  and  recognized  by 
courts,  that  the  author  cannot  take  away 
the  rights  of  widow,  children,  etc.,  before 
the  opening  of  the  last  year  pf  original  copy- 
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right.  It  is  not  until  then  that  any  estite 
or  chose  in  action  arises  or  exists;  and  when 
such  right  arises  it  is  —  as  above  stated  — 
a  new  estate,  not  a  true  extension  of  the 
existing  copyright.  If  it  were  otherwise, 
the  author  could  grant  to  his  first  publisher 
the  renewal  right  eo  nomine,  which  is  ex- 
actly what  the  statute  was  designed  to  pre- 
vent. 

"  But  what  may  be  assigned  can  ordinarily 
be  devised,  and  it  results  that  before  the 
statutory  year  the  author  cannot  devise  the 
renewal  right."  Silverman  t?.  Sunrise  Pic- 
tures Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.   909. 

Next  of  kin. — Where  an  author  died  in 
1909  leaving  her  surviving  neither  husband, 
children,  nor  any  descendants  of  children  de- 
ceased, and  the  executors  of  her  will  after 
having  administered  her  estate  were  fully 
and  finally  discharged  *in  1911  it  was  held 
that  her  two  sisters  as  next  of  kin  were  en- 
titled to  apply  in  1915  for  a  renewal  of  a 
copyright  which  expired  that  year  they  be- 
ing authorized  so  to  do  for  themselves  and 
their  fellow  owners  in  common,  their  act 
being  in  law  the  act  of  all.  Silverman  v. 
Sunrise  Pictures  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  CSr. 
1921)    273  Fed.   909. 

Vol.  II,  p.  581,  sec.  25.      [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  87.] 

Seizure  of  copies. — The  writ  of  seizure 
authorized  by  the  Supreme  Court  rules  as 
the  proper  procedure  to  enforce  this  section 
must,  of  course,  be  read  upon  the  statute, 
and  no  marshal  should  seize  any  copies 
which  have  been  sold  to  persons  not  in- 
fringers; since  that  use  does  not  make  one 
an  infringer  as  in  the  case  of  a  patent. 
Where  the  infringing  books  were  not  sold 
but  lent  to  the  defendant's  customers,  the 
court  said: 

**  Now,  it  is  true  that  at  first  blush  it 
might  seem  (the  bailment  being  determin- 
able at  will  by  the  bailor)  that  the  writ 
of  seizure  might  interrupt  the  bailee's  pos- 
session, precisely  as  it  cau  the  bailor's.  Yet 
it  appears  to  me  that  this  would  be  improper. 
The  statute,  which  is  highly  penal,  cannot 
be  supposed  to  go  further  than  it  says,  and 
it  is  expressly  limited  to  infringers;  all 
rights,  including  the  right  of  possession  by 
others,  must  be  immune  from  violent  inter- 
ruption, unless  there  is  express  warrant  for 
it.  And  so  the  possession  of  innocent  bailees 
should  be  respected,  because  it  is  legal,  and 
should  be  disturbed  only  under  the  terms 
of  the  agreement  which  created  it.  Titty 
are  free  to  enjoy  the  piratical  copies,  sub* 
ject  to  the  reserved  rights  of  the  defendant. 
If  so,  the  plaintiff  must  work  out  its  right 
to  forfeit  through  the  defendant's  right  to 
recall  the  books,  and  will  be  enjoined  from 
its  proposed  course  of  seizing  these  books 
in  the  hands  of  the  defendant's  customers. 


There  is  an  especial  ground  in  equity  for 
this,  because,  while  such  violence  would  be 
extremely  disastrous  to  the  defendant's  busi- 
ness, it  could  not  possibly  benefit  the  plain- 
tiff if  the  defendant  recalls  the  books  within 
a  short  time."  Jewelers'  Circular  Pub.  Co. 
17.  Keystone  Pub.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921) 
274  Fed.  932. 

Pleading. — ^Where  jurisdiction  is  undoubted 
and  an  objection  is  made  that  the  plaintiff 
has  failed  to  allege  a  cause  of  action  because 
it  has  neglected  to  state  specifically  that  an 
executor  recording  a  copyright  and  claiming 
the  copyright  as  legatee  took  such  action  in 
the  absence  of  any  living  widow,  children, 
or  next  of  kin  of  the  author,  it  has  been  de- 
clared that  an  allegation  that  action  was 
had  by  an  executor  plainly  imports  a  will, 
thus  excluding  next  of  kin  under  the  statute, 
and  that  an  allegation  that  the  cop3rright 
was  duly  obtained  when  admitted  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  motion  to  dismiss  makes  it  tmneces* 
sary  to  specifically  allege  the  nonexistence  of 
other  persons  entitled.  Fox  Film  Corp.  v. 
Knowles,   (E.  D.  X.  Y.  1921)   274  Fed.  731. 

Damages  as  discretionary  with  judge. — In 
a  case  where  the  damages  are  indirect  and 
not  capable  of  ascertainment,  the  compensa- 
tion which  the  copyright  proprietor  shall 
receive  for  the  injuries  caused  by  the  in- 
fringer is  committed  to  the  discretion  of  the 
trial  judge.  Campbell  v.  Wireback,  (C.  C.  A, 
4th  Cir.    1920)    269   Fed.   372. 

Vol.  II,  p.  593,  sec.  36.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  91.] 
II.  iNjuHciioirs  Am  AooouimNo  (p.  601) 

When  a  play  haa  obtained  snch  popularity 

that  its  name  has  plainly  acquired  a  sec- 
ondary signification  (i.  e.,  on6  suggestive  of 
that  particular  play)  equity  will,  under  the 
rules  of  unfair  competition,  prevent  the  use 
of  the  same  name,  or  any  colorable  imita- 
tion thereof,  as  descriptive  of  another  and 
competing  production.  National  Picture 
Theatres  t*.  Foundation  Film  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.   1920)   266  Fed.  208. 

Where  unfair  competition  is  charged 
"  the  rights  of  the  parties  are  to  be  deter- 
mined [by  principles]  similar  to  those 
which  are  well  known  to  govern  trade-marks, 
although  the  combination  of  elements  is  more 
complex  than  in  devices  which  commonly  go 
by  that  name  "  (per  Holmes,  J.,  New  Eng- 
land, etc.,  Co.  V.  Marlborough,  etc.,  Co.,  168 
Mass.  154,  46  N.  E.  386,  60  Am.  St.  Rep. 
377). 

"To  expand  this  thought:  The  plaintiff 
must  have  a  right  in  beinrj,  an  actual  pron- 
erty,  to  protect  .  .  .  there  must  be  a  real 
present  or  prospective  competition,  that  is, 
an  endeavor  to  get  the  same  trade  from  the 
same  people  at  the  same  time;  and  that  en- 
deavor must  on  the  defendant's  part  be  un- 
fair, that  is  with  a  wrongful  intent  to  'gain 
the  advantages  of  that  celebrity'    ...    of 
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which  plaintiff  is  the  owner;  but  such  intent, 
though  it  must  be  deemed  to  exist  in  fact, 
may  be  inferred  from  the  inevitable  conse- 
quences of  the  act  complained  otJ*  National 
Picture  Theatres  t*.  Foundation  Film  Corp., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   2W  Fed.  206. 

Richt  of  administrator. —  In  holding  that 
an  administrator  is  not  entitled  to  maintain 
a  suit  for  an  injunction  and  accounting  for 
infringement  of  a  copyright,  it  has  been  said : 

"  Under  the  original  Ck)pyright  Act  of  1790 
(1  Stat.  124)»  the  right  of  renewal  was 
given  to  an  author,  his  executors,  adminis- 
trators, or  assigns.  But  the  Act  of  1831 
(4  Stat.  436)  and  all  subsequent  acts  have 
confined  the  right  of  renewal  to  the  author 
if  Hying  *or  the  widow,  widower  or  chil- 
dren of  the  author,  if  the  author  be  not  liv- 
ing, or  if  such  author,  widow,  widower  or 
children  be  not  living,  then  by  the  author's 
executors,  or  in  the  absence  of  a  will,  his 
next  of  kin.'  It  will  be  noticed  that  while 
an  executor  is  mentioned  an  administrator 
is  not  and  therefore  has  been  regarded  as 
excluded.  White-Smith  Music  Publishing 
Co.  V,  Ooff,  (€.  C.)  180  Fed.  256,  268.  The 
right  of  renewal  does  not  follow  the  author's 
estate  but  the  renewal  right  is  derived 
directly  from  the  statute."  Danks  r.  Gor- 
don,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  821. 

Complaint  must  show  title.—  In  an  action 
for  infringement  of  copyright  the  plaintiff's 
bill  must  show  title  in  the  plaintiff  to  the 
relief  sought.  The  complainant  must  show 
his  title  not  merely  by  an  allegation  that  he 
is  the  proprietor  but  by  setting  forth  facts 
which  show  how  he  became  proprietor  and 


whv  he  has  the  right  to  bring  the  action. 
Danks  f.  Gordon.  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  821. 

£ffect  of  decree  in  another  district. —  On  an 
application  for  an  injunction  against  the  pro* 
duction  of  a  play  on  the  ground  that  it  is  an 
infringement  of  copyright  a  district  'court 
is  not  boimd  by  a  consent  decree  in  another 
district  against  other  defendants.  Hodgson 
I-.  Vroom,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
267. 

Appellate  review. — The  power  of  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals  to  review  a  decree 
refusing  an  application  for  an  injunction 
against  the  production  of  a  play  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  an  infringement  of  copy- 
right, is  not  hampered,  by  a  consent  decree 
to  an  injunction  against  other  defendants 
in  a  different  district  court  than  that  from 
which  the  appeal  in  the  present  case  is  taken. 
Hodgson  t^.  Vroom,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  267. 

Vol.  II,  p.  609,  sec.  42.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  91.] 

Aisignment  of  motion  picture  rights. — ^The 
owners  of  a  copyright  on  a  book  or  play  owii 
the  right  to  represent  on  a  screen  photo- 
graphs telling  the  copyrighted  story  and  this 
right  may  be  assigned.  National  Picture 
Theatres  v.  Foundation  Film  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2(1  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  208. 

Mortgage  of  copyright. —  Copyrights  can 
be  mortgaged  only  under  the  Federal  Copy- 
right Law.  In  re  Leslie- Judge  Co.,  (CCA. 
2d  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  886. 
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Vol.  II,  p.  624,  sec.  823.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  276.] 

Apportionment  at  law. — At  law  there  is 
no  apportionment  of  coses  and  the  judgment 
runs  in  solido  against  all  the  defendants. 
American  Nat.  Bank  v.  Commercial  Nat. 
Bank,   (S.  D.  Ga.  1920)  268  Fed.  688. 

Apportionment  in  equity. —  In  equity  the 
court  has  a  discretion  as  to  the  costs,  and 
may  impose  them  all  upon  one  party,  or 
may  divide  them  in  such  manner  as  it  sees 
at.  This  power  in  the  court  over  costs  in 
equity  cases  is  not  arbitrary,  and  must  be 
exercised  with  sound  discretion.  The  usual 
practioe  in  equity,  where  there  are  several 
defendants,  all  of  whom  are  cast  in  the  suit, 
is  to  award  the  complainant  costs  in  solido 
against  all  of  them,  but  the  rule  may  be 
varied  when  the  losing  parties  can  show 
thst  equity  and  good  conscience  require  a 
different  judgment.  American  Nat.  Bank  «. 
Commercial  Nat.  Bank,  (S.  D.  Ga.  1920) 
268  Fed.  688. 


Vol.  II,  p.  628,  sec.  824.     [First  ed., 

vol.  H,  p.  278.] 

"Final  hearing  in  equity  or  admiralty** — 
In  general. — "  The  language  of  the  statute  is 
not  *  on  the  final  hearing  of  the  controversy,' 
but  merely  '  on  the  final  hearing,'  so  that 
the  proctor  must  represent  the  libelant's 
claim  to  a  decree  on  some  final  hearing  which 
disposes  of  the  case  as  made  in  the  libel, 
whether  this  decree  is  made  on  the  law,  or 
whether  it  is  made  on  a  disputed  state  of 
facts,  or  whether  it  is  made  on  an  agreed 
state  of  facts.  If  the  cause  was  dismissed 
by  the  libelant,  or  was  disposed  of  in  some 
such  manner,  there  is  never  such  final  hear- 
ing as  entitles  the  proctor  to  have  his  fee 
taxed;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  is  noth- 
ing in  the  statute  which  limits  the  allow- 
ance of  the  fee  to  cases  in  which  there  is  a 
controversy  over  the  law  or  facts.  We  should 
follow  the  statute,  and  not  try  and  distort 
its  meaning,  but  give  its  words  their  fair 
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and  ordinary  meaning.''  The  Bluefields, 
(S.  D.  Ala.  1921)    273  Fed.  268. 

On  payment  of  money  into  court, —  In  The 
Bluefields,  (S.  D.  Ala.  1921)  273  Fed.  268, 
in  which  a  libel  was  filed  by  a  sailor  for 
wages  due  and  the  vessel  paid  the  amount 
of  the  sailor's  demand  and  accrued  costs  into 
court,  the  court  said: 

"  It  is  conceded  in  argument  that,  if  no 
appearance  had  been  made  by  the  vessel  or 
her  owner,  the  libelant  could  have  taken  a 
decree  pro  confesso,  and  then  on  the  sub- 
mission have  obtained  a  final  decree,  which 
would  have  authorized  the  taxing  of  his  fee. 
Ck)ntention  is  made,  though,  that  because  the 
money  has  been  paid  in  court  the  libelant 
must  dismiss  his  libel,  eo  that  the  fee  can- 
sot  be  taxed.  T  know  of  no  power  on  the 
part  of  the  defendant  to  control  the  conduct 
by  the  libelant  of  his  cause,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that,  where  the  money  has  been  paid  into 
the  court  by  the  vessel,  the  libelant  has  his 
option  either  to  dismiss  the  libel  and  taJice 
the  money,  in  which  event  no  fee  could  be 
taxed,  or  to  ask,  as  he  here  has  done,  for  a 
final  decree  because  of  the  confession  made 
by  the  payment  into  court  of  his  wages.  It 
seems  to  me  that  a  decree  so  rendered  would 
be  such  a  final  hearing  as  was  contemplated 
by  section  824,  though  there  is  no  controversy 
or  dispute  over  the  facts  or  law  as  stated 
in  the  libel;  the  only  dispute  being  whether 
or  not  the  taxed  fee  shall  be  allowed.  Again, 
if  the  proctor  is  entitled  to  his  fee  on  a 
final  decree  on  a  decree  pro  confesso,  or  on 
a  plea  filed  confessing  his  cause,  how  can 
claimant  contend  that,  if  be  does  less  than 
expressly  confess  the  demand  by  merely  pay- 
ing the  money  into  court,  the  right  to  the 
fee  is  defeated.    It  is  further  contended  that 


this  libel  was  improperly  filed,  because  the 
libelant  was  informed  before  it  was  filed,  and 
at  the  time  he  made  his  demand  for  his 
money,  that  his  wages  would  be  paid  on  the 
following  day,  and  that  the  litigation  was 
vexatious,  and  no  costs  should  be  allowed. 
In  this  case  I  find  that  the  sailor  honestly 
believed  that  the  owner  was  going  to  deduct 
the  hospital  bill  from  his  wages  before  pay- 
ment, and  there  was  no  impropriety  in  his 
bringing  suit  when  he  did. 

"The  decree  will  therefore  be  entered  in 
accordance  with  this  opinion,  and  the  clerk 
is  hereby  directed  that,  when  the  decree  is 
finally  entered,  he  will  tax  a  fee  of  $10  for 
libelant's  proctor." 

Vol.  II,  p.  640,  sec.  973.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  289.] 

Where  disclaimer  uimecessary. —  Failure  to 
file  disclaimer  before  suit  is  begun  affects 
only  the  costs  in  the  court  below,  and  has  no 
relation  to  costs  in  the  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals.  So  far  as  substantial  relief  is  con- 
rerned  disclaimer  before  suit  brought  is  not 
essential.  Excelsior  Steel  Furnace  Co.  i?. 
Williamson  Heater  Co.,  (C.  C.  A,  6th  Cir. 
1920)   26»  Fed.  614. 

Vol.  II,  p.  644,  sec.  983.    [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  291.] 
The  word  **  law/*  as  used  in  this  section 
has  reference  to  the  law  administered  in  the 
federal  courts;  that  is,  federal  law,  and 
also  state  law,  in  so  far  as  the  latter  is  not 
inconsistent  with  the  former.  Morris-Turner 
Livestock  Co.  v.  Director  General,  (D.  C. 
Mont.  1920)   266  Fed.  600. 
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Vol.  II,  p.  654,  sec.  1014.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  321.] 

Following  state  practice  generally  —  Mode 
of  process. — "  Proceedings  for  holding  an  ac- 
cused person  to  answer  a  criminal  charge 
are  assimilated  to  those  under  the  laws  of 
the  state  in  which  the  proceedings  take 
place,  and  all  the  regulations  and  steps 
incident  to  the  proceeding  before  a  United 
States  'Commissioner,  from  its  commencement 
to  its  close,  are  guided  by  the  state, Jaws, 
so  far  as  they  may  be  applicable  to  the  fed- 
eral courts,  if  no  rule  upon  the  same  sub- 
ject has  been  prescribed  by  the  federal 
statutes."  U.  S.  r.  Borkowski,  (S.  D.  Ohio 
1920)  268  Fed.  408;  U.  8.  v.  Maresca,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  713. 

The  usual  mode  of  process  which  the  stat- 
ute requires  to  be  followed  clearly  applies 
only  to  the  procedure  by  which  the  offender 


may  "  be  arrested  and  imprisoned  or  bailed," 
and  not  the  procedure  in  connection  with  his 
indictment.  U.  6.  v,  Powlowski,  (E.  D,  Pa. 
1921)   270  Fed.  285. 

Proceeding  for  arrests,  which  include  self- 
ures  under  warrants  should  conform  to  the 
practice  of  the  state  in  which  issued.  U.  S. 
t*.  Maresca,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  713. 

Applicability  to  Volstead  AeL — Section  t 
of  the  National  Prohibition  Enforcement  Aci 
(1919  Supp.  Fed.  St.  Ann.  p.  205)  makes 
tins  section  applicable  in  the  enforcement  of 
that  act,  and  the  power  of  state  officers  to 
proceed  under  that  act  exists  only  as  this 
section  provides.  Lenski  v.  O'Brien,  (Mo. 
App.  1921)   232  S.  W.  235. 

Under  this  section  and  section  2  of  Title  IT 
of  the  National  Prohibition  Enforcement  Act 
(1919  Supp.  Fed.  St.  Ann.  p.  205)  a  warrant 
for  the  arrest  of  a  violator  of  the  Prohibition 
Knforcement   Act   may   be   issued   to   a    mu- 
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Qicipal  police  officer.    Harris  v.  Superior  Ct., 
(Cal.  App.  1921)   19&  Pac.  895. 

Preliminary  examinations  —  Confession  by 
defendant, —  It  is  said  that,  while  the  au- 
thorities are  not  uniform,  "a  confession, 
freely  and  voluntarily  made,  with  full  knowl- 
edge that  the  accused  is  not  required  to  make 
it,  and,  if  made,  it  may  he  used  as  evidence 
against  him,  is  sufficient  to  constitute  prob- 
able cause,  and  warrant  the  commissioner  is 
holding  the  accused  without  further  evidence 
of  the  corpus  delicti."  U.  S.  v.  Kallas,  (W. 
D.  Wash.  1921)  272  Fed.  742. 

Jurisdiction — "Offense  against  the  United 
States," — **  It  must  always  he  kept  in  mind 
that  federal  officers  and  courts  have  no  power 
or  jurisdiction  to  arrest,  try,  or  punish  a 
citizen,  unless  the  act  with  which  he  is 
charged  violates  a  federal  statute.  In  thai 
respect  their  power  is  subject  to  limitations 
not  imposed  upon  state  officers  and  courts 
having  jurisdiction  to  arrest,  to  try,  and  to 
punish  for  what  are  known  as  '  common-law 
offenses.*  *'—Ex  p.  Harvell,  (E.  D.  N.  C.  1920) 
267  Fed.  997. 

Bail. —  It  is  said  to  he  evident  from  a 
reading  of  this  section  that  it  was  not 
within  the  mind  of  Congress  to  limit  the 
bail  solely  to  the  old  common  law  form  and 
''that  in  those  cases  where  the  penalty  of 
the  bond  is  payable  in  money,  and  money  to 
the  amount  thereof  is  tendered  as  security, 
together  with  a  recognizance,  they  should  he 
accepted,  and  it  is  not  within  the  discretion 
of  the  court  to  reject  them."  Rowan  t*.  Ran- 
dolph, (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  627. 

Review  &|^  habeas  corpus. —  In  a  habeas 
corpus  proceeding  the  court  will  assimie,  in 
the  absence  of  the  evidence  taken  before  the 
commissioner  and  approved 'by  the  District 
Judge,  that  their  finding  of  probable  cause 
was  sustained  by  competent  evidence,  bearing 
in  mind,  also,  that  on  this  proceeding  the 
court  would  not  in  any  event  look  into  the 
weight  of  evidence  on  that  question.  Rows 
f?.  Boyle,  (CCA.  9th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
809. 

Even  though  the  government  failed  to  in- 
stitute removal  proceedings  and  illegally  re- 
moved a  prisoner  to  another  district  by  mere 
direction  of  the  attorney  general  to  the  war- 
den of  the  prison  where  he  was  confined, 
he  is  not  entitled  for  that  reason  to  his  dis- 
charge on  habeas  corpus  but  he  having  come 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  under 
the  rule  in  the  authoritative  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  the  government  could,  as  it 
did,  serve  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  person 
of  the  prisoner  with  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
ad, prosequendum  to  prosecute  and  place  him 
on  trial.  Ecd  p.  Lamar,  (C.  C  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921 )   2174  Fed.  160. 

Validity  of  bond  or  recogBiiance.-^**  Where 
an  offender  has  been  bailed  agreeably  to  the 
usual .  mode  of  process  of  the  laws  of  the 
state  where  the  offense  is  charged  to  have 
been  committed,  the  laws  of  that  state  are 


to  be  looked  to  to  determine  the  sufficiency 
of  the  procedure  taken."  U.  S.  i^.  Davenport, 
(W.  D.  Tex.  1920)  266  Fed.  425. 

In  U.  S.  V.  Davenport,  (W.  D.  Tex.  1920) 
266  Fed.  425,  it  was  held  that  the  bond  and 
judgment  were  sufficient  where  they  set  out 
the  offense  as  embezzlement  from  a  national 
bank  without  specifically  stating  that  it  was 
from  a  Federal  Reserve  Bank. 

Action  on  the  forfeited  bend  or  recog- 
nizance—  Issues. —  In  an  action  on  a  bail 
bond  of  one  indicted  under  section  5209  of 
the  Revised  Statutes,  it  has  been  said: 

"  The  Issues  are  measured  by  the  terma 
of  the  bond  and  the  recitations  of  the  judg- 
ment nisi.  There  seems  no  reason  for  a 
strict  or  highly  technical  construction  of  law 
in  favor  of  defendants.  This  action  does  not 
involve  the  guilt  or  innocence,  conviction  or 
acquittal,  of  any  one.  It  is  not  a  criminal 
case.  The  bail  bond  is  a  contract  between 
the  sureties  and  the  government.  Upon  the 
failure  of  the  principal  to  appear  the  sureties 
become  debtors."  U.  S.  t.  Davenport,  (W.  D. 
Tex.  1920)   266  Fed.  425. 

Rehoval  of  Accused  to  Tbiai,  Dibtbiot 

Indictment  —  Sufficiency. —  If  there  is  any 
doubt  as  to  the  validity  or  sufficiency  of  the 
indictment,  the  proper  court  for  the  resolu- 
tion of  any  such  question  is  that  in  which 
the  indictment  has  been  returned,  and  not 
that  where  proceedings  in  removal  are  in- 
stituted. Rows  r  Boyle,  (C  C  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)  268  Fed.  809. 

Indictment  prima  fade. —  Where  in  a  pro- 
ceeding for  removal  to  another  jurisdiction 
the  government  introduces  an  indictment  and 
the  prisoner  admits  that  he  is  the  person 
named  therein  a  prima  facie  case  is  estab- 
lished. Rowe  V.  Boyle,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)   268  Fed.  809. 

Probable  cause. —  "  The  Supreme  Court  has 
mapped  out  with  lelearness  the  procedure 
under  section  1014  of  the  Revised  Statutes 
where  it  is  sought  to  remove  a  defendant 
from  the  district  where  arrested  to  that 
where  the  offense  is  triable.  It  is  distinctly 
ruled  that,  while  the  indictment  constitutes 
prima  facie  evidence  of  probable  cause,  it  is 
not  conclusive,  and  evidence  may  be  offered 
by  the  defendant  tending  to  show  that  no 
offense  triable  in  the  district  to  which  re- 
moval is  sought  has  been  committed;  that  in 
such  a  proceeding  the  function  of  the  judge 
is  not  ministerial,  but  judicial ;  that  — *  he 
must  look  into  the  indictment,  to  ascertain 
whether  an  offense  against  the  United  States 
is  charged,  find  whether  there  was  probable 
cause,  and  determine  whether  the  court  to 
which  the  Accused  is  sought  to  be  removed 
has  jurisdiction  of  the  same.  The  liberty  of 
the  citizen,  and  his  general  right  to  be  tried 
in  a  tribunal  or  forum  of  his  domicile,  im- 
poses upon  the  judge  the  duty  of  consid- 
ering and  passing  upon  those  questions.' 
Tinsley  i>.  Treat,  206  U.  S.  20,  27  Sup.  Ct. 


416 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


430,  51  If,  ed.  689;  Beavers  v.  Henkel,  194 
U.  S.  73,  24  Sup.  Ct.  605,  48  L.  ed.  882." 
U.  S.  V.  Yount,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1920)  257  Fed. 
861. 

Order  of  removal  interlocutory. — An  order 
removing  defendants  to  another  district  is 
interlocutory  and  not  appealable.  Murray 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  522. 

Vol.  II,  p.  674,  sec.  1.      [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  334.] 
Arrest  without  warrant. — A  federal  olBoer 
on  arresting  a  person  without  a  warrant 
must  take  him  before  a  magistrate  for  a 
hearing.  Ea  p,  Harvell,  (E.  D.  N.  C.  1920) 
267  Fed.  997. 

Vol.  II,  p.  676,  sec.  1024.    [First  ed., 
vol.  II,  p.  337.] 

Election  of  counts. —  The  denial  by  tlw 
court  in  the  exercise  of  its  discretion  of  a 
motion  for  election  is  not  reviewable  error. 
Corbin  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  669. 

Offenses  held  to  have  been  properly  joined. 
—  Duplicity  in  an  indictment  consists  in' 
the  joinder  of  two  or  more  distinct  defenses 
in  one  count,  and  hence  where  two  forgeries 
alleged  in  an  indictment  are  plainly  de- 
scribable  as  ''two  or  more  acts  or  transac- 
tions connected  together  "  the  joinder  is  not 
duplicitous  and  is  expressly  permitted  tmder 
this  section.  Epstein  €.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  282. 

It  has  been  held  that  an  indictment  charg- 
ing the  concealment  of  smoking  opium  in 
violation  of  section  2  of  the  Act  of  Feb.  9, 
1909,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  Jan.  17,  1914 
(3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  7^)  may  be 
properly  consolidated  and  tried  with  an  in- 
dictment charging  the  manufacture  of  smok- 
ing opium  in  violation  of  section  1  of  the 
Act  of  Dec.  17,  1914,  (4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  p.  173).  Toy  v.  U.  8.,  (C  C.  A- 
2d  ar.  1920)  266  Fed.  ^26. 

It  is  proper  to  charge  in  different  counts 
of  an  indictment  a  conspiracy  to  commit  an 
offense  algainst  the  United  States  where  the 
offenses  charged  all  belong  to  the  same  class 
of  crimes.  Anderson  i*.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  20. 

A  court  may  order  separate  actions  for 
repeated  violations  of  an  injunction  to  be 
consolidated  for  trial  and  to  direct  the  trial 
of  all  the  charges  against  the  defendant  to 
a  single  jury.  Jennings  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th   Cir.   1920)   204  Fed.  399. 

Offenses  against  the  White  Slave  Act  grow- 
ing out  of  the  same  transaction  may  be  so 
connected  as  to  permit  of  their  joinder  in 
one  indictment  in  separate  counts.  Freed  v, 
U.  S.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  266  Fed. 
1012. 

Gounts  for  misdemeanor  and  felony  may 
be  joined  under  this  section.  Phillips  r.  U.  S., 
(C  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  657. 


Indictments  held  to  have  been  properly 
cansolidated. — An  indictment  under  the  Penal 
Law,  section  13  (7  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d 
ed.)  p.  249,  sec.  4898)  for  providing  and 
preparing  a  military  enterprise  against  a 
nation  with  whom  the  United  States  is  at 
peace  may  be  consolidated  with  an  indict- 
ment for  a  conspiracy  to  commit  such  offense. 
Jacobsen  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  399. 

Separate  punishment  for  each  offenae.— 
Where  counts  really  charge  separate  offenses, 
though  connected  together  and  so  capable  of 
ioinder  under  this  section,  sentence  may  be 
imposed  for  both,  for  such  was  the  l^isla- 
tive  intent  in  creating  them  separate  offenses. 
Ew  p.  Farlow,  (N.  D.  Oa.  1921)  272  Fed.  910. 

Vol.  II,  p.  681,  sec.  1025.     [First  ed., 
vol.  II,  p.  340.] 

Incorrect  date. —  The  date  in  an  indict- 
ment does  not  necessarily  limit  the  prosecu- 
tion to  proof  of  the  commission  of  the  offense 
upon  that  identical  date,  provided  the  date 
proven  is  prior  to  the  date  of  the  filing  of 
the  indictment,  and  ie  in  such  reasonable 
proximity  to  the  actual  date  named  in  the 
indictment  that  the  defendants  could  not 
have  been  prejudiced  or  misled  thereby.  Bil* 
lingsley  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  86. 

Time  of  commission  of  offense. — An  indict- 
ment which  charges  that  the  defendants  con- 
spired to  violate  section  135  of  the  Praal 
Code  of  the  United  States  (7  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  688)  between  certain  specified  dates, 
IS  sufficient  in  view  of  the  provisions  of  this 
section.  Harrington  V.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.   1920)    267  Fed.  97. 

Immaterial  variance. — ^A  variance  which 
does  not  prejudice  should  be  dieregarded. 
Thus,  on  a  prosecution  for  introducing 
liquor  into  that  part  of  the  state  of  Okla- 
homa that  was  formerly  Indian  Territory 
the  fact  that  the  indictment  charged  that  the 
liquors  were  introduced  iiito  Washington 
County  while  the  proof  showed  that  they 
were  introduced  in  Nowata  County  was  held 
to  be  immaterial  where  the  counties  were  in 
that  part  of  the  state  that  was  formerly 
Indian  Territory.  Flack  r.  U.  S.,  (CCA. 
8th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  680. 

Where  an  indictment  charges  a  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquor  to  a  certain  named  per* 
son,  giving  his  Christian  name,  and  the  evi- 
dence ie  silent  as  to  his  CSiristian  name  the 
variance  has  been  held  to  be  immaerial. 
Saucedo  v,  U.  S.,  <0.  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  830. 

Indictments  held  sufficient. —  Under  thie 
section  in  the  case  of  a  prosecution  for  using 
the  mails  with  intent  to  defraud  where  the 
substance  of  the  scheme  charged  was  not  the 
mere  use  of  a  corporate  name  similar  to  the 
name  of  an  existing  association,  bat  to  net 
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it  80  as  to  have  the  credit  and  reputation  of 
the  other  company  in  order  to  obtain  goods 
not  intended  for  defendant,  and  for  which 
he  would  not  pay,  the  failure  to  allege  that 
the  unincrorporated  partnership  or  associa- 
tion, then  doing  business  and  in  actual  opera- 
tion, was  duly  organized,  did  not  prejudice 
the  defendant,  and  make  the  indictment 
fatallv  defective.  Savage  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  dr.  1920)   270  Fed.  14. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  122,  sec.  3. 

Constitutionality. —  The  Act  is  not  Invalid 
as  unwarrantably  extending  the  consti- 
tutional definition  of  the  crime  of  treason 
since  Congress  may  punish,  under  the  ordi- 
nary rules  of  prosecution  and  without  trench- 
ing upon  the  constitutional  limitation  as  to 
treason,  acts  which  are  of  a  seditious  nature 
and  tend  toward  treason,  but  which  are  not 
of  the  direct  character  and  superdangerous 
deg^ree  which  would  meet  the  constitutional 
test  and  maice  them  treason;  and  even  more 
must  this  be  true  of  words.  Likewise,  it  does 
not*  violate  the  constitutional  provision 
guaranteeing  freedom  of  speech.  Schoborg  v, 
V.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  dth  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  1; 
Wimmer  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  11;  Lockhart  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  14. 

''It  is  familiar  law  that  language  in  a 
statute  which  is  capable  of  a  very  broad  or 
of  a  narrower  construction  should  receive 
the  latter  where  the  former  would  or  misht 
make  it  unconstitutional,  and  where  the  lat- 
ter is  sufficient  to  reach  the  ca-e  before  the 
court,  and  hence  it  is  not  very  important  to 
point  out  that  'favor,*  'support,'  and 
'  oppose,'  as  mere  words,  may  have  definition 
broad  enough  to  cover  and  include  some 
things  which  are  also  within  the  protection 
of  the  First  Amendment;  the  really  import- 
ant question  is  whether  that  particular  kind 
and  degree  of  favor,  support,  or  opposition 
alleged  against  defendants  is  within  the  con- 
stitutional immunity."  Schoborg  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.   1920)    264  Fed.  1. 

Language  not  protected  by  constitution. — 
Dierkes  v.  U.  8.,  (C.  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  75. 

Construction. —  The  word  "whoever"  as 
used  herein  has  been  construed  as  including 
coroorations  and  partnership.  American  So- 
cialist Soc.  V.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  212. 

Relation  to  section  6  of  Selective  Service 
Act. —  This  section  and  section  6  of  the  Se- 
lective Service  Act  (9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d 
ed.)  1159)  are  in  pari  materia.  Snitkin  v, 
U.  S..   (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  489. 

"Military  forces"  defined.— See  Fairchild 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
584. 

'* Recruiting "  and  "enlistment"  defined.— 
See  Fairchild  «.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)    265  Fed.  584. 
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Wilfully  obstructing  the  recruiting  or  en- 
listment service. —  Rejection  of  evidence 
offered  by  defendant  and  charge  to  the  jury 
as  to  purpose  of  act  held  error  in  Erhardt  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  326. 

Presumptive  intent. —  The  mere  fact  that 
an  intent  is  presumptive  does  not  make  it 
icsufficient.  An  inference  of  intent  may  be 
strong  enough  to  overbalance  an  express  dec- 
laration. Schoborg  v.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1920)    264  Fed.   1. 

Language  intended  to  incite. — A  fixed  line 
cannot  be  drawn  between  agitation  and  in- 
citement. There  may  be  incitement  in  fact 
which  is  not  so  in  form.  Schoborg  v.  XJ.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)   254  Fed.  1. 

Offense  involves  moral  turpitude  and  con- 
viction thereof  warrants  disbarment  of  at- 
torney. In  re  O'Connell,  (Col.  1920 >  194 
Pac.  1010.  Compare  In  re  Clifton,  (1921) 
."^3  Idaho  614,  196  Pac.  670,  refusing  to  dis- 
bar for  acts  which  while  disloyal  did  not 
amount  to  a  violation  of  the  act. 

Indictment  —  In  general. —  In  Stokes  t*. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  18, 
it  was  declared  that  if  the  text  of  the  letter 
complained  of  in  the  indictment,  when  con- 
sidered in  the  light  of  the  time  and  circum- 
stances of  its  publication,  was  such  that  it 
was  reasonably  calculated  to  cause  the  effects 
charged,  if  it  was  such  that  intelligent  and 
impartial  men,  in  the  exercise  of  a  sound 
judgment,  might  reasonably  deduce  from  it 
the  conclusion  that  the  publisher  thereby  in- 
tended to  attempt  to  cause  insubordination, 
etc.,  in  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the 
United  States,  or  to  obstruct  its  enlistment 
service,  or  to  make  false  statements  for  the 
purpose  of  interfering  with  the  operation  or 
success  of  its  military  or  naval  forces,  it  was 
sufficient  in  its  terms  to  sustain  the  indict- 
ment and  to  require  the  court  below  to  send 
the  case  to  a  trial  by  the  jury.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  upon  ite  face,  in  the  light  of  the 
time  and  circumstances  of  its  nublication,  it 
was  not  reasonably  susceptible  to  such  an  in- 
feroice  and  judgment  the  demurrer  should 
have  been  sustained.  In  this  case  it  was 
held  that  there  was  no  error  in  overruling 
the  demurrer.  See  also  Grubl  v.  U.  8., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  192G)  264  Fed.  44,  wherein 
the  court  made  a  similar  declaration  but  re- 
versed the  judgment  of  the  court  below  and 
ordered  the  discharge  of  the  defendant. 

FoUowinq  language  of  section. — An  indict- 
ment is  sufficient  which  charges  the  offense  in 
the  words  of  the  statute.  Dierkes  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  76. 

NeceasiUf  of  averment  that  United  States 
was  at  war. —  To  same  effect  as  annotation 
in  1920  Supp.  p.  471,  see  Sonnenberg  r.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)   264  Fed.  327. 

Criminal  intent. — As  to  the  necessity  of 
charging  a  criminal  intent  it  has  been  said 
that  "  it  would  seem  enough  to  say  that  the 
clauses  of  the  statute  charged  to  have  been 
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violated  (which  were  added  by  the  amend- 
ment of  1918,  for  the  purpose  of  broadening 
the  scope  of  the  statute)  do  not  in  express 
terms  require  a  criminal  intent,  except  as 
the  word  '  intended '  is  used  in  the  clause 
involved  in  the  third  count,  and  which  is 
so  charged  therein.  It  is  sufficient  that  the 
language  be  disloyal,  profane,  scurrilous,  or 
abusive,  that  it  be  willfully  used,  and  that 
it  relate  to  the  form  of  government,  the 
Constitution,  the  military  or  naval  forces, 
the  flag  or  the  uniform  of  the  army  and  navy 
of  the  United  States,  or  that  the  language 
is  Intended  to  bring  any  one  of  them  into 
contumely  or  disrepute.  The  words  'will- 
fully and  feloniously '  prima  facie  import  an 
unlawful  intent."  Dierkes  v.  U.  S,,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.   1921)   274  Fed.  76. 

Allegcution  of  facta  unnecessary. — ^In  Stokes 
V.  U.  S.,  (O.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed. 
18,  the  three  violations,  which  were  charged 
in  three  counts  in  the  indictment,  were  that 
by  causing  the  publication  of  this  letter  on 
March  20,  1918,  while  the  United  States  was 
at  war  with  the  Imperial  German  govern- 
ment, she  (1)  willfully  and  knowingly  at- 
tempted to  cause  insubordination,  disloyalty, 
mutiny,  and  refusal  of  duty  in  the  military 
and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States;  (2) 
willfully  and  knowingly  obstructed  the  en- 
listment service  of  the  United  States,  to  the 
injury  of  that  eervice,  and  to  the  injury  of 
the  United  States;  and  (3)  willfully  and 
knowingly  made  and  conveyed  false  reports 
and  statements,  with  the  intent  to  interfere 
with  the  operation  and  success  of  the  mili- 
tary and  naval  forces  of  the  United  States, 
and  with  the  intent  to  promote  the  success 
of  the  enemies  of  the  United  States.  It  was 
held  that  the  indictment  was  sufficient  though 
it  contained  no  averment  of  any  facts  tending 
to  inform  the  defendant  in  what  way,  by 
what  means,  or  by  its  effect  upon  what  per- 
sons, the  publication  of  the  letter  either 
caused,  or  disclosed  an  attempt  to  cause, 
insubordination,  etc.,  or  obstructed  the  en- 
listment service,  or  conveyed  false  reports, 
with  the  intention  to  interfere  with  the 
operation  of  the  military  or  naval  forces, 
of  the  United  States. 

"Names  of  persons  to  whom  language  ad- 
dressed  need  not  be  alleged.  Dierkee  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  75. 

Insufficient  description  of  offense. —  Where 
a  defendant  was  charged  with  having  wil- 
fully caused  and  attempted  to  cause  disloy- 
alty, insubordination,  mutiny  and  refusal  of 
duty  in  the  military  forces  of  the  United 
States  to  the  injury  of  the  United  States 
by  the  making  of  certain  statements,  it  was 
held  that  a  demurrer  to  the  count  should 
have  been  sustained,  it  bein^  declared  that  it 
did  not  appear  from  the  indictment  that  the 
statements  were  susceptible  to  the  inference 
that  the  defendant  made  them  with  the  evil 
intents  charged.  Grubl  v.  U.  S.,  (O.  G.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  44. 


Attempting  to  cause  insubordination.— 
Fairchild  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
265  Fed.  584. 

Sufficiency. —  In  the  following  cases  the  in- 
dictments were  held  to  be  sufficient:  Mat- 
they  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  924;  Dierkes  f>.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  0,ii  (Ji.. 
1921)  274  Fed.  76;  Sykes  v.  U.  S.,  (CCA 
9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  945;  Martin  t. 
U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  329; 
Sonnenberg  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  9th  Cir.  1920 1 
264  Fed.  327;  Anderson  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  76;  Lockhart  f. 
U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed    M 

Defenses. —  In  Mamaux  D,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
Gth  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  816,  an  instruction 
as  to  the  defense  that  the  remarks  were  made 
under  compulsion  or  duress  of  officers  of  the 
law  was  held  proper. 

Evidence  —  Other  words  or  acts. —  See 
Dierkes  v.  U.  S.,  (0.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  75;  Boehner  a  U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  562;  Hinkhouse  17.  U.  S., 
(C  C.  A,  9th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  977; 
American  Socialist  Soc.  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C..A. 
2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  212;  Bold  f?.  U.  8., 
(C  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  205  Fed.  581; 
Anderson  t?.  U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  75;  Grubl  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  44;  Stokes  V.  U.  S., 
(C  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  18; 
Wimmer  v.  U.  S.,  (0.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  11;  Schoborg  t>.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A- 
6th  Cir.  1920)   264  Fed.  1. 

Statements  made  prior  to  ocf. —  To  same 
effect  as  annotation  in  1920  Supplement, 
p.  475,  see  Schoborg  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  1. 

Statements  prior  to  date  of  offense  are 
inadmissible.  Holzmacher  v.  U.  8.,  (C  C 
A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  979. 

Notes  and  reports  of  dictagraph  operators. 
—  Such  notes  and  reports  have  been  received 
although  they  were  not  complete  in  that 
they  embodied  only  the  talk  with  reference 
to  the  attitude  of  the  defendants  towards  the 
war  and  did  not  set  forth  the  entire  con- 
versation and  statements,  where  the  part  not 
taken  down  had  no  reference  to  the  subject 
of  the  war  or  defendants'  attitude  towards 
it.  And  such  statements  are  admissible 
where  although  the  operators  testified  gen- 
erally that  at  the  time  of  the  trial  they 
had  no  independent  recollection  in  detail  of 
the  statements  made,  they  further  testified 
that  they  knew  that  their  notes  were  correct, 
and  knew  that  the  fuller  report  at  the  end 
of  each  day  was  accurate,  it  being  for  the 
jury  to  determine  the  credit  to  be  given  to 
them.  Schoborg  v.  U.  S.,  (CCA.  6th  Cir. 
1920)  264  Fed.  1. 

Evidence  as  to  impression  nwde  hy  defend- 
ant's speech. —  In  Trelease  r.  U.  S.,  (C  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  886,  it  was  held 
proper  to  permit  a  witness  to  testify  M  to 
the  impression  made  on  him  by  the  speedi  of 
the  defendant. 
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Sufficiency. —  In  the  following  cases  the  eri- 
dence  was  held  to  be  sufficient  to  sustain  a 
conviction  of  the  defendants  for  a  violation 
of  this  section:  Hinkhouse  v.  U.  S.,  (G.  C.  A. 
0th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  977;  Trelease  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  886; 
Fairchild  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
265  Fed.  584;  Bold  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  G.  A.  9th 
Cir.  1020)  265  Fed.  681;  Anderson  if.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1020)  264  Fed.  75;  Lock- 
hart  f?.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1020)  2M 
Fed.  14;  Schoborg  v.  U.  8.,  (G.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1020)  264  Fed.  1. 

In  the  following  cases  the  evidence  wa« 
held  to  be  insufficient  to  sustain  a  conviction 
under  this  section :  Becker  v.  U.  S.,  ( C.  G.  A« 
7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  105;  Grubl  v.  U.  8., 
<C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1020)  264  Fed.  44. 

Variance.— See  Bold  v.  U.  8.,  (CCA. 
0th  Cir.  1020)   265  Fed.  581. 

Instiuctions. —  8ee  Bold  i;.  U.  8.,  (CCA. 
0th  Cir.  1020)  265  Fed.  581. 

In  Stokes  V.  17.  8.,  (C  C  A.  8th  Cir.  1020) 
204  Fed.  18,  the  court  reversed  a  conviction 
on  the  ground  that  when  the  entire  charge 
was  considered  in  the  light  of  the  time  and 
circumstances  surrounding  the  trial,  of  the 
extended  discussion  in  the  charge  of  the  many 
side  issues  which  crept  into  the  case,  and  of 
the  other  characteristics  of  the  charge  to 
which  attention  had  been  called,  the  court 
was  unable  to  resist  the  conclusion  that  the 
patrioti(;  zeal  of  the  court  below  led  it  to 
place  too  heavy  a  burden  upon  the  defendant 
in  her  endeavor  to  meet  the  evidence  which 
the  government  produced  against  her,  and 
that  the  cause  of  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice would  be  served  by  another  trial  of  the 
case. 

In  Schoborg  v»  U.  8.,  (CCA.  6th  Cir. 
1020)    264  Fed.   1,  it  was  said: 

"  It  is  objected  that  the  court  charged  that 
it  was  sufficient  to  make  out  the  statutory 
offense  if  the  words  were  intended  to  and 
were  reasonably  calculated  to  some  extent  to 
help  the  cause  of  the  one  and  injure  the 
cause  of  the  other,  without  going  further 
and  saying  that  the  jury  must  find  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  particular  utterance  a 
condition  of  things  which  would  make  the 
words  spoken  tend  to  create  a  clear  and 
present  danger.  If  the  charge  as  given  should 
have  been  modified  and  limited  as  now 
claimed,  it  was  the  duty  of  defendants  to 
bring  to  the  attention  of  the  court  the  limi- 
tations which  they  desired  incorporated. 
They  did  nothing  except  to  save  an  exception 
to  this  paragraph  of  the  charge  as  given. 
When  a  charge  is  correct  in  its  general 
thought  and  aspect,  and  is  later  criticized 
only  because  it  did  not  draw  sufficiently 
refined  distinctions,  a  mere  general  exception 
to  the  proposition  as  given  by  the  court  is 
not  sufficient  basis  for  review  —  lacking  rea- 
sonably clear  inference  that  the  precise  limi- 
tation was  intended  to  be  relied  upon  and 
to  be  put  before  the  court. 


"The  same  is  true  as  to  the  oomnlYT^*< 
against  the  charge  because  it  told  the  jury 
that  it  was  possible  for  one  to  be  guilty  of 
the  offense  bv  a  declaration  that  he  is  on 
the  side  of  Germany  or  wants  to  see  Germany 
win,  or  that  he  is  against  the  United  States 
and  wants  to  see  the  United  States  lose. 
It  is  said  that  this  is  entirely  too  narrow  a 
construction.  6o  it  may  be,  sometimes;  yet 
undoubtedly  there  might  be  cases  where  it 
would  be  a  perfectly  accurate  statement.  The 
defendants  should  have  pointed  out  to  the 
trial  judge  their  particular  theory  which 
made  it  inapplicable  to  this  case.  We  cannot 
say  that  it  was  either  erroneous  or 
prejudicial." 

Questions  for  jury  — Knoicledge  and  intent, 
—  To  same  efi'ect  as  annotation  in  1020  Sup- 
plement, p.  477,  see  Anderson  r.  U.  8.,  (C 
G.  A.  8th  Cir.  1020)  264  Fed.  75. 

In  a  prosecution  under  this  act  for  pulh 
lishing  a  letter  in  terms  condemning  the 
'government"  it  has  been  declared  that  the 
natural,  ordinary,  rational  meaning  of  the 
word  "  government  **  in  the  defendant's  let- 
ter, written  and  published  at  such  a  time 
and  under  such  circumstances,  and  expressly 
mentioning  the  government  in  its  war  aims, 
was  the  body  of  persons  then  conducting  the 
war  and  the  activities  of  the  nation,  and  that 
as  there  was  nothing  in  the  letter  itself, 
and  a  search  of  the  record  disclosed  no  sub- 
stantial evidence,  to  indicate  that  the  writer 
used  or  intended  to  use  it  in  any  other 
sense,  the  unavoidable  conclusion  is  that  it 
was  error  to  submit  to  the  jury  the  issue 
whether  or  not  the  defendant  used  or  in- 
tended to  use  the  word  "government"  in 
this  letter  in  the  sense  of  the  constitutional 
government  of  the  nation  of  1787.  Stokes  v. 
U.  8.,  (C.  C  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   264  Fed.  18. 

Tendency  of  language  used. — ^Whether  the 
language  charged  to  have  been  used  by  de- 
fendant had  a  natural  tendency  to  show  the 
commission  of  the  unlawful  act  charged  is 
ultimately,  a  question  for  the  jury.  Dierkes 
r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1921 )  274  Fed.  75. 

Acquittal  and  conviction  nnder  separate 
counts. — ^An  acquittal  under  a  count  charging 
an  offense  of  which  intent  to  interfere  with 
the  operation  or  success  of  the  military  serv- 
ice of  the  United  States  was  an  element,  was 
held  not  to  be  inconsistent  with  conviction 
under  another  count  charging  an  offense  of 
v/hich  such  an  intent  was  not  an  element. 
Hinkhouse  if.  U.  8.,  (C  O.  A.  0th  Cir.  1920) 
266  U.  8.  077. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  124,  sec.  4. 

Section  6  of  the  Penal  Code  repealed  by 
this  provision.  Haywood  t.  U.  S.,  (C.  C  A. 
7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  795;  St.  John  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  808. 

Indictment  for  conspiracy  to  violate  sec- 
tion 3  held  sufficient. —  See  Anderson  i?.  U.  8., 
(C.  C  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  269  Fed.  65. 
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1918  Supp.,  p.  129,  sec.  3. 

Probable  cause. — A  search  warrant  may 
issue  only  upon  probable  cause,  supported  by 
oath  or  affirmation.  The  question  of  probable 
cause  must  be  submitted  to  the  committing 
magistrate,  so  that  he  may  exercise  his  judg- 
ment as  to  the  sufficiency  of  the  ground  for 
believing  the  accused  person  guiltv.  U.  S.  v, 
Borkowfiki,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  268  Fed.  408. 

Affidavit  must  set  forth  facts. —  The  United 
States  commissioner,  or  other  officer  with 
whom  an  affidavit  is  filed,  may  not',  simply 
because  such  affidavit  is  presented,  issue  a 
warrant.  The  affidavit  mu.«;t  itself  be  suffi- 
cient, must  state  facts  which  justify  the 
issuance  of  a  warrant  and  the  commissioner 
or  such  other  officer  is  required  by  law  to 
satisfy  himself  of  the  sufficiency  of  the  affi- 
davit and  that  the  circumstances  call  for  the 
issuance  of  a  warrant.  U.  S.  v.  Borkowski, 
(S.  D.  Ohio  1920)    268  Fed.  408. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  129,  sec.  6. 

The  name  of  the  accused  should  be  set  forth 
in  the  affidavit  and  search  warrant  where 
it  is  known.  U.  S.  v.  Borkowski,  (S.  D. 
Ohio   1920)    268  Fed.   408. 

Description  of  place. — ''In  describing  the 
place  to  be  searched,  it  is  sufficient  if  the 
officer  to  whom  the  warrant  is  directed,  is 
enabled  to  locate  the  same  definitely  and  with 
certainty.  This  does  not  necessarily  require 
the  exact  legal  description  to  be  given,  such 
as  ordinarily  appears  in  deeds  of  record  in 
the  county  recorder's  office.  The  description 
may  be  such  as  is  known  to  the  people  and 
used  in  the  locality  in  question,  and  by  in- 
quiry the  officer  may  be  as  clearly  guided 
to  the  place  intended  as  if  the  legal  record 
description  were  used."  U.  S.  i?.  Borkowski, 
(S.  D.  Ohio  1920)   268  Fed.  408. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  130,  sec.  10. 

Searches  at  night. —  Authority. —  If  a 
flearch  is  to  be  made  at  night  the  authority 
for  so  doing  should  appear  in  the  warrant. 
U.  S.  V.  Borkowski,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  268 
Fed.  408. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  132,  sec.  1. 

Exclusion  from  mail. —  Generally. — ^Author- 
ity to  revoke  the  second-class  mail  privileges 
of  a  newspaper  which,  contrary  to  the  Espion- 
age Act  of  June  15,  1917  (1918  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  120),  systematically  contained 
false  reports  and  false  statements,  published 
with  intent  to  interfere  with  the  success  of 
the  military  operations  of  the  Federal  gov- 
ernment, to  promote  the  success  of  its  ene- 
mies, and  to  obstruct  its  recruiting  and 
enlistment  service,  was  conferred  upon  the 
Postmaster  General,  not  merely  as  to  a  sin- 
gle issue  of  such  paper,  but  until  a  proper 


application  and  showing  shall  be  made  for 
a  renewal  of  such  privilege,  by  the  provi- 
sion of  title  12  of  that  act  that  any  news- 
paper published  in  violation  of  any  of  its 
terms  shall  be  **  nonmailable,"  and  shall  not 
bo  "  conveved  in  the  mails  or  delivered  from 
any  postonice  or  by  any  letter  carrier,"  when 
read  in  connection  with  the  declaration  of 
U.  S.  Hev.  Stat.  $390  (8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  20),  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
rostmaster  General  to  superintend  regularly 
all  the  business  of  the  Postoffice  Department, 
and  to  execute  all  laws  relating  to  the  postal 
service,  and  with  the  Federal  legislation 
classifying  the  mails,  which  deals  only  with 
"mailable  matter."  U.  S.  v.  Burleson, 
(1921)  255  U.  S.  407,  41  S.  Ct.  362,  (J5 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)'—- ,  affirming  (1919)  49  App. 
Ca«.    (D.  C.)    26,  258  Fed.  282. 

Constitutionality. —  Federal  legislation  con- 
ferring upon  the  Postmaster  General  power 
to  revoke  the  second-class  mail  privilege  en- 
joyed by  a  newspaper  which  that  official  finds, 
after  a  hearing  fairly  conducted,  system- 
atically to  have  contained  false  reports  and 
false  statements  published  with  intent  to 
interfere  with  the  success  of  the  military 
operations  of  the  Federal  government,  to 
promote  the  success  of  its  enemies,  and  to 
obstruct  its  recruiting  and  enlistment  serv- 
ice, in  violation  of  the  Espionage  Act  of 
June  15,  1917,  is  not  unconstitutional,  either 
as  not  affording  the  publisher  a  triial  in  a 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction,  or  as  in- 
fringing the  constitutional  freedom  of  speech 
and  press,  or  as  taking  property  without  due 
process  of  law.  U.  6.  v.  Burleson,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  407,  41  S.  Ct.  352,  05  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1919)  49  App.  Ou. 
(D.  G.)  26,  258  Fed.  282. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  136,  sec.  1. 

Section  held  operatiye  though  war  actually 
at  end,  there  being  no  formal  state  of  peace, 
see  Ex  p.  Sichofsky,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1921)  278 
Fed.   694. 

Effect  of  joint  resolution  of  Congress. — 
The  joint  resolution,  enacted  in  the  last 
days  of  the  Sixty-sixth  Congress,  repealing 
certain  war-time  acts,  carried  with  it  a 
saving  clause  to  the  effect  that  nothing 
therein  contained  should  be  held  "  to  exempt 
from  prosecution  or  to  relieve  from  punish- 
ment "  any  offense  theretofore  committed  in 
violation  of  the  acts  therein  repealed  or  re- 
ferred to,  etc.  In  view  of  the  express  and 
positive  provisions  of  section  13  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes,  this  saving  clause  was  hardly 
necessary.  U-  S.  v.  Reisinger,  128  U.  S.  398, 
9  S.  Ct.  99,  32  L.  Ed.  480.  Its  insertion, 
however,  makes  it  clear  and  indubitable  that 
Congress  was  intending  to  make  punishment 
possible  for  those  who  had  violated  the  law 
previous  to  its  repeal.  Ex  p.  Sichofsky, 
(S.  D.  Cal.  1921)  273  Fed.  694. 
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Vol.  il,  p.  726,  par.  1.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.j  p.  59.] 

By-product  Usnitm  extract. —  See  note 
under  par.  624. 

Nutgall  extract. — Where  the  evidence  es- 
tablishes that  commercial  extract  of  nut- 
galls  is  a  liquid  containing  25  or  30  per 
cent  of  tannic  acid,  and  that  commercial 
tannic  acid  is  a  powder  containing  about 
70  per  cent,  or  even  less,  of  tannic  arid,  a 
powder  derived  from  the  extract,  containing 
more  than  78  per  cent  of  tannic  acid,  largely 
used  in  weighing  silk  fibers  or  fabrics,  a« 
a  mordant  in  dyeing  silk,  and  in  the  manu- 
facture of  ink,  and  not  commonly  used  in 
tanning  leather,  is  classifiable  as  tannic  acid 
under  this  paragraph,  and  not  as  an  ex- 
tract or  decoction  of  nutgalls  under  para- 
graph 30  or  tanning  material  under  para- 
graph 624.  East  Asiatic  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (1920) 
10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  207. 

Vol.  II,  p.  726,  par.  5.     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  50.1 

By-product  lignum  extract. —  See  note 
under  par.  624. 

Nitric  acid  mixed  v^th  culphuric  acid.— 
See  note  under  par.  387. 

"Chemical  .  .  .  compounds.''— ''A chemical 
compound  necessarily  implies  not  a  mere 
mingling  of  components,  but  a  cbetnical  com- 
bination of  them,  resulting  in  their  destruc- 
tion as  distinct  entities  and  in  the  develop- 
ment by  chemical  reaction  of  a  new  su]> 
stance  possessing  properties  radically  dif- 
ferent from  those  of  its  constituent  ele- 
ments." Thus,  hydrogenated  oil,  oil  whose 
hydrogen  content  has  been  increased  chem- 
ically, this  process  resultincf  in  changing 
the  oil  from  a  liquid  to  a  solid  at  ordinary 
room  temperatures  without  altering  its  essen- 
tial character  and  qualities,  is  not  a  chemical 
compound  within  the  meaning  of  that  ex- 
pression in  this  paragraph.  U.  S.  f.  Rock- 
hill,   (1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  112. 

"  Chemical  .  .  .  compounds "  and  "  chem- 
ically compounded  **  distinguished.— The  terra 
"chemical  .  .  .  compounds,'*  in  this  para- 
graph differs  from  the  term  "  cheinicjiUy 
compounded"  in  paragraph  40S;  and  a  given 
substance  although  not  a  cliomical  compound 
within  this  paragraph,  may  perhaps  be 
chemically  compounded  within  paragraph 
498.  U.  S.  V.  Rockhill,  (1920)  10  V.  S.  Cii«t. 
App.   112. 

Vol.  II,  p.  734,  par.  30.    [Fir.st  ed., 
1014  Siipp.,  p.  (n.| 

Nutgall  extract. —  See  note  under  par.  1. 


Vol.  II,  p.  734,  par.  34.     [First  ed., 

1014  Supp.,  ]).  <5-.l 
Cleaned  and  dried  fish  tounda. —  Cleaning 
and  drying,  and  splitting  for  the  purpose 
of  cleaning  or  drying,  are  not  processes  of 
manufacture,  and  do  not  ordinarily  carry 
merchandise  into  the  category  of  "  prepared," 
as  that  term  is  used  in  tariff  nomenclature 
generally  and  in  thie  paragraph.  Thus,  iish 
sounds  which  have  been  cleaned  and  dried, 
after  having  been  split  to  facilitate  the  clean- 
ing and  drying,  imported  to  make  soup,  are 
not  dutiable  under  this  paragraph,  as  "  pre- 
pared fish  sounds,"  but  are  admissible  free 
crude,  dried,  or  salted  for  preservation  only 
of  duty  under  paragraph  419,  as  "  fish  sounde, 
and  unmanufactured."  U.  8.  V.  Brown, 
(1920)    10  U.  S.  CuBt.  App.  47. 

Vol.  II,  p.  734,  par.  36.     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  62.] 
Refined  and  crude  chicle. —  Not  erery  slight 
advance  in  value  is  sufficient  to  constitute 
such  an  advance  as  to  render  merchandise 
dutiable  at  the  higher  rates  provided  for  it 
by  the  import  revenue  laws  when  advanced 
in  value;  and  this  paragraph,  levying  a 
lower  rate  of  duty  upon  "  chicle,  crude,"  and 
a  higher  rate  upon  it  "  refined  or  advanced 
in  value  by  drying,  straining,  or  any  other 
process  or  treatment  whatever  beyond  that 
essential  to  the  proper  packing,"  should  be 
construed  accordingly.  Thus,  where  chicle  is 
sbipped  from  Mexico  into  Canada  and  from 
Canada  into  the  United  States  and  in  Can- 
ada is  hammered  into  smaller  particles  and 
in  part  resacked,  these  processes  being  related 
to  packing  and  transportation  rather  than  to 
manufacture  and  increasing  the  value  only 
from  28  to  30  cents  per  pound,  the  crushing 
enhancing  the  value  only,  one-half  of  a  cent 
per  pound,  and  as  imported  into  the  United 
States  is  intermixed  with  dirt,  bark,  sticks, 
and  other  foreign  substances,  it  can  not  be 
regarded  as  "  chicle  .  .  .  refined  or  ad- 
vanced in  value  by  drying,  straining,  or  any 
other  process  or  treatment  whatever  beyond 
that  essential  to  the  proper  packing,"  under 
this  paragraph,  but  should  be  classified  here- 
under as  "chicle,  crude."  U.  S.  t'.  American 
Chicle  Co.,  (1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  98. 

Vol.  Il,  p.  735,  par.  44.      [First  ed., 

1014  Supp.,  p.  02.] 

"  Oils." —  Fluidity  at  ordinary  room  tem- 
peratures is  not  necessary  to  the  meaning 
of  the  word  "oils,"  in  this  paragraph.  U.  S. 
f.  Rockhin,   (1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  112. 

Hydrogenated  fish  oil. —  Fish  oil  which 
has  been  hardened  by  chemically  increasing 
its  hydrogen  content,  its  essential  character- 
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istics  remaining  unchanged,  ia  classifiable 
tinder  this  paragraph,  as  fish  oil,  and  not 
under  paragraph  5  as  a  chemical  compound, 
or  under  ^paragraph  408  as  grease,  not 
chemically  compounded,  such  as  is  commonly 
used  in  soap  making  or  in  wire  drawing  or 
for  stufiincr  or  dressing  leather.  U.  S.  v, 
Rockhill,   (1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust .  App.  112. 

Vol.  II,  p.  744,  par.  81.     [First  ed., 

1914  Snpp.,  p.  66.1 
Crushed  limestone. — See  note  under  par.  93. 

Vol.  II,  p.  749,  par.  95.     [First  ed., 

1914  Siipp.,  p.  6S.1 

^Articles  or  wares  plated  with  gold  or 
sflyer." —  See  note  under  par.  167. 

Vol.  II,  p.  752,  par.  102.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  69.] 

Ferrosilicon. —  Low  grade  f  erroBilicon, 
originated  as  a  by-product  in  the  manufae- 
ture  of  aluminous  abrasives,  known  com- 
mercially as  ferrosilicon  and  chiefly  used  in 
the  manufacture  of  ordinary  basic  steel,  is 
classifiable  as  "  ferrosilicon "  under  this 
paragraph,  notwithstanding  that  there  is  a 
much  higher  grade,  made  to  specifications 
and  better  adapted  to  the  making  of  steel. 
To  exclude  the  merchandise  from  this  para- 
graph because  its  silicon  content  is  as  low 
as  from  13  to  nearly  17  per  cent,  whereae 
that  of  standard  ferrosilicon  is  much  higher^ 
would  be  to  ignore  the  fact  that  the  parent 
paragraph  (1B4,  act  of  1909)  provided  for 
ferrosilicon  containing  not  more  than  15  per 
cent  of  silicon  as  well  ae  for  that  containing 
more.  The  merchandise  is  not  classifiable  as 
"  iron  ore,"  "  iron  in  pigs "  or  •*  scrap  and 
scrap  steel''  under  paragraph  618;  as  crude 
minerals  under  paragraph  649;  as  crude  me- 
tallic mineral  substances  or  metals  un- 
wrought  under  paragraph  154;  as  waste 
under  paragraph  384;  or  as  nonenumerated 
unmanufactured  articles  under  paragraph 
385.  U.  S.  V.  Tower,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Oust. 
App.  155. 

Vol.  II,  p.  759,  par.  135-     [First  ed., 

1914  Siipp.,  p.  73.] 

Needlecases. —  Leather  folders  and  rolls 
and  leather-covered  wooden  boxes,  fitted  with 
needles,  thread,  scissors,  etc.,  and  known 
variously  as  "  traveling  companions,"  "  neces- 
saries," "sewing  kits,"  or  "f?ewing  cases," 
are  correctly  classified  under  this  paragraph 
as  "  needlecases  or  needlebooks  furnished  with 
assortments  of  needles  or  combinations  of 
needles  and  other  articles,"  rather  than  under 
paragraph  360  as  manufactures  of  leather 
permanently  fitted  and  furnished  with  tra- 
veling and  similar  sets  or  manufactures  of 
leather,  notwithstanding  testimony  that 
some  of  them  were  designed  to  be,  and  were, 


used  by  travelers.    U.  S.  «.  Cross  Co.,  (1920) 
10  U   S.  Cust.  App.  58. 

Vol.  II,  p.  760,  par.  144.    [First  ed., 

1914  Snpp..  p.  TS.l 
Copper  matte. —  See  note  under  par.  461. 

Vol.  II,  p.  761,  par.  152.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  74.] 
Copper  matte. —  6ee  note  under  par.  461. 

Vol.  II,  p.  762,  par.  153-    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  74.] 
Copper  matte. —  See  note  under  par.  461. 
Solder  reclaimed   from   shells. —  See   note 
under  par.  154. 

Vol.  II,  p.  762,  par.  154.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  74.1 

Ferrosilicon. —  See  note  under  par.   102. 

Solder  reclaimed  from  shells. — Where 
solder,  reclaimed  from  spoiled  brass  shell s» 
and  consisting  substantially  of  lead  and  tin 
in  nearly  equal  parts,  with  small  percentages 
of  other  metals,  is  imported  in  the  shape  of 
ingots,  bars,  molds,  etc.,  to  be  rerun  and 
used  for  various  purposes,  the  tin  content  is 
not  classifiable  under  paragraph  631,  as  scrap 
tin ;  nor  is  the  lead  content  classifiable  under 
paragraph  153  as  scrap  lead.  The  n^erchan- 
dise  would  seem  to  be  classifiable  under  this 
paragraph  as  "metals  unwrought;"  but,  in 
the  absence  of  any  such  claim  in  the  pro- 
test, the  collector's  classification  of  it  under 
paragraph  167  as  articles  or  wares  partly 
or  wholly  manufactured  of  the  metals  named 
in  the  paragraph  must,  though  not  approved, 
be  undisturbed.  U.  S.  v.  Jacobson  h  Sons 
Co.,  (1920)  10  U.  &  Cast.  App.  191. 

Vol.  II,  p.  765,  par.  167.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  76.] 

Solder  reclaimed  from  sheUi. —  See  note 
under  par.  154. 

Boiler  parts. —  See  note  under  section  TV. 
par.  J,  Bubseo.  6. 

Materials  —  mamif actnres  distinguished. — 
See  note  under  section  IV,  par.  J,  subsec.  ff. 

American  goods  returned. —  See  note  mider 
par.  404. 

"Articles  or  wares  plated  with  gold  or 
silver." —  The  provision  of  this  paragraph  for 
"Articles  or  wares  plated  with  gold  or  sil- 
ver," embraces  only  such  articles  or  wares 
as  are  wholly  or  in  chief  value  of  metal. 
Thus,  hatpins  with  large  paste  heads  of  a 
pearly  luster  and  metal  gold-plated  stems, 
the  paste  heads  being  the  chief  value,  are 
classifiable  under  paragraph  95,  as  manu- 
factures of  paste,  and  not  under  this  para- 
graph as  "Articles  or  wares  plated  with  sjold 
or  silver,"  or  paragraph  356  as  "jewelry." 
Veith  V.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  6.  Cust.  App. 
201. 
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Marine  surface  condentert. —  Merchandise 
known  as  "marine  surface  condensers,"  im- 
ported for  the  purpose  of  being  used  in 
connection  with  steam  engines  of  American 
▼easels  to  condense  the  steam  and  permit  of 
its  reuse,  the  only  thing  necessary  to  their 
operation  being  their  attachment  to  one  or 
two  pumps  and  the  introduction  of  the  steam, 
are  finished  mechanical  devices.  They  are  not 
admissible  free  of  duty  under  subsection  5, 
paragraph  J,  section  IV,  as  materials  neces- 
sary for  the  building  of  the  machinery  of 
American  vessels,  but  are  dutiable  under  this 
paragraph  as  manufactures  of  metal.  Todd 
Shipyard  Corp.  v.  U.  8.,  (1921)  10  U.  S. 
Oust.  App.  273,  distinguishing  U.  S.  v.  Han- 
nevig,  (1920)   10  U.  6.  Ocst.  App.  124. 

Vol.  II,  p.  769,  par.  170.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  76.] 
Squared   timhers. —  See   notes  under   par. 
647. 

Vol.  II,  p.  769,  par.  173.     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  77.] 

Sound  reeds  in  the  rough,  chiefly  used  for 
the  making  of  chairs,  are  more  specifically 
provided  for  as  chair  reeds  in  this  paragraph 
than  as  reeds  in  the  rough,  in  paragraph  648. 
Peabody  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust. 
App.  220. 

Chinese  reeds.— In  Peabody  v.  U.  S.,  (1920) 
10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  220,  Chinese  reeds  in 
the  rough,  graded  as  common,  selected  and 
extra  selected,  were  classified  by  the  collector 
as  chair  reeds  under  this  paragraph,  and  the 
importers'  protests  claiming  them  to  be  classi- 
fiable as  rough  reeds  under  paragraph  648 
were  overruled  by  the  Board  of  United  States 
General  Appraisers.  The  evidence  estab- 
lished that  the  common  were  not  chiefly  used 
for  making  chairs  but  failed  to  establish  that 
the  other  two  grades  were  not  so  used.  The 
decision  of  the  board  was  reversed  as  to  the 
conmion  and  affirmed  as  to  the  selected  and 
extra  selected. 

Vol.  II,  p.  770,  par.  175.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  77.] 

Containers  of  tea. —  See  note  under  par. 
627. 

Vol.  II,  p.  770,  par.  176-    [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p,  77.] 

Bamboo  pipe  stems. —  See  note  under  par. 
881. 

Vol.  II,  p.  775,  par.  192.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  78.] 

Gronnd  oat  huUa —  Hulls  ground  from  oats 

as  a  by-product  in  the  manufacture,  from  the 

kernels,  of  oat  meal,  rolled  oats,  and  Quaker 

oatSy  are  dutiable  as  '^  oat  hulls  "  under  this 


paragraph,  and  not  as  nonenumerated  manu- 
factures under  paragraph  385.  Tower  v. 
U.  S.,  (1921)  10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  259; 
Tower  r.  U.  8.,  (1921)  10  U.  S.  Cust.  App. 
259;  Central  Vermont  R.  Co.  v.  U.  S., 
(1921)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  262. 

Vol.  II,  p.  787,  par.  244.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  82.] 

Allowance  for  breakage  or  leakage. —  The 

proviso  of  this  paragraph,  that  the  collector 
can  "  make  no  constructive  or  other  allowance 
for  breakage  or  leakage  or  damage  on  wines, 
liquors,  cordials,  or  distilled  spirits  "  can  not 
be  taken  to  modify  section  300,  act  of  Octo- 
ber 3,  1917  (1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
350 ) ,  taxinj^  liquor  in  bond  at  the  time  of  its 
enactment,  so  as  to  make  the  quantity  duti- 
able under  the  tariff  act  the  same  as  that 
subject  to  the  additional  duty  imposed  by 
the  war  revenue  act.  Section  300  taxes  the 
actual,  not  the  constructive,  quantity.  Porges 
V,  U.  8.,  (1920)   10  U.  8.  Cust.  App.  244. 

Vol.  II,  p.  791,  par.  252.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  84.] 

Inyoice  as  eridence. —  See  note  under  par. 
253. 

Cotton  cloth  colored  and  nncolored. — ^Cotton 
cloth,  to  be  dutiable  under  this  paragraph, 
as  "  cotton  cloth  .  .  .  colored,"  must  have 
colored  yams  or  threads,  which  form  a  neces- 
sary and  substantial  part  of  the  article.  Un* 
bleached  cotton  duck  or  canvas,  having  a 
single  blue  warp  thread  equally  visible  on 
both  surfaces  and  rimning  lengthwise  of  the 
fabric  about  an  inch  from  each  edge,  the  blue 
thread  serving  only  for  a  marginal  guide  in 
making  up  the  fabric  and  not  affecting  the 
cloth  either  as  to  price,  strength,  or  em- 
bellishment, is  to  be  classified  xmder  this 
paragraph  as  not  colored.  U.  S.  v.  Bryant^ 
(1920)   10  U.  S.  Oust.  App.  79. 

Vol.  II,  p.  792,  par.  253.    [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  84.] 

Inyoice  as  evidence. —  It  cannot  be  said 
that  the  invoice  has  no  value  whatever  as 
evidence.  Not  only  is  it  prima  facie  evi- 
dence of  what  it  declares,  but  it  is  the 
evidence  which  determines  the  collector's  ac- 
tion as  to  all  imported  merchandise  which 
has  not  been  examined.  Hence,  where  there 
is  nothing  except  the  invoice  to  show  the 
yam  count  of  cotton  cloths  under  this  para- 
graph and  paragraph  252,  and  the  invoice  is 
impeached,  the  Board  of  United  States  Gen- 
eral Appraisers  may  correctly  presume  that 
the  yarn  count  is  shown  by  the  invoice,  and 
their  decision  sustaining  the  protest  and 
directing  reliquidation  in  accordance  with  the 
yarn  count  stated  in  the  invoice  ehould  be 
affirmed.  U.  S.  v.  Bloomingdale,  (1920)  10 
U.  S.  Cust.  App.  149. 
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Vol.  II,  p.  801,  par.  284-    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  88.] 

Hemp  chenille. —  See  note  under  par.  935. 

Vol.  II,  p.  801,  par.  288.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  88.] 

Worn-out  pulp  felts. —  See  note  under  par. 
651. 

Manufactures  of  wool. —  In  U.  S.  t*.  Field, 
(1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  183,  the  mer- 
chandise consisted  of  woven  flax  canvases 
and  colored  woolen  yarns,  the  canvases  hav- 
ing been  stitched  by  hand  with  the  yarns 
sufficiently  to  indicate  a  preconceived  orna- 
mental design  and  color  scheme  and  the 
nature  of  the  needlework,  and  enough  of  the 
yarns  being  imported  with  the  canvasses  to 
complete  the  work.  When  finished,  they  were 
to  be  used  on  the  seats  or  backs  of  pieces  of 
furniture,  and  the  canvases  substantially,  if 
not  entirely,  covered  by  the  ornamental  de- 
signs. It  was  held  that  the  importations 
were  not  finished  articles,  but  materials,  the 
component  material  of  chief  value  being  wool, 
and  should  be  classified  under  this  paragraph 
as  manufactures  of  wool,  and  not  under  para- 
graph 358  as  embroideries  or  embroidered 
articles. 

Vol.  II,  p.  805,  par.  293.    [First  ed., 

1914  Snpp.,  p.  89.] 

Chenille  carpets  and  rugs. — A  review  of  the 
history  of  rug  making  shows  that  originally 
and  now  the  term  "  chenille "  used  in  this 
paragraph  was  and  is  commonly  and  properly 
used  to  distinguish  that  kind  of  carpet  or 
rug  from  all  other  kinds.  No  contrary  com- 
mercial designation  appears  at  the  time  of 
the  enactment  of  the  tariff  act  of  1913.  It 
is  therefore  concluded  that  HhQ  act  of  1913 
diflferentiates  between  chenille  and  Axmin- 
ster  carpets  and  rugs.  And  as  chenille  rugs 
are  made  from  portions  of  chenille  carpets 
or  carpeting,  and  are  not  enumerated  in 
paragraph  300,  they  are  dutiable  under  this 
paragraph,  by  virtue  of  paragraph  303.  U.  S. 
V.  Trorlicht,  etc.,  Carpet  Co.,  (1921)  10  U.  S. 
Cust.  App.  254. 

Machine-made  chenille  wool  rugs  of  the 
importations,  not  "  woven  whole  for  rooms," 
are  dutiable  by  virtue  of  paragraph  303,  at 
the  rate  imposed  on  chenille  carpets  by  this 
paragraph.  U.  S.  v.  Trorlicht,  etc.,  Carpet 
Co.,   (1921)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  254. 

Vol.  II,  D.  805.  par.  300.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  89.] 

Chenille  carpets  and  rugs. —  See  note  under 
par.  293. 

Handmade  rugs. —  Certain  handmade  rugs 
known  as  "Idaho,"  "Kerbela,"  "Beirut" 
and  "  Calcutta "  and  certain  rugs  shown  to 
be  carpets  woven  whole  for  rooms  from  speci- 


fications are  dutiable  under  this  paragraph. 
U.  S.  V.  Trorlicht,  etc.,  Caroet  Co.,  (1921) 
10  U.  S.  Cuet.  App.  254. 

Vol.  II,  p.  805,  par.  303.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  89.] 

Chenille  carpets  and  rugs. —  See  note  under 
par.  293. 

Rugs  for  floors. — ^The  expression  "  rugs  for 
floors  .  .  .  and  other  portions  of  carpets 
or  carpeting  .  .  . ,"  in  this  paragraph  in- 
cludes long  rolls  of  carpeting  intended  to  be 
cut  at  places  indicated  in  the  weave,  each 
piece,  after  being  cut,  to  be  bound  &nd 
fringed  into  a  flnished  rug.  U.  S.  v.  Tror- 
licht, etc..  Carpet  Co.,  (1921)  10  U.  S.  Cu«t. 
App.  254. 

Vol  H,  p.  808,  par.  318.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  90.] 

Appliqued  articles. —  See  note  under  .  par. 
358. 

Vol.  II,  p.  810,  par.  320.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  90.] 

Mechanically  ground  wood  pulp,  in  sheet 
form,  imported  in  rolls,  the  sheet  Iseing  of  a 
width  and  thickness  especially  suitable  for 
the  manufacture  of  a  particular  kind  of 
pulpboard  does  not,  by  reason  of  its  form, 
become  "  pulpboard  "  within  the  meaning  of 
that  term  in  this  paragraph,  but  remains 
"  mechanically  ground  wood  pulp "  within 
the  meanin.Gf  of  that  expression  in  paragraph 
ft49.  Beaver  Co.  v.  U.  Q.,  (1920)  10  U.  S. 
Cust.  App.  22. 

Vol.  II,  p.  814,  par.  329.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  92.] 

Professional  journals. —  See  note  under 
par.  420. 

Everyman's  Library  not  textbooks. —  To 
same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Wakem  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust.  App. 
24. 

Vol.  II,  p.  815,  par.  332.    [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  92.] 

Fashion  plates. —  Cards  containing  pictures 
of  women  wearing  fashionable  clothes,  sur- 
rounded by  samples  of  actual  dress  goods 
fabrics  and  other  similar  cards  representing 
the  interiors  of  rooms  exhibiting  designs  of 
drapery,  pictures  of  wall  paper  and  linoleum 
designs,  bolts  of  dress  or  upholstery  fabrics, 
a  couch  with  figured  covering,  and  similar 
articles  are  not  classifiable  as  "  original 
drawings "  under  paragraph  652^;  neither 
are  they  "  works  of  art "  under  paragraph 
370.  They  should  be  classified  as  manufac- 
turers    of     paper     under     this     paragraph. 
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MacLoughlin  c.  U.  S.,  (1920)   10  U.  S.  Cust. 
App.'  37. 

Vol.  11,  p.  816,  par.  333.     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  93.] 

Jewelry  —  Imitation  pearl  necklaces. —  See 
note  under  par.  356. 

Vol.  II,  p.  818,  par.  335.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  93.] 

Hemp  chenille. — There  seems  to  be  little, 
if  any,  difference  in  meaning  between  the 
word  "braids"  and  the  word  "plaits"  in 
this  paragraph.  Two  threads  twisted  to- 
gether cannot  be  regarded  as  a  braid  or  plait. 
Thus,  merchandise  known  as  hemp  chenille, 
made  on  a  maichine  by  braiding  one  hemp 
and  two  cotton  threads  and  contemporane- 
ously cutting  the  hemp  thread  so  that  the 
finished  product  is  two  tightly  twisted  cot- 
ton threads  with  pieces  of  hemp  thread 
sticking  through  the  twists,  is  not  classi- 
fiable under  this  paragraph  as  "braids"  or 
"plaits,"  but  should  be  classified  as  a  manu- 
facture of  hemp  under  paragraph  284.  Kingk 
V.  U.  S.,  (1920)   10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  107. 

Vol.  II,  p.  822,  par.  347.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  94.] 

Artificial  and  ornamental  fruits,  etc. —  To 
be  classifiable  as  "  artificial  and  ornamental 
fruits,  grains,  leaves,  flowers,  and  stems,  or 
parts  thereof,"  under  this  paragraph,  it  is 
not  necessary  that  articles  should  truly  rep- 
resent fruits,  grains,  leaves,  flowers,  or  stems. 
It  is  sufficient  if  they  simulate  natural  fruits, 
grains,  leaves,  flowers,  and  stems  in  physical 
characteristics  and  appearance  closely  enough 
to  cause  them  in  common  understanding  to 
be  regarded  as  leaves,  stems,  flowers,  or 
fruits,  produced,  not  by  nature  but  by  the 
hand  of  man,  and,  at  the  same  time,  are 
appropriate  and  suitable  to  be  used  for  tho^ 
purposes  of  ornamentation  to  which  the 
natural  products  may  be  temporarily  de- 
voted. Cochran  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  S. 
Cust.  App.  62.  To  same  effect,  see  Johnson 
&  Co.  V.  U.  iS.,  (1920)   10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  54. 

Articles  made  of  straw  and  chip  in  natural 
colors,  too  fragile  tmd  crude  to  be  used  as 
millinery  ornaments,  but  imported  as  raw 
material  for  making  them,  not  resembling 
fruits,  grains,  leaves,  flowers,  and  stems,  or 
parts  thereof,  are  not  to  be  classified  under 
this  paragraph  as  "  artificial  and  ornamental 
fruits,  grains,  leaves,  flowers,  and  stems,  or 
parts  thereof."  Isler  v.  U.  8.,  (1920)  10 
U.  6.  Cust.  App.  74. 

Dyed  straw  millinery  ornaments,  crudely 
resemibling  "fruits,  grains,  leaves,  flowers, 
and  stems,  or  parts  thereof,"  should  be  classi- 
fied as  "artificial  and  ornamental  fruits, 
grains,  leaves,  flowers,  and  stems,  or  parts 
thereof,"  under  this  paragraph,  rather  than 


as  nonenumerated  articles  under  paragraph 
386.  Johnson  i>.  IT.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust. 
App.  54. 

Millinery  ornaments  consisting  of  clusters 
of  black  straw  wound  into  the  form  of  berries 
or  grapes  and  set  on  black  straw  leaves  at- 
tached to  stems  made  of  black  straw  and 
metal;  and  millinery  ornaments  consisting 
of  sprays  of  black  straw  leaves  and  black 
straw  roses  sewed  with  black  threads  to  a 
stiff  fabric  foundation  are  properly  classified 
as  "artificial  and  ornamental  fruits,  grains, 
leaves,  flowers,  and  stems"  under  this  para- 
graph. But  millinery  ornaments  so  crudely 
and  grotesquely  fashioned  as  to  be  scarcely 
deserving  of  the  description  ornamental  ard 
not  resembling  fruits,  grains,  leaves,  flowers, 
and  stems  can  not  be  classified  under  this 
paragraph.  R.  C.  Cochran  Co.  v.  U.  S., 
(1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  62. 

Ivory  pendants  and  brooches. —  Ivory 
brooches,  pendants,  and  scarf  pins,  carved 
in  imitation  of  various  flowers,  are  not 
"artificial  and  ornamental  flowers,"  within 
this  paragraph,  but  should  be  classifiel  as 
manufactures  of  ivory  under  paragraph  369. 
U.  S.  v.  Darling,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust. 
App.  57. 

Presumption  in  favor  of  collectoi's  finding. 
—  Millinery  ornaments  consisting  of  straw 
spheroids  in  combination  with  artificial  stems 
and  sprays  of  artificial  leaves,  having  been 
classified  by  the  collector  under  this  para* 
graph,  it  must  be  presumed,  in  the  absence  of 
evidence  to  the  contrary,  that  the  leaves  and 
stems  are  chief  value;  and  they  are  dutiable 
under  the  paragraph  as  articles  in  chief  value 
of  "artificial  and  ornamental  fruits,  grains, 
leaves,  flowers,  and  stems."  Cochran  Co.  i>, 
U.  S.,   (1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  62. 

Vol.  II,  p.  824,  par.  351.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  95.] 

Unusual  coverings. —  See  note  under  sec- 
tion III,  par.  R,  infrttf  p.  434. 

Vol.  II,  p.  825,  par.  356.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  95.] 

"Articles  or  wares  plated  with  gold  or 
silver." —  See  note  under  par.   167. 

Imitation  pearls. —  Not  every  importation 
regardless  of  size,  use,  or  shape,  which  re- 
motely resembles  a  pearl  in  color,  can  be 
regarded  as  an  imitation  pearl  and  assessed 
as  jewelry.  Veith  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  S. 
Cust.  App.  201. 

Imitation  pearl  necklaces. —  The  provision 
of  this  paragraph,  for  such  jewelry  as  is 
valued  above  20  cents  per  dozen  pieces  indi- 
cates that,  in  the  congressional  view,  there  is 
cheaper  jewelry,  and  serves  to  show  that 
whether  or  not  merchandise  is  to  be  classified 
as  jewelry  is  not  to  be  determined  by  its 
value.  But  necklaces  made  of  wax-filled  glass 
imitation    pearl    beads    permanently    strung 
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and  fitted  with  metal  clasps  and  imitation 
pearl  pendants  are  classifiable  as  "  jewelry  " 
under  this  paragraph  and  not  as  articles  of 
beads  under  paragraph  333.  U.  S.  t?.  Wool- 
worth  Co.,  (1920)   10  U.  S.  Oust.  App.  194. 

Bone  watch  charms. —  Prima  facie,  an  arti- 
cle in  chief  value  of  material  neither  precious 
stone  nor  precious  metal,  nor  an  imitation  of 
either,  is  not  jewelry  commonly  so  called. 
Thus,  watch  charms  made  of  bone  are  not 
jewelry.  U.  S.  t\  Mandel,  (1920)  10  U.  S. 
Gust.  App.  44. 

Manufactures  of  ivory  with  brass  eyelets 
are  not  made  of  precious  metal  or  precious 
stone  or  an  imitation  of  either,  and  are  not 
jewelry.  U.  8.  f.  Darling,  (1920)  10  U.  8. 
Cuat.  App.  57. 

Vol.  il,  p.  827,  par.  358.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  96.] 

Appliqued  articles. — A  union  of  two  inde- 
pendent fabrications  is  essential  to  and  de- 
terminative of  the  definition  of  the  word 
"appliqu6d"  as  used  in  this  paragraph. 
Thus,  a  fabric  which  is  ornamonted  upon  one 
surface  by  figures  composed  of  glue  covered 
with  fiock  is  not  appliqut^d,  but  should  be 
classified  under  the  residuary  provisions  of 
paragraph  318  as  a  woven  silk  fabric  not 
otherwise  specially  provided  for.  U.  S.  c. 
Heyliger,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  52; 
U.  S.  V.  Mills,  (1920)  10  U.  8.  Cu»t.  App.  49. 

Embroidery. —  To  constitute  an  embroidery 
under  this  paragraph  there  must  be,  by 
needle-work  processes,  an  ornamental  addi- 
tion superimposed  upon  a  previously  com- 
pleted fabric  or  article  —  not  a  needlework 
ornamentation  placed  upon  a  fabric  regarded 
as  a  material  only,  which  ornamentation  con- 
stitutes substantially  the  completed  fabric  or 
article.  U.  8.  v.  Field,  (1920)  20  U.  8.  Cust. 
App.  183. 

Presumption  of  legislatiye  sanction  of  ju- 
dicial interpretation. —  Congress  is  presumed 
to  have  enacted  the  provision  for  embroid- 
eries in  this  paragraph  in  harmony  with  the 
judicial  interpretation  of  the  word  obtaining 
at  that  time.  U.  8.  v.  Field,  (1920)  10  U.  8. 
Cust.  App.   183. 

Vol.  II,  p.  831,  par.  360.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  96.] 
Needlescaaes. —  3ee  note  under  par.  135. 
Unusual   coyerinsa. —  8ee  note  under   sec- 
tion III,  par,  R,  infra,  p.  434. 

Vol.  II,  p.  833,  par.  368.    [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  97.] 

**In  their  natural  state." — The  expression 
of  this  paragraph,  "  in  their  natural  state, 
and  not  the  separated  fibers  thereof,"  will 
not  be  construed  so  as  to  make  the  first 
phrase  simply  antithetical  of  the  second. 
The  purpose  of  Congress  was  to  exclude  from 


the  paragraph  by  this  provision  grafla  and 
straw  cloth  made  of  grass  and  straw  fibers, 
which  are  provided  for  elsewhere;  and  the 
paragraph  comprehends  split  atraw,  so  long 
as  the  splitting  has  not  resulted  in  a  de- 
cortication of  the  fibers.  Isler  r.  U.  S., 
(1920)    10  U.  8.  Cust.  App.  74. 

Bone  watch  charms. —  Watch  charms  made 
of  bone  should  not  be  classified  as  jewelry 
under  paragraph  356,  in  the  absence  of  evi- 
dence that  they  are  commercially  known  as 
such,  but  should  be  classified  as  manufac- 
tures of  bone  under  this  paragraph.  U.  S. 
V.  Mandel,   (1920)   10  U.  8.  Cust.  App.  44. 

Dyed  straw  articles. —  Dyed  straw  is  not 
straw  in  its  "  natural  state "  within  that 
expression  in  this  paragraph,  and  articles 
made  of  it  are  not  dutiable  hereunder.  John- 
son V.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  8.  Cust.  App.  54; 
Cochran  v.  U.  8.,  (1920)  10  U.  8.  Cust. 
App.  62. 

MiUinery  ornaments  in  chief  yalne  of 
straw,  but  not  in  imitation  of  fruits,  grains, 
leaves,  fiowers,  and  stems,  are  not  dutiable 
under  paragraph  347.  8uch  of  them  as  are 
in  chief  value  of  undyed  straw  are  dutiable 
as  manufactures  in  chief  value  of  straw  in 
its  natural  state,  imder  this  paragraph,  and 
such  of  them  as  are  in  chief  value  of  dyed 
straw  are  dutiable  as  manufactures  not  pro- 
vided for  under  paragraph  385.  Johnson  ft 
Co.  V.  U.  8.   (1920)    10  U.  8.  Cnnt.  App.  54. 

Split  straw  and  chip  material  for  the  manu- 
facture of  millinery  ornaments,  too  crude 
for  classification  under  paragraph  347,  as 
artificial  and  ornamental  fruit?,  grain*, 
leaves,  flowers,  and  stems,  or  parts  thereof, 
are  dutiable  as  manufactures  of  cliip  and 
straw,  under  this  paragraph.  Isler  v.  U.  8., 
(1920)    10  U.  8.  Cust.  App.  74. 

Vol.  II,  p.  834,  par.  369.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  97.] 
Ivory  pendants   and  brooches. —  Siee  note 
under  par.  347. 

Vol.  II,  p.  836,  par.  376.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  98.] 
Fashion  plates. —  8ee  note  under  pars.  9S2 
and  652. 

Vol.  II,  p.  838,  par.  381.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  98.] 
"All  smokers'  articles  whatsoever." — By 
using  the  words  "  all  smokers*  articles  what- 
soever" in  this  paragraph  Congress  mani- 
fested its  intention  "to  reach  out  into  all 
branches  of  trade  and  commerce  and  to  gather 
within  the  dutiable  provisions  of  this  para- 
graph everything  used  chiefly  by  smokers,  in 
that  pursuit,  and  for  that  purpose,  wherever 
else  they  may  occur  or  within  whatever  other 
provisions  of  the  tariff  law  the  merchandise 
may  be  included."    Thus,  finished  pipe  steme 


J 


CUSTOMS  DUTIES 


427 


may  be  regarded  as  material  for  manufac- 
turing or  assembling  pipes,  still,  being  sepa- 
rate and  distinct  subjects  of  trade  and  use, 
and  the  language  of  this  paragraph,  "  all 
smokers'  articles  whatsoever  "  being  so  com- 
prehensive, they  must  be  regarded  as  "  arti- 
cles" witliin  this  paragraph.  Bush  v.  V.  S., 
(1920)   10  U.  S.  Oust.  App.  161. 

Bamboo  pipe  stems. — '^Bamboo  pipe  stems, 
5  inches  in  length,  one  end  cut  off  square  just 
back  of  a  joint,  thus  forming  a  mouthpiece, 
and  the  other  end  tapered  to  fit  into  the 
pipe,"  arjs  classifiable  as  "  smokers'  articles," 
nnrTer  this  paragraph,  and  not  as  "  bamboo  " 
under  paragraph  648  or  ''manufactures  of 
wood  '*  under  paragraph  176.  Bush  v.  U.  8., 
(1920)    10  U.  S.  Gust.  App.  161. 

Pipes  and  pipe  bowls. —  It  is  not  the  mean- 
ing of  this  paragraph  that  '*  pipes  and  p'pe 
bowls"  should  be  a  separate  and  distinct 
classification  from  "  smokers'  articles,"  so 
that  parts  of  pipes  other  than  bowls  (e.  g. 
stems)  should  be  excluded  from  the  para- 
graph. Pine  stems  are  "smokers'  articles'* 
within  the  paragraph.  Bush  v.  U.  S.,  (1920) 
10  U.  S.  Oust.  App.  161. 

Vol.  II,  p.  838,  par.  384.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  98.] 

By-product  lignum  extract. —  See  note 
under  par.  624. 

Ferrosilicon. —  See  note  under  par.   102. 

Vol.  II,  p.  839,  par.  385.     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  98.] 

By-product  lignum  extract — See  note 
under  par.  624. 

Dyed  straw  millinery  ornaments. — See  note 
under  par.  347. 

Ferrosilicon. —  See  note  under  par.  102. 

Ground  oat  hulls. —  See  note  under  par.  192. 

Millinery  ornaments  in  chief  value  of 
straw. —  See  note  under  par.  368. 

Merchandise  composed  of  strips  of  colored 
straw,  but  not  resembling  anj  of  the  things 
named  in  paragraph  347,  should  have  been 
classified  under  this  paragraph.  Johnson  v. 
U.  S.,   (1920)    10  U.  S.  Oust.  App.  54. 

When  article  may  be  classified  as  non- 
enumerated. —  When  there  is  no  specific  pro- 
vision for  merchandise,  it  can  be  classified 
under  this  paragraph,  as  a  nonenumerated 
article  only  in  case  it  is  not,  in  material,  tex- 
ture, or  use,  similar  to  any  article  enume- 
rated in  the  act.  Johnson  v.  U.  S.,  (1920) 
10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  54. 

Vol.  II,  p.  843,  sec.  386.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  98.] 

Necessity  of  pleading  paragraph  in  making 
protest. —  While  this  paragraph,  strictly 
speaking,  is  itself,  in  a  sense,  an  assessing 
paragraph,  still  it  may  fairly  be  said  that 
in  the  general  language  and  common  under- 
standing of  those  dealing  with  the  subject. 


merchandise  which  becomes  dutiable  at  a 
given  rate  by  similitude  with  enumerated 
articles  is  regarded  as  being  brought  thereby 
within  the  enumerating  paragraph  for  assess- 
ment. This  paragraph  is  a  legisla^ve  rrle 
of  interpretation  of  the  scope  of  every  duty- 
assessing  provision  of  the  tariff  act,  and,  as 
such,  it  should  no  more  be  pleaded  than  any 
other  rule  of  interpretation,  construction,  or 
evidence.  Thus,  a  protest  claiming  classifica- 
tion under  a  certain  paraprraph  is  suffip'ent 
to  support  such  classification  by  simil'tudc, 
even  though  the  protest  makes  no  mention 
of  this  paragraph.  Rice  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10 
U.  S.  Cust.  App.  165. 

Vol.  II,  p.  848,  par.  387.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  389.] 
Nitric  acid  mixed  with  sulphuric  acid. — 
Nitric  acid  to  which  approximately  20  per 
cent  by  weight  and  5  per  cent  according  to 
value  of  sulphuric  acid  has  been  added  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  preventing  corrosion  of 
steel  tank  cars  essential  for  transportation  of 
the  former  acid  in  large  quantities  comes 
within  this  paragraph,  rather  than  paragraph 
5  (see  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  726),  which 
imposes  a  duty  of  15  per  cent  ad  valorem 
upon  "  alkalies,  alkaloids,  and  all  chemical 
and  medicinal  compounds,  preparations,  mix- 
tures and  salts,  and  combinations  thereof,'' 
not  specially  provided  for  in  this  section. 
U.  S.  f>,  Aetna  Elzplosives  Co.,  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  — ,  41  8.  Ot.  513,  66  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  II,  p.  850,  par.  404.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  100.] 

American  goods  retnmed. — ^A  claim  for 
free  entry  of  engines,  having  forced-draft 
fans  attached,  as  American  goods  returned 
without  advancement  or  improvement  in 
value  or  condition  under  this  paragraph  is 
not  supported  by  a  statement  in  the  foreign 
export  entry  that  the  engines  were  originally 
of  American  manufacture,  and  that  they 
were  shipped  to  Canada  ''for  connection  to 
the  fans."  With  no  other  evidence,  and  with- 
out compliance  with  article  333,  Customs 
Regulations  of  1915,  pursuant  to  this  para- 
graph, the  collector's  classification  as  mis- 
cellaneous metal  articles  under  paragraph 
167  should  be  approved.  U.  S.  v.  Keid, 
(1920)   10  U.  6.  Cust.  App.  85. 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  identity  of  returned 
goods. —  Compliance  with  article  333,  Cus- 
toms Regulations,  1915,  promulgated  pursu- 
ant to  this  paragraph  and  prescribing  the 
method  of  showing  the  identity  of  American 
goods  returned,  does  not  relieve  an  importer 
from  the  burden  of  proving  such  identity  to 
support  a  protest  against  the  decision  of 
the  collector  against  it.  The  preliminary 
papers  required  by  the  article  to  be  filed 
with  the  collector  in  support  of  a  claim  for 
free  entry  of  merchandise '  under  the  para- 
graph are  simply  intended  to  assist  the  col- 
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lector  in  deciding  upon  the  entry  and  possess 
no  conclusive  or  binding  force  upon  hia  ot!i- 
cial  action.  If,  in  such  case,  the  collector, 
for  reasons  which  seem  sufficient  to  him,  de- 
cides against  the  claim  for  free  enti-y  and 
thereupon  assesses  duty  upon  the  merchan- 
dise, his  decision  in  the  first  instance  is 
presumed,  as  in  other  cases,  to  be  correct; 
and,  upon  the  trial  of  a  protest  in  such  case, 
the  burden  is  cast  upon  the  protestant,  as 
in  other  cases,  to  establish  by  lawful  evi- 
dence any  and  all  facts  upon  which  he  relies 
to  overcome  that  presumption.  Hull  v.  U.  S., 
(1»20)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  211. 

Vol.  II,  p.  853,  par.  419.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  101.] 
Cleaned  and  dried  fish  sounds. —  See  note 
under  par.  34. 

Vol.  II,  p.  854,  par.  426.    [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  102.] 

Eyeryman's  library. —  See  note  under  par. 
329. 

Professional  journals. —  By  the  language 
of  this  paragraph  **  textbooks  used  in  schools 
and  other  educational  institutions  **  Con- 
gress did  not  intend  to  admit  free  of  duty 
all  the  serial  journals  and  reports  issued  fay 
associations  of  the  different  professions,  arts, 
sciences,  industries,  businesses,  etc.;  and  the 
"Journal  of  the  Institute  of  Actuaries,"  a 
paper-bound  serial  issued  quarterly  by  an 
English  organization  known  as  the  "  Insti- 
tute of  Actuaries,"  being  such  a  publication, 
must  be  denied  such  classification  and  held 
dutiable  under  the  general  provision  of  para- 
graph 329  for  books.  U.  S.  v.  Ticc,  (1920) 
.10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.   198. 

The  term  "textbook"  applies  only  to  such 
books  as  either  set  out  in  their  text  the 
facts  or  principles  of  some  branch  of  learn- 
ing which  is  to  be  taught  to  students,  or 
to  such  as  are  prepared  with  especial  intro- 
ductions, notes,  glossaries,  spa^inps,  or  other 
"  editorial  apparatus,"  which  particularly 
adapt  them  for  the  use  of  etndonts  or  in- 
structors engaged  in  classroom  work  as  a 
class  apart  from  more  general  readers.  The 
fact  that  a  book  is  used  in  educational  insti- 
tutions does  not  make  it  a  textbook  within 
the  meaning  of  that  term  in  this  paragraph. 
Wakem  v,  U.  S.  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust.  App. 
24. 

It  is  not  clear  that  the  context  of  this 
paragraph  does  not  confine  the  free  entry 
accorded  "  textbooks  "  to  "  books  "  in  the 
narrower  sense,  exclndinf?  "pamphlets,"  par- 
ticularly serial  pamphlets.  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  serial  pamphlets  are  not  of  the 
same  contents  and  not  nerc^^arily  even  of 
the  same  subjoct  matter  issue  by  ipsue,  it  is 
doubtful  whether  free  entry  could  be  derreed 
an  entire  serial.  U.  S.  v.  Ti^e  &  Lynch, 
(1920)    10  U.  g.  Cust.  App.   198. 


Vol.  II,  p.  857,  par.  461.    [First  e<L, 
1914  Supp.,  p.  103.] 

Construction. —  In  order  to  give  effect  to 
all  the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  it  is 
necessary  to  construe  it  as  according  free 
entry  to  all  copper  ores  and  all  products  of 
them  in  whatever  shape  and  whatever  form 
produced  short  of  manufactures  of  copper. 
Lang  V.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust.  App. 
228. 

Copper  matte. — To  same  efTect  as  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  Lang  v.  U.  S.,  (1920) 
10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  228. 

Vol.  II,  p.  860,  par.  498.    [First  ed., 

1914  S-upp.,  p.  104.] 
"Chemical     .     .    .     compounds" — ^"Chem- 
ically compounded.** — See  note  under  par.  5. 

Vol.  II,  p.  862,  par.  517.    [First  ei, 

1914  Supp.,  p.  105.] 

Platinum  in  sheets. — The  provision  of  this 
paragraph  admitting  free  of  duty  iridium 
and  platinum  in  native  combination  does  not 
modify  that  of  paragraph  578  admitting  tree 
of  duty  platinum  in  sheets,  so  as  to  deny 
free  entry  to  platinum  in  sheets  when 
artificiallv  combined  with  iridium.  American 
Express  Co.  v.  V.  8.,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust, 
App.  276. 

Vol.  II,  p.  862,  par.  518.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  105.] ' 

Ferrosilicon. —  See  note  under  par.  102. 

Vol.  II,  p.  870,  par.  578.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  108.] 

Commercial  designation  —  platinum  in 
sheets. — The  rule  that  the  commercial  desi^ 
nation  of  imported  merchandise  may  be 
shown  to  correspond  to  the  tariff  designation 
applies  not  only  to  eo  nomine  designations 
but  also  to  descriptive  terms.  To  bar  the 
application  of  this  rule  the  intention  of  Con- 
gress to  do  so  must  clearly  appear.  Thus, 
under  a  protest  claiming  free  entry  of 
merchandise  90  per  cent  platinum  and  lO 
per  cent  iridium  as  platinum  in  sheets,  under 
this  paragraph,  it  is  error  to  exclude  evi- 
dence of  commercial  designation,  since  sucli 
merchandise,  if  shown  to  be  known  com- 
mercially as  "  platinum  in  sheets,"  is  admis- 
sible free  of  duty  as  such  hereunder. 
American  E.xpress  Co.  V.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10 
U.  S.  Cust.  App.  275. 

Vol.  II,  p.  875,  par.  614.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  110.] 

Crashed  limestone. —  Limestone,  unless  com- 
pletely manufactured,  is  entitled  to  free 
entry  under  this  paragraph.  Thus,  lime- 
stone   crushed    to    diameters    of    from    one- 
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Bixteentli  inch  to  4  incheg  to  facilitate  trans- 
portation, and  needing  to  be  euhiected  to 
other  manufacturing  prorcFfles  before  being 
used,  is  admissible  free  of  duty  under  this 
paragraph  as  "  limestone,  unmanufactured,*' 
and  not  dutiable  under  paragraph  81  as 
earthy  or  mineral  snbstan*^ts  Avliolly  or  par- 
tially manufactured."  Lackawanna  ©teel 
Co.  V.  U.  S.,  (1920)   10  U.  S.  Oust.  App.  93. 

Vol.  II,  p.  876,  par.  624.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  110.] 

Nutgall  extract. —  See  note  under  par.   1. 

By-product  lignum  extract. —  T^ignum  ex- 
tract, obtained  as  a  by-product  from  the 
manufacture  of  wood  pulp  from  spruce  and 
balsam,  containing  no  alcohol  but  a  substan- 
tial amount  of  tannin  and  commonly  used 
for  tanning,  should  be  classified  as  "  extracts 
of  other  .  .  .  woods  .  .  .  such  as  are  com- 
monly used  for  tanning "  under  this  para- 
graph rather  than  as  "  waste  not  specially 
provided  for  "  under  paragraph  384,  notwith- 
stajiding  that  such  merchandise  is  used  for 
other  purposes  than  tanning  and  that  the 
instant  importation  was  not  intended  to  be 
used  for  tanning.  It  is  not  classifiable  as 
tannin  or  as  an  acid  not  specially  provided 
for  under  paragraph  1,  as  a  chemical  com- 
pound under  paragraph  5,  or  as  a  non- 
enumerated  manufactured  article  under  para- 
graph 385.  Meyens  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  S. 
Cast.  App.  216. 

Vol.  II,  p.  876,  par.  627-    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  110.] 

Containers  of  tea. — Wliere  less  than  five 
pounds  of  tea  is  imported  in  a  tin  can  and 
the  can  inclosed  by  a  bamboo  basket,  the  can 
not  being  an  unusual  covering  des'gTied  for 
use  otherwise  than  in  the  bona  fide  trans- 
portation of  the  tea,  the  proviso  to  th's 
paragraph  directs  that  the  can  sliall  be  ad- 
mitted free  and  dutv  levied  on  the  hnskot. 
It  is  error  to  treat  the  can  and  the  baskot 
as  an  entirety  and  assess  duty  upon  thoir 
combined  values  as  being  in  chief  value  of 
bam'boo  under  paragraph  175.  U.  S.  v. 
Brown,    (1920)    10  U.  S.  Chist.  App.  89. 

Vol.  II,  p.  876,  par.  631.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  111.] 

Solder  reclaimed  from  shells. —  See  note 
under  par.   154. 

Vol.  II,  p.  879,  par.  647.    [First  ed, 

1914  Supp.,  p.  112.] 

•  Squared  timbers  imported  for  the  purpose 
of  being  cut  up  into  railroad  ties,  b'lt  Fuit- 
able  for  other  uses  also,  not  known  ns  rail- 
road ties  in  the  form  in  which  imported,  are 


admissible  free  as  "timber  .  .  .  unmanu- 
factured. he\^Ti,  or  sawed,  sided  or  squared," 
under  this  paragraph  and  not  dutiable  as 
railroad  ties  under  paragraph  170.  Mitchell 
Co.  V.  U.  S.,  (1920)   10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  104. 

Vol.  11,  p.  879,  par.  648.    [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  112.] 

Chinese  reeds. —  See  note  under  par.  173. 

Round  reeds  in  the  rough. —  See  note  under 
par.  173. 

Bamboo  pipe  stems. — This  paragraph  ex- 
cludes bamboo  which  has  been  *'  further  ad- 
vanced than  cut  into  lengths/'  Thus,  bam- 
boo pipe  stem9  cut  and  pierced  behind  a 
joint  for  the  mouth  and  tapered  at  the  other 
end  for  the  piy»e  are  "  further  advanced  '* 
and  not  to  be  classified  under  this  paragraph. 
Bush  V,  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  6.  Cu»t.  App. 
161. 

Reeds  cut  into  lengths. — ^Tbe  provision  of 
this  paragraph  for  "Reeds  unmanufactured, 
.  .  .  or  not  further  advanced  than  cut 
into  lengths  suitable  for  sticks  for  umbrel- 
las, parasols,  aunshades,  wliipe,  fishing  rods, 
or  walking  canes "  extends,  not  restricts, 
reeds  to  such  as  are  cut  into  such  suitable 
lengths;  so  that  the  paragraph  includes  such 
reeds  whether  or  not  they  are  suitable  for 
the  uses  named.  And  reeds  which  are  pro- 
duced by  subjecting  the  rattans  to  no  manu- 
facturing  processes  other  than  removing 
their  bark  or  enamel  and  cutting  them  into 
lengths  are  classifiable  under  this  paragraph, 
except  that  such  of  them  ae  are  chiefly  used 
for  the  manufacture  of  chnirs  are  claasifiable 
under  paragraph  173.  Peabody  r.  U.  S., 
(1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  220. 

Vol.  II,  p.  880,  par.  649.     [First  ed., 

1914  Snpp.,  p.  112.] 

Ferrosilicon. —  v^ce  note  under  par.  102. 
Mechanically  ground  wood  pulp,  in  sheet 
form. —  See  note  under  par.  320. 

Vol.  II,  p.  880,  par.  651.    [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  112.] 

"Waste." — The  word  "waste"  in  this 
paragraph  does  not  include  only  refuse  or 
waste  material  resulting  or  left  over  from 
a  process  of  manufacture,  and  does  not  ex- 
clude manufactured  articles  which,  by  wear 
and  tear  of  use,  have  become  worn-out,  un- 
fit and  useless  for  the  purposes  for  which 
tlifv  were  made.  Central  Vermont  R.  Co. 
V.  U.  S.,  (1!)'20)   10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  31. 

Shriddy.--Tt  could  not  have  been  the  in- 
tention of  Coni:re«iR,  in  the  enactment  of  this 
paragraph  to  admit  shoddy  free  of  duty,  and 
to  exclude  material  for  making  shoddy  from 
such  exemption.  Central  Vermont  R.  Co, 
V.  U.  S.,   (1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  31. 
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Worn-out  pulp  felts. —  Pieces  of  wool  felt, 
which  had  been  worn  out  by  use  on  paper- 
making  machines  were  shown  to  be  imported 
for  the  purpose  of  making  shoddy,  and  to 
be  commercially  fit  practically  for  no  other 
purpose.  They  are  admissible  free  as 
"wastes  not  specially  provided  for,"  under 
this  paragraph  and  should  not  be  classified 
as  a  manufacture  of  wool  under  paragraph 
288.  Central  Vermont  R.  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (1920) 
10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  31. 

Vol.  II,  p.  880,  par.  652.    [First  ed.,, 
1914  Supp.,  p.  112.] 

Fashion  plates. —  Figures  of  women  wear- 
ing fashionable  clothes,  drawn  on  cardboard 
with  pen  and  ink  or  pencil  and  colored  with 
water  colors,  designed  to  illustrate  the  clothes, 
are  classifiable  as  ''original  drawings  and 
sketches  in  pen  and  ink  or  pencil  and  water 
colors "  under  this  paragraph  rather  than 
as  manufactures  of  paper  under  paragraph 
332.  Macloughlin  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  S. 
Cust.  App.  37. 

Vol.  II,  p.  884,  par.  J,  subsec.  4. 

[First  ed.,  1914  Supp.,  p.  129.] 

Models  of  women's  wearing  apparel. — The 
provision  of  this  subsection,  exempting  from 
duty  "models  of  women's  wearing  apparel 
imported  by  manufacturers  for  use  as  models 
in  their  own  establishments,  and  not  for 
sale  "  goes  to  the  intention  of  the  importer 
at  the  time  of  entry.  This  is  a  question  of 
fact  to  be  decided  in  each  case  upon  the 
testimony  adduced  therein.  Hence,  where 
models  of  women's  wearing  apparel  are  im- 
ported under  bond  for  exportation  within  six 
months  as  being  for  use  as  models  in  im- 
porters' manufacturing  establishments  and 
not  for  sale,'  according  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subsection,  and  it  is  shown  that  im- 
porters sold  some,  rented  some,  permitted 
some  to  be  copied  for  a  price  and  used  the 
residue  as  models  in  their  own  establish- 
ments, duty  is  properly  assessed  upon  them, 
on  the  application  of  the  importers  for  ex- 
portation of  the  residue,  as  it  does  not  ap- 
pear that  importers  at  the  time  of  entry, 
intended  them  for  use  ae  models  in  their 
own  manufacturing  establishments  and  not 
for  sale,  (irab  Fashion  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (1920) 
10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  39. 

Vol.  II,  p.  885,  par.  J,  subsec.  5. 

[First  ed.,  1914  Supp.,  p.  130.] 

Marine  surface  condensers. —  See  note  un- 
der par.  167. 

Boiler  parts. — An  importation  of  boiler 
parts  lacking  such  distinctive  and  important 
features  as  furnaces,  pipe,  stay  tube?,  boiler 
plates,  and  other  parts,  castings,  cannot  be 
regarded  as  an  importation  of  c^m;1ete 
boilers  in  knockdown  condition  and  are  en- 


titled to  entry  free  of  duty  under  this  sub- 
section as  materials  necessary  for  the  build- 
ing of  the  machinery  of  American  vessels, 
and  are  not  dutiable  under  paragraph  167 
as  manufactures  of  metal.  Johnson  Iron 
Works  f.  U.  S.,  (1921)  10  U.  S.  Cust.  App. 
268. 

''Materials." — The  provision  of  this  sub- 
section, admitting  free  of  duty  "  materials  " 
necessary  for  the  building  of  the  machinery 
of  American  vessels  does  not  mean  that  such 
materials  must  be  crude,  but  includes  stand- 
ardized parts  of  engines.  But  the  importa- 
tion in  one  shipment  of  enough  standardized 
parts  to  make  a  complete  engine  is  an  im- 
portation of  an  engine  under  paragraph  167. 
This  is  not  altered  by  the  fact  that  the 
importation  contained  also  other  standardized 
parts  of  engines.  U.  S.  v.  Hannevig,  (1920) 
10  U.  6.  Cust.  App.   124. 

Manufactures  distinguished, —  Forced-draft 
fans,  with  engines  attached,  completely  fin- 
ished for  the  forcing  of  air  through  heat'^r 
boxes  into  the  furnaces  of  vessels,  are  not 
materials  for  American  vessels  within  this 
subsection.  They  are  finished  manufactures, 
and  should  be  classified  under  paragraph  167 
as  miscellaneous  metal  articles.  U.  S.  v. 
Reid,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  85;  U.  S. 
t?.  Carlin,  (1920)   10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  83. 

Spare  engine  parts  as  ''outfit  and  equip- 
ment."—  Spare  parts  for  an  engine  installed 
upon  an  American  vessel,  no  claim  being 
made  that  the  number  was  gpreater  than 
was  necessary  or  that  they  were  not  placed 
on  board  for  the  purpose  of  replacing  the 
corresponding  parts  of  the  engine  as  they 
might  be  broken  or  wear  out,  are  "ou'fit 
and  etjuipment "  for  American  vessels  under 
this  subsection.  U.  S.  v.  Hannevig,  (1920) 
10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  124. 

Importation  in  bond  under  treasury  regu- 
lations.— This  subsection  provides  that  cer- 
tain articles  for-  American  vessels  may  be 
imported  in  bond  under  such  regulations  as 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  may  prescribe. 
These  regulations  are  articles  406,  407  and 
408,  Treasury  Regulations,  1915.  Where  'he 
importer  is  compelled  to  pay  the  duties 
assessed  before  the  goods  are  delivered  to 
him  no  bond  is  necessary;  and  where  the 
duty  has  been  paid  and  there  is  no  dispute 
that  the  merchandise  was  spare  engine  parts 
for  an  engine  which  was  placed  upon  an 
American  vessel,  compliance  with  the  rcgu- 
latione  is  unnecessary.  U.  S.  t.  Hannevig, 
(1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  124. 

Vol.  1 1,  p.  973,  sec.  2766.    [First  ed., 
vol.  II,  p.  636.] 

Construction. — This  section  is  exclusive, 
that  is,  the  permission  goes  so  far  and  no 
further.  Anything  else  may  not  be  called 
**  merchandise,"  so  far  as  the  collection  of 
customs  revenue  is  cnrprntvl.  U.  S.  v.  Reed, 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  724. 
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<•  Capable  of  being  imported." — ^Thi«  phrase 
has  been  construed  as  applying  only  to  such 
merchandise  as  may  lawfully  be  imported 
into  this  country.  In  this  connection  the 
oonrt  said: 

''It  mnst  not  be  overlooked  that  the  stat- 
utes with  which  we  are  dealing  are  customs 
statutes,  and  are  designed  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  collection  of  revenues  asseseable 
upon  dutiable  articles.  To  this  end,  no 
doubt,  it  is  required  that  all  merchandise 
capable  of  importation  shall  be  contained  in 
the  ship's  manifests,  so  that  the  customs 
officers  may  determine  what  is  subject  to 
duty  and  what  is  not.  It  would  not  be  ex- 
pected that  articles  prohibited  introduction 
within  the  United  States  would  be  mentioned 
in  the  manifest,  because  the  presumption 
would  be  that  the  master  would  not  bring 
them  in,  for  if  he  did  he  would  breach  the 
law,  and  subject  himself  to  the  penalty  im- 
posed for  imx)orting  prohibited  articles.  Con- 
gress, therefore,  had  no  occasion  to  le'c^islate 
in  these  statutes  for  the  protection  and  the 
enforcement  of  the  payment  of  duties  on 
merchandise  which  it  did  not  intend  should 
be  brought  in  under  any  conditions.''  U.  6. 
V.  Sischo,  (C.  C.  A.  »th  Cir.  1921)  270  Feb. 
958. 

Opium. — ^The  owner  and  master  of  a  ve^isel 
who  does  not  include  in  his  manifest  opium 
prepared  for  smoking  purposes  is  not,  by  this 
section  made  liable  to  the  penalty  imposed 
by  section  2809  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  such 
opium  not  being  '' merchandise  *'  within  this 
meaning  of  that  word  as  it  is  there  used. 
U.  S.  V.  Sischo,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  958. 

Vol.  II,  p.  989,  sec.  2809.    [First  ed., 
vol.  II,  p.  647.] 

Purpose  of  section. — This  statute  was  ob- 
viously designed  to  enable  the  government, 
among  other  things,  to  collect  the  duties  upon 
all  dutiable  articles  coming  into  this  coun- 
try from  foreign  ports,  and  to  that  end  it 
was  desirous  that  it  be  advised  by  the  mani- 
fests of  what  merchandise  capable  of  being 
imported  was  aboard  ship,  so  that  the  proper 
assessment  of  duties  could  be  made  by  ihe 
collector  of  customs.  U.  8.  v.  Sischo, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)   270  Fed.  958. 

Failure  to  list  prohibited  articles. — The 
owner  of  a  vessel  who  does  not  include  in 
his  manifest  opium  prepared  for  smoking 
purposes  is  not  liable  for  the  penalty  im- 
posed by  this  section,  such  opium  not  bcin<? 
"merchandise"  within  the  meaning  of  that 
word  as  it  is  here  used.  U.  S.  v.  Sisclio, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  958; 
U.  S.  V.  Reed,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed. 
724.    In  the  latter  case,  the  court  said: 

**  Under  the  Constitution  no  person  can 
be  compelled  to  furnish  evidence  against  him- 
self. To  compel  a  man  to  list  or  include  in 
a  paper  to  be  filed  something  which  would 


convict  him  or  render  him  liable  to  convic- 
tion for  a  crime,  and  then  to  collect  a 
penalty  from  him  for  failure  to  give  evidence 
against  himeelf  of  his  commission  of  a  crime, 
resembles  closely  the  principles  involved  in 
prosecutions  under  the  Volstead  Law,  where 
defendants  have  been  accused  of  violating 
the  internal  revenue  laws  'compelling  them 
to  register,  put  up  a  distillery  sign,  and 
pay  a  tax  for  the  manufacture,  etc.,  of  liquor 
which  is  prohibited  and  for  which  specific 
penalties    and   punishments   are    provided. 

"In  the  case  of  United  States  v.  Boze 
Yuginovich  and  another,  254  U.  S.  — ,  41 
Sup.  Ct.  551,  65  L.  ed.  — ,  -decided  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  on  June 
1,  1921,  it  was  held  that  Congress  must 
have  necessarily  intended  to  repeal  the  in- 
ternal revenue  laws  in  so  far  as  they  ver- 
bally or  literally  required  performance  of 
acts  prohibited  as  crimes.  In  the  same  way 
it  would  seem  that  Congress  could  not  have 
intended  to  require  the  captain  of  a  vessel 
to  make  a  report  to  the  effect  that  he  was 
committing  a  crime  against  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  in  order  to  avoid  liability  for 
a  penalty  not  expressly  defined,  but  only 
forced  out  of  language  which,  tak&i  literally^ 
is  not  broad  enough  to  justify  such  interpre- 
tation." 

Vol.  II,  p.  1009,  par.  B.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  114.] 

Meaning  of  "biU  of  lading."— An  express 
receipt  is  not  a  bill  of  lading  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section.  Hence  a  connect- 
ing carrier  holding  such  a  receipt  duly  in- 
dorsed will  not  be  deemed  the  consignee. 
United  Stotes  v,  Fargo,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)   271  Fed.  180,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"A  distinguishing  feature  of  the  bill  of 
lading  is  that  it  represents  the  goods,  so 
tliat  by  the  delivery  of  it,  under  the  practice 
of  merchants,  there  is  a  symbolical  delivery 
of  the  goods  and  thus  the  obligations  of  con- 
tracts of  sale  are  satisfied.  By  the  indorse- 
ment of  a  bill  of  lading,  the  property  rights 
to  the  goods  can  pass  from  hand  to  hand, 
without  the  actual  necessity  of  removing  the 
goods  themselves  or  the  delivery  thereof. 
Customs  Administrative  Act,  §  3,  detines 
persons  who  might  make  entry  of  imported 
merchandise  and  who  must  pay  the  customs 
duties  thereon.  It  was  the  evident  intent  of 
Congress  to  impose  liability  upon  the  owners 
of  the  merchandise  and  the  consignee  is  pre- 
sumptively the  owner  of  the  goods.  The 
consignee  is  presumptively  the  owner  of  the 
goods,  since  it  is  provided  that  he  might 
make  entry  of  the  goods,  with  attendant  as- 
sumption of  liability  for  customs  duties.  It 
is  recognized  that  title  might  pass  from  the 
consignee  by  indorsement  of  a  bill  of  lading, 
and  it  was  provided  that  in  such  event  the 
indorsee  should  have  the  rights  and  liabilities 
of  the  original  consignee.  So  the  practice  has 
been  that  a  bill  of  lading  is  surrendered  only 
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when  the  goods  are  delivered.  The  transfer 
of  title  is  made  by  indorsement  of  the  bill 
of  lading,  and  the  indorsee  then  becomes 
entitled  to  the  goods  from  the  carrier,  and, 
by  the  usage  of  merchants  the  indorsement  of 
the  bill  of  lading  from  the  consignee  to  the 
new  title  owner  becomes  a  fixed  practice. 
Carriers  then  beoome  subject  to  the  rule  that 
the  goods  could  not  be  delivered,  except  upon 
surrender  of  the  bill  of  lading,  and  the  holder 
or  transferee  of  the  bill  of  lading  was  ex- 
pected to  present  the  bill  in  order  to  obtain 
delivery  of  the  goods,  and  was  entitled  to 
delivery  of  the  goods  upon  such  presentations. 
Ga.,  Fla.  &  Ala.  Ry.  v.  Blish  Milling  Co.,  241 
U.  S.  190,  36  S.  Ct.  541,  60  L.  ed.  948. 

"An  express  receipt  has  not  had  the  same 
effect  of  passing  title.  Upon  presentation  of 
a  freight  receipt,  even  though  indorsed,  the 
right  to  delivery  of  the  merchandise  does  not 
follow.  The  carrier  express  company  issued 
the  receipt  which  authorized  delivery  to  the 
consignee  himself  or  to  his  duly  authorized 
representative,  and  that  is  all.  The  obliga- 
tion of  the  express  company,  which  gives  the 
express  receipt,  is  to  deliver  to  the  person 
who  shows  himself  to  be  the  consignee  or  his 
authorized  representative  under  all  the  cir- 
cumstances. The  express  receipt  is  not  de- 
manded for  the  delivery  of  the  goods,  and  it 
has  not  been  customary,  in  forwarding  goods, 
to  forward  the  express  receipt  as  a  symbol 
of  goods  shipped.  If  the  express  receipt 
authorized  the  defendant  in  error  to  make 
delivery  to  a  person  on  behalf  of  the  con- 
signee, the  company  is  justified  in  making 
this  delivery;  but  the  fact  that  authoriza- 
tion is  indorsed  on  the  back  of  the  express 
receipt  does  not  pass  title.  It  created  a  right 
to  demand  delivery  of  the  goods,  which  may 
be  revoked  by  a  subsequent  order  of  the  con- 
signee to  the  express  company  to  disregard 
the  indorsement.  If  such  an  order  be  given, 
the  express  company  would  be  unauthorized 
to  deliver  to  any  one  except  the  original 
consignee. 

"  Thus  it  will  be  observed  that  a  bill  of 
lading  is  both  the  receipt  and  a  contract  by 
the  carrier  to  deliver  to  the  consignee  or  the 
holder  of  a  duly  indorsed  document,  and  an 
express  receipt  serves  one  purpose,  to  wit,  a 
receipt  limiting  the  carrier's  liability  in  case 
of  loss  'and  damage  upon  contingencies  named 
in  it." 

Vol.  II,  p.  1018,  par.  H.     [First  ed., 
1914  Snpp.,  p.  116.] 

Evidence. —  In  an  action  by  the  United 
States  to  recover  the  value  of  merchandise 
which  it  was  claimed  was  entered  and  intro- 
duced into  the  commerce  of  the  United  States 
by  means  of  fraudulent  written  entries  and 
invoices,  while  it  is  permissible  for  the 
government  to  prove  the  foreign  market  value 
where  the  goods  were  purchased,  it  is  said 
that  this  is  not  essential  to  the  establish- 
ment of  the  government's  prima  facie  case, 
and  that  it  is  suflBcient  for  the  government 
to  establish  that  the  false  statement  in  the 


invoice  tended  to  deprive  the  United  States 
of  revenue  by  evidence  that  the  price  paid 
was  greater  than  the  value  given  in  the 
invoice.  And  if  the  jury  is  satisfied  that  the 
purchase  price  of  the  importations  in  ques- 
tion is  greater  than  the  sums  made  as  en- 
tries when  the  importation  took  place,  the 
jury  can  find  fraud  in  making  such  written 
entries  and  invoices.  U.  S.  v.  Santini,  (C.  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1920)    266  Fed.  303. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1019,  par.  I.     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  117.] 

''Manifest  clerical  error." — ^The  term 
"manifest  clerical  error**  in  this  paragraph 
is  one  that  is  apparent  and  obvious  on  the 
face  of  the  papers.  It  does  not  include  an 
error  which  may,  by  extrinsic  evidence,  be 
shown  to  have  been  committed.  Hius,  an 
entry  which  sets  out  the  extension  in  yen 
and  the  unit  of  value  without  stating  what 
currency,  obviously  states  upon  its  face  that 
the  unit  of  value  is  in  yen;  and  extraneous 
proof  that  the  extension  should  have  been 
stated  in  dollars  instead  of  yen  does  not 
establish  a  claim  of  "  manifest  clerical  error  " 
under  this  paragraph.  The  additional  duty 
provided  for  by  this  paragraph  for  under- 
valuation should  be  imposed,  since  the  yen 
is  worth  less  than  the  dollar,  and  the  action 
of  the  appraiser  in  returning  the  invoice  to 
the  importer  for  correction  after  it  has  come 
under  his  observation  is  forbidden  by  this 
paragraph.  Consmillek'  v,  U.  S.,  (1920)  10 
U.  S.  Cust.  App.  109. 

Under  this  paragraph  manifest  clerical 
error  cannot  be  shown  by  proof  dehors  the 
record.  When  an  entry  is  made  as  the  en- 
trant intends  to  make  it  and  carries  the  in- 
tended signification  to  the  mind  of  the  col- 
lector, there  is  no  manifest  clerical  error. 
Thus,  where  mercha:idis6  is  shipped  from 
Montreal,  Canada,  to  be  entered  at  Rouses 
Point,  N.  Y.,  for  transportation  to  New  York, 
and  the  agent  of  the  carrier  makes,  from 
the  invoice,  a  consumption  entry  at  Houses 
Point,  very  greatly  understating  the  value, 
the  underestimation  arising  from  a  misappre- 
hension as  to  whether  the  invoice  stated  the 
price  in  francs  or  dollars,  and  no  disavowal 
of  the  entry  was  made,  but  an  attempt  is 
made  to  correct  it,  the  collector  may  prop- 
erly refuse  to  permit  the  correct'.on  for  the 
reason  that  the  application  was  received 
after  the  invoice  and  merchandise  had  come 
under  the  observation  of  the  appraiser.  In 
such  case  there  is  no  manifest  clerical  error 
under  this  paragraph,  as  its  showing  depends 
upon  evidence  outside  the  record.  U.  S.  v. 
Rivers,   (1921)   10  U.  S.  Cu9t.  App.  262. 

In  U.  S.  V.  Tiffany  &  Co.,  (1920)  10 
U.  S.  Cust.  App.  247,  the  invoice  of  goods 
imported  from  Italy  stated  the  value  as 
6,4S8  francs.  The  back  of  the  invoice  bore 
the  indorsement  '^Amount  of  invoice,  lire 
6,488."  The  value  of  the  gold  franc  and  the 
gold  lira  was  the  same  but  the  paper  lira 
was  depreciated.  The  consular  certificate, 
erroneously  assiuning  that  the  lira  intended 
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was  the  paper  lira,  stated  the  percentage  of 
depreciation  and  the  value  of  the  merchandise 
accordingly.  Importer  entered  the  merchan- 
dise at  such  depreciated  value.  It  was  held 
that  this  was  not  "manifest  clerical  error," 
under  this  paragraph,  and  that  the  additional 
duty  provided  for  herein  for  undervaluation 
was  justly  imposed. 

Additional  duties  —  Neceseiiy  of  compli- 
anoe  toith  statutes  dnd  regulations  in  making 
assessment. — While  the  additional  duties  pre- 
scribed for  undervaluation  of  merchandise  by 
this  paragraph,  are  not  to  be  construed  as 
penal  in  character,  nevertheless  they  provide 
for  the  assessment  of  duties  in  excess  of  the 
ordinary  or  regular  rate  of  duty  upon  similar 
merchandise,  and  they  should  not  accrue 
against  an  importer  unless  the  statutes  and 
regulations  upon  which  they  depend  have 
been  substantially  followed  in  the  assessment. 
Thus,  Article  582,  Customs  Regulations  of 
1915,  requires  that  when  the  appraiser  ad- 
vances invoice  prices  to  make  market  value 
an  appropriate  red  ink  notation  shall  be 
made  on  the  invoice.  A  red  ink  notation 
"  D  "  opposite  an  item  deducted  by  the  im- 
porter as  nondutiable,  the  notation  being 
intended  by  the  appraiser  and  understood  by 
the  collector  to  mean  that  the  item  should 
be  added  again  to  make  market  value,  is  not 
a  sufficient  compliance  with  this  regulation, 
and  the  collector  may  not  assess  upon  such  a 
foundation  the  additional  duty  provided  for 
by  this  paragraph.  U.  8.  -p.*  Cone,  (1920) 
10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  120. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1030,  sec.  2873.  [First 

ed.  vol.  II,  p.  669.] 

Contraband  articles  or  goods. — The  penalty 
provided  for  in  this  section  cannot  be  in- 
flicted on  the  master  of  a  vessel  who  fails  to 
obtain  a  permit  to  unload  smoking  opium 
the  importation  of  which  is  prohibited.  U. 
S.  I?.  Reed,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  724, 
the  court  said: 

"If  the  smoking  opium  cannot  be  con- 
sidered 'merchandise,'  then  of  course  no 
permit  to  unload  'merchandise*  could  be 
obtained  for  the  opium,  and  inferentially  the 
passage  of  the  law  making  smoking  opium 
contraband  has  rendered  futile  (and  there- 
fore invalid  or  inferentially  repealed)  the 
provisions  as  to  permits.  Again,  the  criminal 
statutes  cover  the  act,  and  the  penalty  under 
the  customs  law  is  not  needed.  ...  If 
he  unloaded  articles  or  chattels  which  were 
not  *  merchandise  *  within  the  sense  in  which 
that  term  is  used  with  respect  to  permits, 
he  committed  a  crime  and  should  be  punished 
under  other  sections  rather  than  that  regula- 
ting the  handling  and  unloading  of  articles 
capable  of  importation." 

Vol.  li,  p.  1043,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  53.] 

Reasonableness  of  rules. — A  rule  promul- 
gated by  the  Treasury  Department  under  this 


section  exacting  extra  pay  for  the  inspection 
of  baggage  brought  by  trolley  car  passengers 
over  an  international  toll  bridge  on  Sundays 
or  holidays  is  a  reasonable  one  and  within 
the  power  of  the  department  to  make.  Inter- 
national R.  Co.  i>.  Davidson,  (W.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)    271  Fed.   313,  wherein   it  was  said: 

''The  rules  suggested  or  promulgated  by  the 
oollector  relatini^  to  the  mrrender  and 
examination  of  baggage  carried  by  trolley 
passengers  or  by  other  yehicnlar  passengers 
on  Sundays  or  holidays  on  the  next  secular 
day,  and  the  requirements  that  plaintiff  usa 
reasonable  means  to  advise  persons  using  tha 
toll  bridges  that  no  examination  of  passen- 
gers' baggage  and  vehicles  would  be  made 
by  the  inspectors  until  tiie  day  succeeding 
a  Sunday  or  holiday,  were  not  in  my  opinion 
unreasonable  or  unconstitutional.  The  collec- 
tor, I  think,  acted  within  his  jurisdiction, 
and  the  rights  of  the  plaintiff  are  not  in  any 
way  impaired,  since  it  has  the  right  to  a 
special  license  or  permit  and  to  the  service 
of  an  inspector  for  immediate  examination 
of  the  ba^age  of  its  arriving  passengers  and 
conveyances  using  the  bridge.  It  is  true 
that  there  is  no  specific  authority  for  licens- 
ing a  toll  bridge  (obviously  not  a  convey- 
ance) for  lading  or  unlading,  yet  since  plain- 
tiff concededly  is  owner  of  the  bridges  and 
trolley  cars  carrying  the  baggage  of  its  pas- 
sengers for  hire  and  using  the  bridges  for 
transportation,  and  ooUecting  tolls,  the  pro- 
visions of  the  statute  apply  to  it." 

Advance  notice  of  arrival. — The  fact  that 
it  is  impossible  to  give  advance  notice  of  the 
arrival  of  passenger's  baggage  doe»  not  pro- 
hibit the  collector  from  demanding  of  a 
trolley  company  bringing  passengers  and 
baggage  over  an  international  bridge  the  ex- 
tra compensation  provided  for  by  thia  section. 
International  R.  Co.  v.  Davidson,  (W.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)   271  Fed.  313. 

Vol.  li,  p.  1047,  sec.  2903.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  681.] 
Conclusiveness  of  consular  certificate. — 
The  consular  certificate  as  to  depreciated  cur- 
rency provided  for  by  paragraph  602,  Con- 
sular Regulations  1S96,  amended  1916,  and 
this  section,  and  Articles  205  and  621,  Cus- 
toms Regulations  1915,  is  conclusive  as  to 
the  extent  of  the  depreciation  but  not  as  to 
whether  the  goods  were  purchased  with  such 
depreciated  currency  or  as  to  whether  they 
were  purchased  at  the  prioe  named  in  the 
invoice  or  certificate.  U.  S.  V,  Tiffany, 
(1920)    10  U.  8.  Cust.  App.  247. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1064,  par.  L     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  118.] 
Appraisal  —  cost  of  production. — ^In  Stirn 
V.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  17,  it 
appeared  that  silk  in  the  gray  was  purchased 
in  the  United  States  and  shipped  to  France, 
there  treated  by  certain  preliminary  manu- 
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facturing  processes  and  returned  to  the 
United  States  to  be  used  in  the  manu- 
facture of  fabrics.  It  was  shown  that  there 
was  no  market  for  such  processed  silk 
in  either  France  or  the  United  States.  Ac- 
companying the  merchandise  were  invoices 
showing  the  various  items  of  charge  made 
for  the  processing  and  preparing  of  the  silk. 
Upon  these  invoices  were  items  of  general 
expenses  and  profits,  which  were,  however, 
less  than  10  per  cent  and  8  per  cent,  re- 
epectively,  of  die  outlay  of  every  nature  inci- 
dent to  production,  which  are  the  minimum 
additions  permitted  by  this  paragraph  to  be 
made  for  such  items.  It  was  held  that  the 
claim  that  the  Board  of  United  States  Gen- 
eral Appraisers  proceeded  upon  a  wrong  prin- 
ciple of  law  in  making  additions,  since  these 
additions  had  already  been  made  in  t^e  in- 
voices, could  not  be  sustained;  and  that 
their  decision  adding  10  per  cent  and  8  per 
cent  of  the  invoice  values  for  general  ex- 
penses and  profits,  respectively,  should  be 
affirmed. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1065,  par.  M.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  119.] 

Elements  of  dutiable  value. — To  make 
dutiable  value  the  collector  is  authorized  by 
virtue  of  this  paragraph  and  paragraph  N, 
to  add  to  the  appraised  value  of  the  merchan- 
dise per  se,  not  the  market  valine,  but  the 
cost  of  the  containers  thereof;  that  is  to 
say,  the  price  actually  paid  for  them,  and 
all  other  costs,  charges,  and  expenses  inci- 
dent to  placing  the  merchandise  in  condition, 
packed  readv  for  shioment  to  the  ITnited 
States.  Tuska  v.  U.  "8.,  (1920)  10  U.  S. 
Cust.  App.  65. 

Deciaiona  by  Court  of  Customs  Appeals  — 
Neceasity  of  paying  appraisement  appeal  fee 
tnithin  atatuiory  period. —  Tho  provision  of 
this  paragraph  that  an  appeal  to  reappraise- 
ment  **  shall  be  deemed  to  be  finally  aban- 
doned  and   waived   unless   within   two   davs 

• 

from  the  date  of  fiHng  thereof  the  person 
who  filed  such  notice  shall  deposit  with  the 
collector  of  customs  a  fee  of  $1  for  each 
entry,"  is  mandatory,  and  the  action  of  the 
Board  of  General  Appraisers  in  dismissing 
such  appeals  for  the  reason  that  the  fees 
were  paid  later  than  the  prescribed  two 
days  should  be  aoproved.  Sugar  Products 
Co.  V.  U.  S.,  (1920*)   10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  179. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1071,  par.  N.     [First  ed., 
1914  Snpp.,  p.  120.] 

Protests  —  By  whom  made. — When  it  is 
shown  that  the  importations  were  purchased 
by  the  protestant  abroad,  that  he  owned 
them  at  the  time  they  were  brought  to  the 
United  States,  and  that  he  paid  the  dutv  on 
them,  the  protest  was  filed  by  a  proper  party 
under  the  provision  of  this  paragraph  that 
it  may  be  filed  by  the  "  owner,  importer,  con- 
signee or  agent  of  such  merchandise,"  not- 


withstanding that  his  name  does  not  appear 
in  any  of  the  papers  connected  with  the  en- 
try. U.  S.  t>.  Hannevig,  (1920)  10  U.  S.  Oust. 
App.  124. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1086,  par.  R.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  122.] 

Unusual  coverings. — The  manifest  purpose 
of  that  portion  of  this'  paragraph  which 
levies  additional  duty  upon  unusual  cover- 
ings or  containers  of  imported  merchandise 
is  to  penalize,  not  merchandise  used  as  cov- 
erings or  containers  and  imported  as  mer- 
chandise, but  merchandise  which  is  imported 
and  sought  to  be  introduced  into  the  coun- 
try, not  as  merchandise,  but  as  coverings  or 
containers.  Thus,  upon  an  importation  of 
leather  trunks  containing  manufactures  of 
human  hair,  invoiced  as  leather  trunks  and 
human  hair,  the  additional  duty  levied  upon 
unusual  coverings  or  containers  by  this  para- 
graph should  not  be  levied,  since  the  trunks 
were  imported  as  merchandise,  no  attempt 
being  made  to  introduce  them  as  coverings. 
The  trunks  are  dutiable  under  paragraph  360 
as  manufactures  of  leather,  and  the  hair 
goods  under  paragraph  351  as  manufactures 
of  human  hair.  U.  S.  v,  Yamamoto,  (1920) 
10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  70. 

The  **  value "  of  the  containeTS  of  imported 
merchandise  mentioned  in  this  paragraph  is 
their  cost.  Tuska  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  10  U.  S. 
Cust.  App.  65. 

Authority  of  collectors  to  appraise. — Th^s 
paraprraph  confers  no  authority  upon  col- 
lectors of  customs  to  appraise.  Tuska  €. 
U.  S.,   ( 1920 )    10  U.  8.  Cust.  App.  66. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1115,  par.  M.     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  130.] 
Validity  of  oral  application. — An  oral  ap- 
plication to  the  deputy  collector  of  customs 
in    charge    of    bonded    manufacturing   ware- 
houses    for    the    establishment    of    such     a 
warehouse    is    not    a    compliance    with    this 
paragraph    and  articles    709,   710,  747,   74S, 
and  749,  Customs  Regulations  1915,  promul- 
gated pursuant  thereto.    Under  such  circum- 
stances it  cannot  be  said  that  any  applica- 
tion was  made.     Agency  Canadian  Car,  etc., 
Co.  V.  U.  S.,  (1920)   10  U.  S.  Cuat.  App.  172. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1136,  sec.  21.     [First  ed., 
vol.  II,  p.  Y60.] 

"Fraud." — ^The  words  "in  the  absence  of 
fraud  and  in  the  absence  of  protest  by  the 
owner,  importer,  agent,  or  consignee "  in 
this  section,  do  not  restrict  the  fraud  to  tke 
owner,  imoorter,  agent,  or  consignee.  Zuocit 
V.  U.  S..   (1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  133. 

Nature  of  reliquidation  for  fraud. — ^A  re- 
liquidation  more  than  a  year  after  entry  on 
the  ground  of  fraud  is  not  a  criminal  or 
quasi  criminal  proceeding,  nor-  does  it  seek 
to  enforce  a  penalty  or  work  a  forfeiture.    It 
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is  only  an  asflessment  of  duties  properly  due 
and,  as  such,  purely  civil  in  its  nature. 
Zucca  V.  U.  8.,  (1920)  U.  S.  Cast.  App.  133. 
Burden  of  proof  on  reliquidation. — When 
leliquidation  is  made  under  this  sect'on  the 
United  States  must  show  fraud.  Zucca  i>, 
U.  S.,  (1920)    10  U.  8.  Oust.  App.  133. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1161,  sec.  3061.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  742.] 

Application. — This  and  the  following  sec- 
tions have  application  only  where  the  article 
is  merchandise  and  can  be  entered  at  the 
custom  house.    The  Goodhope,  (W.  D.  Wash. 

1920)  268  Fed.  004. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1161,  sec.  3062.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  743.] 

This  section  was  repealed  by  the  National 
Prohibition  Act  in  so  far  as  it  relates  to 
the  importation  of  intoxicating  liquors  into 
this  country  for  beverage  purposes.  U.  S.  v. 
One    Hudson    Touring    Oar,     (E.    D.    Mich. 

1921)  274  Fed.  473. 

Good  faith  of  owner  of  vehicle. — "It  is 
now  settled  that  the  good  faith  or  even  the 
entire  innocence  of  an  owner  of  an  automo- 
bile seized  for  violation  of  the  revenue  laws 
furnishes  no  reason  why  such  automobile 
should  not  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States 
and  sold  in  accordance  with  the  applicable 
statutes,  and  the  question  as  to  Buch  good 
faith  is  immaterial  in  libel  proceedings  to 
enforce  such  forfeiture  and  sale."  U.  S. 
V.  One  Hudson  Touring  Car,  (E.  D.  Mich. 
1921 )  274  Fed.  473. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1168,  sec.  3082.     [First 
ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  748.] 

Import  or  bring." — Where  goods  forbid- 
den of  importation  are  physically  brought 
into  the  country,  they  are  in  fact  imported 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act  just  as  truly 
as  there  may  be  an  importation  of  lawfid 
goods  which  may  be  imported  contrary  to 
law  by  failure  to  comply  with  the  customs 
sUtute.  Feathers  of  Wild  Birds  v.  XJ.  S., 
(CCA.  2d  Cir.  1920)   267  Fed.  964. 

Where  bullion  was  brought  from  Mexico 
into  the  United  States  contrary  to  law  by 
one  to  whom  an  agent  of  the  owner  had 
entrusted  it,  if  such  agent  was  acting  within 
the  scope  of  his  authority  as  the  owner's 
agent,  the  bullion  is  subject  to  be  forfeited 
although  the  owner  did  not  give  any  instruc- 
tions to  his  agent  as  to  the  manner  or  means 
to  be  employed  or  not  to  comply  with  the 
law  in  bringing  it  in.  Shaar  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C 
A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  26. 

Presumption  and  burden  of  proof. — The 
presumption  which  is  raised  by  this  section 
"is  simply  that,  where  possession  of  goods 
which  have  been'  proved  to  have  been  im« 
ported  contrary  to  law  is  shown,  the  burden 
of  explaining  such  possession  is  placed  upon 


« 


the  defendant.  But  the  statute  does  not  raise 
any  presumption  that  the  goods  were  im- 
ported contrary  to  law.  The  burden  of  prov- 
ing this  fact  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  rests 
upon  the  Government."  Sherman  v.  U.  S., 
(C  C  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  518. 

Circumstantial  evidence. — ^Where  the  case 
is  purely  one  of  circumstantial  evidence  the 
rule  applies  that  the  proof  shall  exclude 
every  other  reasonable  hypothesis  except  the 
guilt  of  the  accused.  Sherman  r.  U.  S., 
(C.  C  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  516,  where- 
in it  was  held  that  where  the  only  evidence  of 
criminality  in  the  case  of  liquors  alleged  to 
have  been  unlawfully  imported  was  the  fact 
of  their  being  found"  in  the  defendant's  pos- 
session, and  there  was  nothing  to  show  that 
they  were  imported  at  a  time  when  it  was 
unlawful  to  import  them,  such  proof  was  not 
suflScient  to  support  a  verdict  of  guilty. 

Vol.  II,  p.  1 1 86,  sec.  3,  par.  T.   [First 

ed.,  1914  Supp.,  p.  122.] 
"Probable  cause."— "  Whether  probable 
cause  was  shown  for  the  prosecution  under 
this  section  is  to  be  judged  by  the  court. 
Probable  cause  as  used  means  less  than  evi- 
dence which  would  justify  a  conviction,  and 
in  the  case  of  seizure,  circumstances  which 
warrant  suspicion."  U.  S.  f.  Santini, 
(C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  303. 

Probable  cause  as  the  term  is  used  in  this 
paragraph  means  no  more  than  present  cir- 
cumstances creating  suspicion.  Thus,  where 
in  the  case  of  feathers  in  the  possession  of 
a  person  it  was  admitted  that  they  were 
not  from  birds  found  in  the  United  States, 
and  the  claimant's  explanation  as  to  how 
they  came  into  his  possession  was  composed 
of  wholly  inconsistent  statements  there  was 
held  to  be  sufficient  to  make  out  a  case  of 
probable  cause.  Feathers  of  Wild  Birds  v, 
U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  964. 

1918  Supp-,  p.  141,  sec.  501. 

Synthetic  alizarin.— A  synthetic  compound 
which  contains  alizarin  is  not  "synthetic 
alizarin  "  and  not  embraced  by  that  language 
in  this  section.  U.  S.  v.  Lawrence  &  Co., 
(1920)    10  U.  S.  Cust.  App.  177. 

"  Tuscan  red,"  a  pigment  for  making  paint, 
is  not  brought  within  the  exception  of  this 
section  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  it  contains 
alizarin  and  the  decision  of  the  collector 
subjecting  it  to  the  additional  duty  provided 
for  by  the  section  should  be  sustained  by 
the  Board  of  General  Appraisers.  U.  S.  v. 
Lawrence  &  Co.,  (1920)   10  U.  S.  Cust.  App. 

177. 

Application  to  passengers'  baggage. — This 
section  is  not  limited  in  its  application  to 
vessels  or  other  conveyances  carrying  cargo 
or  freight,  but  is  also  applicable  to  passen- 
gers* baggage.  International  R.  Co.  t?.  David- 
son, (W.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  271  Fed.  313,  where- 
in it  was  said: 

"  No  doubt  the  earlier  statute  was  intended 
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to  apply  to  vessels  and  their  cargoes,  but 
inclusion  by  the  amendatory  act  of  1911  of 
the  words  *  other  conveyances,'  and  the  later 
inclusion  by  the  act  of  1920,  section  6,  of 
the  words  *  receiving  or  examination  of  pas- 
sengers' baggage,'  would  seem  to  imply  extra 
compensation  for  immediate  examination  of 
passengers'  baggage.  A  reasonable  construc- 
tion of  the  act  requires,  I  think,  that  the 
plaintiff  apply  for  a  permit  for  immediate 
examination  of  baggage  and  unlading  on  the 
specified  days,  if  it  desires  a  continuance  of 
such  service." 

Baggage  brought  in  vehicle  and  by  foot 
passengers  on  Sundays. —  Under  this  section 
the  collector  may  impound  for  inspection 
until  the  next  day  baggage  brought  over  an 
international  bridge  on  Sundays  or  holidays 
in  vehicles  or  by  foot  passengers  unless  the 
bridge  company  pays  for  the  extra  services 
of  inspectors  on  such  days.  Niagara  Falls 
International  Bridge  Co.  v.  Davidbon,  (\V.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)  .271  Fed.  316,  wherein  it  was 
said : 

"All  merchandise,  including  vehicles  and 
baggage  carried  in  conveyances  or  by  persons 
entering  the  United  States,  is  concededly  sub- 
ject to  inspection  and  examination  by  in- 
spectors who  perform  their  duties  during  the 
hours  fixed  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
There  is  no  provision  of  law  requiring  the 
inspection  and  examination  of  the  convey- 
ances or  merchandise  or  baggage  after  the 
inspectors  cease  working  for  the  day.  The 
Act  of  February,  1911,  amended  the  existing 
law  relating  to  unlading  of  vessels  arriving 
from  a  foreign  port  at  night  so  as  to  include 
other  conveyances.  The  term  '  other  con- 
veyances '  was  no  doubt  used  in  a  restricted 
sense  to  conveyances  such  as  freight  trains 
importing  merchandise  into  the  United 
States,  and  a  special  permit  was"  granted  to 
transporting  companies  upon  their  paying 
the  customs  inspectors  for  overtime  to  work 
and  giving  the  bond  required  by  law.  No 
provision  was  made  for  examining  the  bag- 
gage of  persons  coming  into  the  United 
States  from  contiguous  territory  over  a 
bridge  on  Sundays  or  holidays  and  nights, 
and  the  collector  could,  I  think,  have  refused 
to  perform  such  service.  He  nevertheless 
required   the   inspectors  to  give   such   extra 


services  on  Sundays  and  holidays.  In  Feb- 
ruary, 1920,  however,  Congress  again 
amended  the  statute,  and  by  section  5  pro- 
vided that  extra  compensation  should  be 
paid  tlie  inspectors  for  working  overtime  and 
on  Sundays  and  holidays,  the  rate  of  com- 
pensation to  be  fixed  by'  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  for  services  rendered  *  in  connec- 
tion with  the  unlading,  receiving,  or  examina- 
tion of  passengers*  baggage,*  and  the  act 
required  payment  for  such  services  to  be 
made  by  the  master,  owner,  agent  or  con- 
signee of  *  such  vessel  or  other  conveyance 
whenever  such  special  license  or  permit  for 
immediate  lading  or  unlading,  or  for  lading, 
or  unlading  at  night,  shall  be  granted  to  the 
collector  of  customs.' 

"  The  collector  is  not  required  to  provide 
inspectors  at  the  bridges  to  examine  baggage 
or  merchandise  arriving  on  holidays  and 
Sundays;  and  in  my  estimation  it  would  not 
be  an  unreasonable  rule  to  refuse  such  exam- 
ination on  those  days,  and  require  the  im- 
pounding of  baggage  and  merchandise  until 
the  next  day.  True,  as  contended,  there  is 
no  provision  for  licensing  the  plaintiff,  and 
thus  compelling  the  collector  to  have  baggage, 
pedestrians,  and  merchandise  examined  on 
Sundays  and  holidays;  but  it  must  not  be 
overlooked  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury has  tlie  right  under  the  statute  to  pre- 
scribe reasonable  regulations  for  such  inspec- 
tion, examination,  and  collection  of  duties." 

Regulation  by  Secretary  of  Treasury  re- 
lating to  importations. —  Ixegulations  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  to  the  detention 
and  inspection  of  baggage  and  conveyances 
passing  over  bridges  crossing  the  Niagara 
river  between  the  United  States  and  Canada, 
and  maintained  by  the  complainant,  which 
provide  that  unless  the  complainant  pays 
two  days'  pay  for  each  Sunday  or  holiday 
for  each  customs  tffieer  performing  service 
in  connection  with  the  said  company,  unpor- 
tation  of  all  merchandise  on  Sundays  and 
holidays  will  be  stopped,  are  within  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary.  International 
R.  Co.  V.  Davidson.  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  153;  Niagara  Falls  International 
Bridge  Co.  v.  Davidson,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)    273  Fed.  160. 


DIPLOMATIC  AND  CONSULAR  OFFICERS 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  26,  sec.  1698.    [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  794.] 

Action  on  official  bond  —  Action  hy  injured 
party  in  his  oion  name  —  Covstruvtion. — ^The 
provision  in  this  section  that  in  rase  of  the 
breach  of  an  official  bond  "  anv  n<^rs()n  there- 
by  injured  may  institute,  in  his  own  name 
and  for  his  sole  use.  a  suit  on  such  bond"; 
merely  obviates  the  necessity  of  bringing 
^uit  in  the  name  of  the  United   States  for 


the  use  of  the  person  injured.  Cunningham 
f.  Rodgers,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed. 
609. 

Action  hy  next  of  fcm. — An  action  on  the 
official  bond  of  a  consul  for  failure  to  per- 
form the  duties  imposed  on  him  by  the  fifth 
paragraph  of  section  1709,  infra  *this  title, 
cannot  Ix?  maintained  by  the  next  of  kin 
as  owner  of  a  distributive  sluirc  in  an  estate. 
Ciinnin^rl^am  r.  Ivod'^crs,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1920)    2G7  Fed.  609.' 
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Vol.  Ill,  p.  30,  sec.  1709.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  797.] 

Action  on  bond  of  coniul  for  failure  to 

perform  dutiet. — ^An  action  on  the  bond  of 

a  consul  for  a  failure  to  perforin  the  duties 

imposed  by  the  fifth  paragraph  of  this  section 


cannot  be  maintained  by  the  next  of  kin  as 
owner  of  a  distributive  share  in  an  estate. 
The  administrator  is  the  legal  claimant  and 
he  alone  is  entitled  to  receive  the  fund. 
Cunningham  v.  Rodgers,  (App.  Caa.  D.  C. 
1920)   267  Fed.  009. 


DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 


1918  Supp.,  p.  151.      [Control  aiid 

regidcUion  of  rentals,  etc.] 
This  resolution  is  unconstitutional  because 
it  results  in  the  taking  of  private  property 
without  compensation,  and  is  not  uniform  in 
its  operation.  Willson  r.  McDonnell,  (App. 
Cas.  D.  C.  1919)  2©5  Fed.  432;  Groot  v. 
Reilly,  (App.  Oas,  D.  C.  1919)  266  Fed. 
1008. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  42,  sec.  101. 

Application  of  Act—  This  Act  has  no  appli- 
cation to  a  landlord  and  tenant  proceeding 
begun  and  carried  to  judgment  before  its 
passage.  Thompson  v.  Williams,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.  1920)  265  Fed.  459. 


1919  Supp.,  p.  44,  sec.  108. 

Constitutionality. — The  provision  in  this 
section  making  the  determination  of  the  com- 
miesion  **  final  and  conclusive "  unless  an 
appeal  is  taken  within  ten  days  after  the 
filing  of  the  determination  is  constitutional. 
Kilisrore  v.  Zinkhan,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921) 
274  Fed.  140. 

Effect  of  failure  to  appeal. —  The  failure  to 
appeal  from  the  finding  of  the  rent  conamis- 
sion,  as  provided  by  the  terms  of  the  Ball 
Act,  render  the  finding  final  and  conclusive 
in  the  courts.  Davis  v.  Cooksey,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.  1921 )  274  Fed.  143. 


ELECTIONS 


Vcl.  Ill,  p.  120,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  69.] 

Mandamus. — There  is  no  remedy  given  by 
mandamus  to  enforce  the  provisions  of  this 
Act.  In  re  Higdon,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  2ft9 
Fed.  150.  The  court  said :  "  Enforcement  is 
by  indictment  and  trial  in  the  customary 
way.  No  remedy  by  original  action  in 
mandamus  is  given  those  injured.  The  pro- 
ceeding here  is  neither  an  inquiry  by  a  gra-nd 
jury  nor  the  trial  of  a  criminal  case  under 
those  acts.  Though  Congress  might  provide 
for  federal  supervision  of  all  ele-^tions, 
primary,  general,  and  special,  relating  to 
nomination  and  election  to  office  under  the 
Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United  States, 
and  provide  for  enforcement  thereof  by 
mandamus,  or  any  other  suitable  remedy,  it 
has  not  done  so." 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  122,  sec.  8.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  72.] 

Primary  election  or  convention. — This  sec- 
tion applies  not  only  to  final  elections  for 
choosing  Senators,  but  also  to  primaries  and 
conventions  of  political  parties  for  selection 
of  candidates.  As  to  such  primaries  and 
conventions  it  is  invalid  because  at  the  time 
it  was  enacted  the  only  sour(e  of  power 
which  Congress  possessed  over  elections   for 


Senators  and  Kepresentatives  was  U.  S. 
Const.,  Art.  1,  §  4  (see  vol.  X,  p.  352), 
which  regulates  the  manner  of  holding  such 
elections,  and  the  language  of  that  coneti- 
tutional  provision  is  not  broad  enough  to 
include  primaries.  The  17th  Amendment 
dealing  with  the  election  of  Senators  ante- 
dates the  statute  under  consideration  and 
so  cannot  be  considered  in  connection  with 
it.  Neu-berry  v.  XJ.  S.,  (1921)  256  U.  S. 
—,  41  S.  Ct.  469,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
wherein  the  court  said: 

**  If  it  be  practically  true  that,  under  pres- 
ent conditions,  a  designated  party  candidate 
is  necessary  for  an  election, —  a  preliminary 
thereto, —  nevertheless  his  selection  is  in  no 
real  sense  part  of  the  manner  of  holding 
the  election.  This  does  not  depend  upon  the 
scheme  by  which  candidates  are  put  forward. 
Whether  the  candidate  be  offered  through 
primary,  or  convention,  or  petition,  or  re- 
quest of  a  few,  or  as  the  result  of  his  own 
unsupported  ambition,  does  not  directly 
affect  the  manner  of  holding  the  election. 
Birth  must  precede,  but  it  is  no  part  of 
either  funeral  or  apotheosis. 

"  Many  things  are  prerequisites  to  elec- 
tions or  may  affect  their  outcome, —  voters, 
education,  means  of  transportation,  health, 
public  discussion,  immigration,  private  ani- 
mosities, even  the  face  and  figure  of  the 
candidate;    but    authority    to    regulate    the 
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manner  of  holding  them  gives  no  right  to 
control  any  of  these.  It  is  settled,  e.  g.,  that 
the  power  to  regulate  interstate  and  foreign 
commerce  does  not  reach  whatever  is  essen- 
tial thereto.  Without  agriculture,  manufac- 
turing, mining,  etc.,  commerce  could  not 
exist;  but  this  fact  does  not  suffice  to  sub- 
ject them  to  the  control  of  Congress.  Kidd 
t\  Pearson,  128  U.  S.  1,  32  L.  ed.  346,  2 
Inters.  Com.  Rep.  232,  9  S.  Ct.  Bep.  6. 

"Elections  of  Senators  by  state  legisla- 
tures presupposed  selection  of  their  members 
by  the  people;  but  it  would  hardly  be  argued 
that  therefore  Congress  could  regelate  such 
selection.  In  the  Constitutional  Convention 
of  1787,  when  replying  to  the  suggestion  that 
state  legislatures  should  have  uncontrolled 
power  over  elections  of  members  of  Congress, 
Mr.  Madison  said:  'It  seems  as  improper 
in  principle,  though  it  might  be  less  incon- 
venient in  practice,  to  give  to  the  state 
legislatures  this  great  authority  over  the 
election  of  the  representatives  of  the  people 
in  the  general  legislature,  as  it  would  be  to 
give  to  the  latter  a  like  power  over  the  elec- 
tion of   their   representatives   in  the   state 


legislatures.'  Supplement  to  Elliott's  De- 
bates, vol.  5,  p.  402. 

"  We  cannot  conclude  that  authority  to 
control  party  primaries  or  conventions  for 
designating  candidates  was  bestowed  on  Con- 
gress by  the  grant  of  power  to  regulate  the 
manner  of  holding  elections.  The  fair  in- 
tendment of  the  words  does  not  extend  so 
far;  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  did  not 
ascribe  to  them  any  such  meaning.  Nor  is 
this  control  necessary  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  power  expressly  granted.  On  the  other 
hand,  its  exercise  would  interfere  with 
purely  domestic  affairs  of  the  state,  and  in- 
fringe upon  liberties  reserved  to  the  people. 

"It  should  not  be  forgotten  that,  exercis- 
ing inherent  police  power,  the  state  may 
suppress  whatever  evils  may  be  incident  to 
primary  or  convention.  As  'each  House 
shall  be  the  judge  of  the  elections,  qualifica- 
tions and  returns  of  its  own  members,'  and 
as  Congress  may  by  law  regulate  the  times, 
places,  and  manner  of  holding  elections,  the 
national  government  is  not  without  power  to 
protect  itself  against  corruption,  fraud,  or 
other  malign  influences." 


EMINENT  DOMAIN 


1918  Supp^  p.  1 66.     [Lands  for  milir 
tary  purposes,  etc] 

Construction. — ^"The  provision  of  the  act 
that  the  proceedings  provided  for  are  'to 
be  prosecuted  in  accordance  with  the  laws 
relating  to  suite  for  the  condemnation  of 
proper^  of  the  states  wherein  the  proceed- 
ings may  be  instituted '  is  not  to  be  so  con- 


strued as  to  defeat  the  purpose  of  the  act 
to  vest  in  the  Districts  Oourt  of  the  United 
States  jurisdiction  of  the  condemnation  pro- 
ceedings provided  for,  and  is  not  to  be  given 
the  effect  of  requiring  a  compliance  with  a 
state  practice  which  is  inapplicable  to  such 
a  proceeding  authorised  to  be  brought,  and 
brought,  in  one  of  those  courts."  Forbes  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Oir.  1920)  268  Fed.  279. 


ESTIMATES,    APPROPRIATIONS    AND 

REPORTS 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  138,  sec.  3679.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  II,  p.  898.] 

It  is  the  settled  and  recognized  policy  of 

Congress. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the  original 
annotation,  see  Sutton  v,  U.  8.,  (lOai)  256 
U.  8.  — ,  41  8.  Ot.  5©3,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  153,  sec.  9.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  126.] 

General  constmction  of  this  and  similar 
provisions. —  See  Sutton  v.  U.  8.,  (1921)  266 
U.  8.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  563,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 


EVIDENCE 
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Vol.  Ill,  p.  160,  sec.  724.    [First  ed., 

vol.  ni,  p.  2.] 

ApplicatioiL — This  section  relates  to  ac- 
tions at  law  only.  The  Princess  Sophia, 
(W.  D.  Wash.  1920)   269  Fed.  661. 

Jurisdiction  to  grant  bill  of  discoyery. — A 
federal  court  has  no  jurisdiction  in  equity  'o 
grant  a  bill  for  discoyery  where  it  appears 
that  the  discoyery  is  desired  for  no  other 
purpose  than  the  liquidation  of  damages 
caused  by  the  nonpayment  of  royalties  on  the 
assignment  of  a  patent.  Loose  v.  Bellows 
Falls  Pulp  Plaster  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)   266  Fed.  81. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  171,  sec.  862.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  8.] 

Power  of  admiralty  conrta  as  to  procedure. 
— "While  ample  powers  are  giyen  to  courts  of 
admiralty  and  maritime  jurisdiction  as  to 
forms  and  modes  of  procedure,  it  is  a  power 
'held  in  trust  for  the  benefit  of  litigants,' 
and  to  be  applied  to  the  practical  needs  of 
justice.  The  Alert,  40  Fed.  838;  The  Hudson, 
(D.  C.)  15  Fed.  175;  Deslions  v.  La  Com- 
pagnie,  etc.,  210  U.  S.  95,  28  Sup.  Ct.  664, 
52  L.  ed.  973.  This  power,  howeyer,  must 
not  be  arbitrarily  applied,  but  must  haye 
relation  to  rules  of  eyidence,  or  promulgated 
rules  of  court,  or  statutes  dul7  enacted."  The 
Princess  Sophia,  (W.  D.  Was!i.  1920)  269 
Fed,  661. 

Scope  and  effect  of  rules. —  The  rules  pro- 
mulgated under  the  act  of  1842,  comprehend 
a  complete  procedure  in  admiralty  and  are  in- 
dependent of  any  other  rules  promulgated  by 
the  Supr^ne  Court  relating  to  equity  proce- 
dure, and  proyide  a  procedure  for  discoyery 
of  facts  as  appears  in  rules  27  and  32.  While 
admiralty  courts  proceed  upon  equitable  prin- 
ciples, and  the  proyisions  of  the  equity  rules 
should  obtain,  since  admiralty  courts  are  not 
restricted  by  the  technical  rules  of  the  com- 
mon law,  the  admiralty  court  has  laid  down 
its  rules  of  procedure  and,  as  is  stated  in 
The  Fred  E.  Richards,  (D.  C.)  248  Fed.  956, 
it  would  result  in  confusion  to  borrow  equity 
rules  in  an  admiralty  procedure.  The  Princess 
Sophia,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  269  Fed.  651. 

Ezfaibition  of  documents  —  In  generals — 
While  in  admiralty  proceedings  the  distinc- 
tions of  form  are  disregarded,  exhibitions  of 
documents  should  haye  regard  to  the  substan- 
tial rights,  and  as  the  basis  for  right  to  the 
discoyery  special  right  must  appear  uprn 
the  face  of  the  pleadings.  The  Princess 
Sophia,   (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)   269  Fed.  651. 

Specificatum  of  particular  documents  re- 
quired. —  Where  a  shipowner  brings  a  peti- 
tion in  admiralty  to  limit  liability  of  claim 
for  damages  and  the  claimant  seeks  by 
motion  to  require  the  petitioner  to  produce 
certain  documents  the  motion  will  be  denied 
where  the  claimant  does  nrt  specify  the  par- 
ticular documents  required.  The  Princess 
Sophia,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  269  Fed.  651. 


Where  oommunications  are  jnivileged  a 
production  for  inspection  may  not  be  re* 
quired  in  admiralty  under  any  law  or  rule. 
The  Princess  Sophia,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920) 
269  Fed.  651. 

Interrosatories  senre  to  amplify  the  plead- 
ings of  the  party  interrogated  and  to  pro- 
cure eyidence  in  support  of  the  libel  or 
defense  of  the  party  interrogated  but  they 
should  not  be  used  merely  to  fish  into  the 
eyidence  which  the  party  interrogated  may 
produce  in  support  of  his  own  allegations. 
The  Princess  Sophia.  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920) 
269  Fed.  651,  wherein  it  was  held  that  since 
under  rule  32  claimants  haye  a  right  to  inter- 
rogate petitioner  upon  any  matter  charged 
in  the  libel,  all  documents  forming  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  litigation  may  be  the 
subject  of  interrogatories. 

Vol-  III,  p.  189,  sec.  866.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  20.] 
A  commission  on  interrogatories  "  is  in  a<v 
cordance  with  '  common  usage '  imder  section 
866  of  the  Reyised  Statutes,  as  established 
by  rules  31  to  40  of  the  Admiralty  Rules  of 
this  court,  adopted  April  1,  1901,  and  is  in 
accordance  with  rule  46  of  the  new  Admi- 
ralty Rules  promulgated  by  the  Supreme 
Court,  to  take  effect  March  7,  1921,  .which 
provide  for  the  taking  of  testimony  orally  in 
open  court,  except  as  otherwise  proyided  by 
statute  or  agreement  of  parties."  The  Sun, 
(E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  271  Fed.  953. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1 95,  sec.  871 .    [First  ea., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  24.] 

Compare  D.  C.  Code,  {  1062. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  197,  sec.  882.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  26.] 
A  copy  of  an  application  for  war  risk  in- 
surance duly  authenticated  is  admissible  in 
eyidence  under  this   section.     Gassarello  v, 
U.  S.,  (M.  D.  Pa.  1919)  271  Fed.  486. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  212,  sec.  905.     [First  ed., 

vol  III,  p.  37.1 
Full  faith    and    credit  —  foreign    diyorce 
decree  on  constructiye   seryice  may  be   col- 
laterally  attacked.     Davis   v.  Davis,    (Colo. 
1921)  197  Pac.  241. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  220,  sec.  906.     [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  39.] 

Section  as  excluding  common-law  method 
of  proyins  records. —  This  section  does  not 
exclude  the  common-law  method  of  proving 
records  by  an  examined  copy  sustained  by 
the  oath  of  the  person  making  the  compari- 
son. Reed  v.  Stevens,  (Me.  1921)  113  AtL 
712. 

A  copy  of  a  marriage  record. —  To  same 
effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Reed  v.  Ste- 
vens, (Me.  1921)  113  Atl.  712. 
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EXECUTIVE  DEPARTMENTS 


Vol.  II I,  p.  250,  sec.  1 61 .     [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  58.] 

Conclusiveness  of  action  of  Assistant  Post- 
master General  in  removing  letter  carrier 
from  office. —  See  annotation  under  vol.  VIII, 
p.  956,  sec.  6,  infra,  this  volume. 

Regulations  become  a  part  of  the  law. — 
Regulations  under  this  section  have  the  force 
of  law  and  need  not  be  promulgated  in  any 
set  form  or  in  writing.  International  R.  Go. 
V.  Davidson,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
153. 

Regulations  by  Secretary  of  Treasury  re- 
lating to  importations. —  The  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  has  authority  under  this  sec- 
tion to  adopt  regulations  as  to  the  detention 
and  inspection  of  baggage  and  conveyances 
passing  over  bridges,  crossing  the  Niagara 
river  ^tween  the  United  States  and  Canada 
and  maintained  by  the  complainant,  and  to 
provide  that  unless  the  complainant  pays  two 
days*  pay  for  each  Sunday  or  holiday  for 
each  customs   officer   performing   service   in 


connection  with  the  said  company,  importa- 
tion of  all  merchandise  on  Sundavs  and  holi- 
dav8  will  be  stopped.  International  R.  Co. 
v>.  'Davidson,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
153;  Niagara  Falls  International  Bridge  Co. 
c.  Davidson,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
156. 

Mail  truck  subject  to  local  speed  regula- 
tions.—  The  various  federal  statutes  relating 
to  post  routes  and  the  fixing  of  schedules 
by  the  Post  Office  Department  for  the  carry- 
ing of  the  mails  do  not  prevent  the  applica- 
tion to  a  mail  truck  of  a  state  statute  pre- 
scribing the  maximum  speed  of  automobiles 
on  public  highways.  Hall  t?.  Com.,  (Va.  1921) 
105  S.  E.  551. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  170,  sec.  1. 

The  Presidential  order  turning  the  Coast 
Guard  back  to  the  Treasury  Department 
made  during  the  World  War  was  authorized 
by  this  section.  U.  S.  r.  Houston,  (C,  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921 )  273  Fed.  915. 


EXTRADITION 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  286,  sec.  5278.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  78.] 


III. 
VI. 

VII. 


XI. 
XII. 
XIV. 


XV. 


Jurisdiction  of  courts. 
Fugitive  from  justice. 
Indictment,  information  or  affidavit. 

1.  Indictment. 

3.  Affidavit. 
Proceedings  before  governor. 
Warrant  of  arrest. 
Review. 

1.  By  federal  court. 

2.  By  state  courts. 

3.  Scope  of  review. 

Subsequent  proceedings   in  demanding 
state. 


III.  JUBISDICTION   OF   CoURTS     (p.    286) 

State  and  federal  courts. —  Where  habeas 
corpus  proceedings  have  been  instituted  in 
the  state  court  and  the  question  whether  the 
petitioner's  rights  under  the  Constitution 
and  laws  of  the  United  States  have  been  dis- 
regarded can  be  raised  in  that  court  the 
petitioner  should  prosecute  a  writ  of  error 
to  the  highest  court  of  that  state  before  insti- 
tuting proceedings  in  the  federal  court.  Ew  p. 
Graves,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  269  Fed.  4«1. 

VI.  Fugitive  fbom  Justice  (p.  288) 

Who  is  "  fugitive  from  justice." —  To  same 
effect  as  first  paragraph  of  original  annota- 
tion, see  Hogan  v.  O'Neill,   (1921)   255  U.  S. 
62,  41  S.  Ct  222,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein 


it  was  also  held  that  whether  in  fact  a  per- 
son whose  interstate  extradition  is  demanded 
is  a  fugitive  from  justice  is  for  the  governor 
of  the  surrendering  state  to  determine,  and 
his  conclusion  that  he  is  such  a  fugitive 
must  stand  on  habeas  corpus  unless  clearly 
overthrown. 

VII.  Indictment,  Inpoemation  or  Apfidavit 

1.  Indictment  (p.  290) 
Technical  sufficiency. —  An  objection  to  tbe 
formal  sufficiency  of  an  indictment  that   it 

does  not  inform  the  defendant  whether  he  is 
indicted  under  a  statute,  and,  if  so,  what 
statute,  or  under  the  common  law,  cannot  be 
raised  on  habeas  corpus  proceedings.  And 
where  the  indictment  sufficiently  charges  that 
the  petitioner  and  others  entered  into  a  crim- 
inal conspiracy  to  destroy  buildings  by  the 
felonious  and  unlawful  use  of  explosives  and 
in  extradition  proceedings  in  another  state 
there  is  evidence  that  the  accused  was  pres- 
ent at  the  scene  of  the  crime  when  the  explo- 
sion took  place,  the  petitioner  is  not  entitled 
to  be  discharged  on  habeas  corpus  unless  he 
shows  that  he  was  not  in  the  demanding 
state  at  any  time  when  it  was  possible  for 
him  to  have  committed  the  crime  charged  in 
the  indictment.  lie  must  Ci^tablish  an  alibi 
to  possibilitv,  as  well  as  to  actual  presence. 
Ex  p.  Graves,  (D.  C.  Maas.  1920)  269  Fed. 
461. 

The  sufficiency  of  the  indictment  as  a 
pleading  is  not  open  to  inquiry  on  habeas 
corpus  to  review  the  issuance  of  a  warrant 
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of  arrest  in  interstate  extradition  proceed- 
ings. Hogan  V.  O'Neill,  (1»21)  265  U.  S. 
62,  41  S.  Ct.  222,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

3.  Affidavit  (p.  291) 

Necessity. —  Under  the  act  of  Congress 
(1  Stat.  302)  on  the  subject  of  extradition, 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  and  is  an  essential 
prerequisite  that  the  requisition  paper  be 
accompanied  by  a  certified  copy  of  the  affida- 
vit or  indictment.  Ex  p,  Gradington,  (Tex. 
1921 )  231  S.  W.  781. 

Presumption  from  recital  of  warrant. — 
Where  the  extradition  warrant  issued  by  the 
governor  recites  that  the  demand  is  accom- 
panied by  a  certified  copy  of  the  affidavit 
on  which  the  charge  is  based,  the  recital  will 
on  habeas  corpus  be  presumed  to  be  true 
though  no  affidavit  appears  in  the  record 
and  the  burden  is  on  the  relator  to  show  that 
no  affidavit  was  in  fact  produced.  Ew  p, 
Gradington,   (Tex.  1921)   231  S.  W.  781. 

XI.  Proceedings  Befobs  Govebnob  (p.  299) 

Notice  of  foreign  law. —  The  governor  of 
the  surrendering  state  in  interstate  extradi- 
tion proceedings  may  take  notice  of  the  laws 
Off  the  demanding  state.  Hogan  t;.  O'Neill, 
(1921)  265  U.  S.  82,  41  S.  Ct.  222,  65  U.  8. 
(L.  ed.)  — . 

Sufficiency  of  application. —  When  an  ap- 
plication for  extradition  stated  the  name  of 
the  person  as  that  of  a  woman  the  subsequent 
use  of  the  word  '*  he  "  instead  of  "  she  "  was 
held  to  be  an  inadvertence  which  was  imma- 
terial. John  17.  Splain,  (App.  Gas.  1921)  260 
Fed.  717. 

Fugitive  under  conviction  in  asylum  state. 
— "  Where  a  demand  is  properly  made  by  the 
governor  of  one  state  upon  the  governor  of 
another,  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive,  the 
duty  so  to  do  is  not  absolute  and  unqualified, 
but  depends  upon  the  circumstances  of  each 
particular  ca^e.  If  the  law  of  the  state  in 
which  asylum  has  been  sought  has  been  vio- 
lated by  the  fugitive,  and  he  has  been  con- 
victed there,  and  is  undergoing  sentence,  the 
demands  of  the  law  thus  violated  may  be  first 
satisfied  before  obedience  to  the  constitu- 
tional provision  to  surrender  him  arises." 
State  V.  Saunders,  (Mo.  1921)  232  S.  W.  973, 
holding,  however,  that  the  asylum  state  may 
waive  its  prior  right  and  surrender  the  fugi- 
tive. See  this  case  for  a  discussion  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  waiver  as  a  pardon  of  the  offense 
in  the  asylum  state. 

Sufficiency  of  evidence. —  There  is  adequate 
ground  for  the  return  as  a  fugitive  from  jus- 
tice under  this  section,  of  a  person  charged 
by  authentic  indictment  with  the  commission 
of  a  criminal  conspiracy  in  the  demanding 
state  on  or  about  a  specified  date,  who,  by 
his  own  admission,  had  been  personally  pres- 
ent there  and  in  communication  with  the  al- 
leged co-conspirator  at  or  about  that  time, 
and  was  afterwards  found  in  the  surrendering 
state.  Hogan  v.  O'Neill,  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
52,  41  S.  Ct.  222,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 


XII.   WaBBANT  of  ABBB8T    (p.   301) 

Provision  in  warrant  as  to  expenses. —  The 
objection  that  the  warrant  for  extradition 
explicitly  provides  that  the  demanding  state 
shall  not  be  responsible  for  the  expenses  of 
extradition  has  been  held  to  be  a  matter  for 
the  consideration  of  the  governor  of  the 
asylum  state  when  he  received  the  official 
demand  for  the  arrest  and  delivery  of  the 
appellant  as  a  fugitive  from  justice,  and  not 
to  be  a  matter  that  could  legally  affect  the 
inquiry  before  the  federal  court  on  habeas 
corpus,  whether  the  requisition  of  the  de- 
manding state  and  the  action  thereon  by  the 
governor  of  the  asylum  state  were  in  sub- 
stantial conformitv  with  the  Constitution 
and  the  laws  of  Uie  United  States.  Sw  p. 
Graves,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  269  Fed.  461; 
EsB  p.  L&yne,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  269  Fed. 
463. 

Xrv.  Review 

1.  By  Federal  Court  (p.  304) 

Right  to  review. —  Where  all  questions  of 
law  involved  have  been  settled  by  decisions 
of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  and  of 
the  highest  court  in  the  state,  and  there  is 
no  doubtful  question  of  fact,  the  execution 
of  the  extradition  warrant  ought  not  to  be 
further  interfered  with  or  delayed  by  judiaial 
proceedings,  and  the  court  will  refuse  to  al- 
low an  appeal  which,  it  is  said,  would  be 
frivolous.  Ea  p.  Graves,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920) 
269' Fed.  461;  Ex  p.  Layne,  (D.  C.  Mass. 
1920)  269  Fed.  463. 

Judicial  notice. —  Federal  courts  on  habeas 
corpus  to  review  interstate  extradition  pro- 
ceedings will  take  notice  of  the  laws  of  the 
demanding  state.  Hogan  v,  O'Neill,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  62,  41  S.  a.  222,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 

• 

2.  By  State  Courts   (p.  306) 

Warrant  prima  facie  only. —  In  extradition 
proceedings  under  the  Constitution  and  laws 
above  set  forth,  if  the  governor  of  the  state 
upon  whom  the  demand  is  made  issues  a 
warrant  for  the  apprehension  and  delivery 
of  such  a  person,  the  warrant  is  but  prima 
facie  sufficient  to  hold  the  accused,  and  it  is 
open  to  him,  on  habeas  corpus  proceeding, 
to  show  some  valid  and  sufficient  reason  why 
the  warrant  should  not  be  executed ;  the  pre^ 
sumption  being  that  the  governor  has  com- 
plied with  the  law.  Where  a  person  for 
whose  delivery  a  demand  was  made  by  the 
executive  authority  of  the  state  of  Virginia 
upon  the  executive  authority  of  the  state  of 
Georgia,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  and  the  act  of 
Congress  parsed  in  pursuance  thereof,  was 
charged  in  an  indictment  found  in  February, 
1919,  in  the  state  of  Virginia,  with  the  com- 
mission of  a  crime  in  that  state,  and  alleged 
to  have  been  committed  "within  the  last  12 
months,  and  on  or  about  the  1st  day  of  June 
in  the  year  1918,"  and  the  uncontradicted  evi- 
dence upon  the  trial  of  a  habeas  corpus  pro- 
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ceeding  sued  out  by  him  showed  affirmatively 
that,  if  any  crime  was  committed,  it  was  on 
or  about  June  1,  1^18,  and  that  he  was  not 
in  Virginia  between  March  3,  1918,  and  De- 
cember, 1918,  on  which  latter  date  he  was 
only  temporarily  in  that  state,  his  residence 
being  in  Georgia,  it  was  error  for  the  judge 
to  remand  the  prisoner  to  the  custody  of  the 
officer.  Dawson  v.  Smith,  (1920)  150  Ga. 
350,  103  S.  £.  846. 

3.  Scope  of  Review  (p.  305) 

Prospect  of  lynching  or  unfair  trial. —  The 
court  will  not  on  habeas  corpus  review  the 
issuance  of  a  warrant  for  the  rendition  of  a 
fugitive  on  the  contention  that  by  reason  of 
local  or  race  prejudice  he  may  be  lynched 
in  the  demanding  state  or  may  not  receive  a 
fair  trial  therein.  Ew  p.  Ray,  (Mich.  1921) 
183  N.  W.  774. 

"The  petitioners  say  they  have  incurred 
the  enmity  of  a  large  percentage  of  the 
people  of  Madison  county,  111.,  by  their  par- 
ticipation in  the  industrial  controversies 
of  that  county,  and  will  be  in  danger  of  death 
or  bodily  injury  if  taken  there,  and  to  sur- 
render them  to  the  authority  of  Illinois  will 
be  in  violation  of  the  federal  Constitution, 
by  depriving  them  of  the  equal  protection  of 
the  law.  Evidence  was  not  adduced  to  prove 
the  existence  of  the  danger  alleged,  and  if  it 
were  proved  it  would  not  justify  this  court 
in  ordering  the  outright  release  of  these 
prisoners,  charged,  as  they  are,  with  the 
crime  of  murder.  The  duty  to  protect  them 
from  violence  and  secure  to  them  a  fair  trial 
rests  upon  the  officials  of  the  staf^e  of  Illinois, 
and  we  presume  it  will  be  performed."  Ople 
r.  Weinbrenner,  (Mo.  1920)  226  S.  W.  256. 

Questions  of  fact. —  The  extent  to  which  a 
court  on  habeas  corpus  may  review  the  ques- 
tion of  fact  whether  the  accused  actually 
was  a  fugitive,  was  stated  in  Ople  v.  Wein- 
brenner, (Mo.  1920)  226  S.  W.  256,  as  fol- 
lows :  "  The  point  of  difficulty  is  not  re- 
^rding  the  right  of  the  accused  to  a  hear- 
mg  in  a  habeas  corpus  proceeding  on  the 
issue  of  whether  he  has  fled  from  the  justice 
of  the  requisitioning  state.  The  doubt  is 
regarding  what  degree  of  proof  that  the 
accused  is  not  a  fugitive  as  alleged  suffices 
to  overcome  the  prima  facie  case  made  by 
regular  extradition  dociunents  and  to  require 
the  court  to  order  him  to  be  discharged  from 
custody,  thereby  defeating  the  demand  for 
the  extradition.  In  the  present  case  it  is 
contended  for  the  petitioners  that  we  should 
weigh  the  evidence,  and  if,  in  our  opinion, 
it  preponderates  in  any  degree  in  favor  of 
the  finding  that  the  petitioners  were  in  Mis- 
souri and  not  in  Illinois  at  the  time  Turner 
was  killed,  they  should  be  discharged  —  a 
proposition  said  to  be  supported  by  the  case 
of  People  ex  rel.  v.  McLaughlin  145  App. 
Div.  513,  130  N.  Y.  Supp.  458.    The  question 


has  been  before  the   Supreme  Court  of  tl.e 
Ignited  States  several  times,  and  so  presented 
that  a  rule  of  general  application  could  have 
been  prescribed  had  the  court  thought  proper 
to  do  so,  but  none  has  been  prescribed  in  a 
precise  form.     In  interpreting  the  section  of 
the   Revised   Statutes   of   the  United   States 
(1014)    which  provides   for   the  removal  of 
an  alleged  offender  who  has  been  conunitted 
for   trial   in    a   federal   district  other   than 
where  the  charge  against  him  is  to  be  tried 
to  the  latter  venue,  the  said  Supreme  Court 
has  adopted  the  criterion  of  '  probable  cause ' 
as  the  one  by  which  to  determine  in  a  habeas 
corpus  proceeding  whether  the  prisoner  shall 
be  released  or  removed.    Tinslev  v.  Treat,  205 
U.   S.   20,  27   Sup.  Ct.   430,  51  L.  Ed.   689. 
But  the  same  measure  of  proof  has  not  been 
adopted,  at  least  not  explicitly,  in  cases  of 
interstate  extradition.     In  all  the  opinions 
on  the  subject  rendered  by  that  court  which 
we  have  read,  except  cme,  the  prisoners  were 
remanded  into  custody,  and  in  the  one  where 
the  prisoner  was  discharged  he  was  admitted 
to  have  been  out  of  the  state  of  the  crime 
when  it  was  perpetrated.   Hyatt  v.  Corkran, 
188  U.  S.  691,  23  Sup.  a.  456,  47  L.  Ed. 
657.  .  .  .  We  have  before  us  the  testimony 
of  two  or  more  witnesses  that  the  plaintiffs 
were  present  at  the  scene  of  the  crime  and 
participated  in   the   shooting.     This  is  8ut>- 
stantial  evidence,  ^d  though  we  might  con- 
sider   the    testimony    preponderated    which 
tended  to  show  they  were  in  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
at  the  time,  we  cannot  affirm  that  the  evi- 
dence meets  the   standard* of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  in  being  clear  and 
satisfactory  or  so  convincing  as  to  admit  of 
no  question.     We  think  said  court  did  not 
mean    to    decide    that   a    tribunal    must    be 
governed  in  proceedings  like  these  by  what 
it  may  deem  the  weight  of  the  evidence,  when 
the.  testimony  is  so  conflicting  that  fair  and 
honest  men  may  differ  as  to  where  the  pre- 
ponderance   falls.      The    opposite    doctrine 
would  diminish  the  efficacy  of  the  extradi- 
tiou  clause  of  the  Constitution  and  of  the 
statutes  enacted  to  enfprce  it  —  a  result  to 
be  avoided." 


XV.  Subsequent  VBooexxavoB  nr  Dbmakd- 
iNG  State  (p.  307) 

Queationa  raised  on  habeas  cozpus  —  8cop^ 
of  inquiry, —  On  habeas  corpus  proceedings 
instituted  by  one  arrested  on  requisition, 
where  there  is  no  claim  of  irregularity  on 
the  face  of  the  extradition  papers,  tliere  is 
but  one  question  open  for  investigation, 
namely,  whether  the  accused  was  present  in 
the  demanding  state  at  the  time  of  the  crime. 
The  extradition  papers  prove  prima  facie  that 
he  was,  and  the  burden  is  on  him  to  establish 
the  contrary.  Levy  v.  Splain,  (App.  Cas 
D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed.  333. 
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FINES,  PENALTIES  AND  FORFEITURES 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  324,  sec.  923.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  96.] 

This  section  was  repealed  by  the  National 
Prohibition  Act  in  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the 
intoxicating  liquor  imported  into  the  United 
States  for  beverage  purposes.  U.  S.  v.  One 
Hudson  Touring  Car,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1021)  274 
Fed.  473. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  327,  sec.  1041.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  98.] 

Mode  of  recovery  —  In  general. —  All  judg- 
ments for  penalties,  whether  recovered  by 
civil  or  criminal  proceedings,  are  within 
the  provision  of  this  section,  that  judgments 
for  penalties  may  be  enforced  by  execution 
against  the  property  of  the  defendant  in  like 
manner  as  judgments  in  civil  cases  are  en- 
forced. Pierce  v.  U.  S.,  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
398,  41  S.  Ct.  a(>5,  05  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)— ,  modify- 
ing and  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1919) 
257  Fed.  514,  171  C.  C.  A.  1. 

Creditora*  Mil, —  A  judgment  imposing  a 
fine  upon  a  corporation  for  accepting  rebates, 
contrary  to  the  Elkins  Act  of  February  19, 
1903,  {  2,  (see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d^ed.) 
564 ) ,  is  a  debt  which  will  support  a  creditors' 
bill  by  the  United  States  to  obtain  satisfac- 
tion of  the  judgment  out  of  the  assets  in  the 
hands  of  the  stockholders,  among  whom  all 
the  corporate  property  has  been  distributed, 
thie  section  having  provided  that  judgments 
for  penalties  may  be  enforced  by  execution 
against  the  property  of  the  defendant  in  like 
manner  as  judgments  in  civil  cases  are  en- 
forced. Pierce  v.  U.  S.,  (1921)  256  U.  S. 
398,  41  8.  Ct.  305,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — 
modifying  and  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1919)  257  Fed.  514,  171  C.  C.  A.  1,  wherein 
the  court  said:  ''A  judgment  creditors'  bill 
is  in  essence  an  equitable  execution  compar- 
able to  proceedings  supplementary  to  execu- 


tion. See  Ex  parte  Boyd,  105  U.  S.  647,  26 
L.  ed.  1200.  The  law  which  sends  a  corpora- 
tion into  the  world  with  the  capacity  to 
act  imposes  upon  its  assets  liability  for 
its  acts.  The  corporation  cannot  disable 
itself  from  responding  by  distributing  its 
property  among  its  stockholders,  and  leaving 
remediless  those  having  valid  claims.  In 
such  a  case  the  claims,  after  being  reduced  to 
judgments,  may  be  satisfied  out  of  the  assets 
in  the  hands  of  the  stockholders.  There  is 
no  good  reason  why  the  rule  should  be 
limited  to  judgments  arising  out  of  civil  pro- 
ceedings. To  the  contention  that  the  statute 
has  not  made  this  process  available  for  the 
government  in  enforcing  a  penalty,  it  may  be 
answered,  as  was  done  by  the  King's  Bench 
a  hundred  years  ago,  in  King  17.  Woolf,  2 
Barn.  &  Aid.  609,  611,  106  Eng.  Beprint,  488, 
when  it  was  insisted  that  a  fine  due  to  the 
Crown  was  not  a  judgment  debt  for  which 
execution  could  be  levied: 

" ' .  .  .  Mischievous  consequences  would 
ensue  to  the  Crown  and  the  regular  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  from  a  delinquent  with- 
drawing all  his  property  from  the  effect  of  a 
judgment ;  and  that  the  preventing  that  will 
not  be  a  mischievous  consequence  to  anyone 
but  himself.  Here  there  is  a  judgment  that 
the  defendant  do  pay  to  the  King  a  fine  of  a 
certain  sum.  By  that  judgment  the  debt 
becomes  a  debt  to  the  King,  of  record;  and  it 
is  payable  to  the  King  instanter.  .  .  . 
If  we  were  to  say  that  the  Crown  shall  not 
be  at  liberty  to  issue  an  immediate  execution 
for  its  own  debt,  we  should  place  the  Crown 
in  a  worse  situation  than  any  subject.' 


>  »> 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  332,  sec.  5292.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  101.] 

As  to  remission  of  fine  under  Lever  Act,  see 
U.  S.  V  Mossew,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  268  Fed. 
383. 


FISH  AND  FISHERIES 


1918    Supp.,    p.    179.       [Columbia 

River,  etc.'] 

Effect  of  agreement  on  subsequent  legis- 
lation.—  Under  the  agreement  entered  into 
between  the  states  of  Oregon  and  Washington 
and  ratified  by  this  act  it  has  been  held  that 
either  state  may  pass  a  law  which  prescribes 
the  right  of  a  licensee  to  take  fish  from  the 
Columbia  river.  Clin  v.  Kutzmiller,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  348.  The  facts  and 
conclusions  of  the  court  are  made  clear  by 
the  following  extract  from  the  opinion: 
"  At  the  time  when  the  compact  was  entered 


into,  the  laws  of  both  states  authorized  the 
issuance  of  licenses  to  take  salmon  in  the 
Columbia  river  to  resident  aliens  who  had 
declared  their  intention  to  become  citizens 
of  the  United  States.  In  the  year  1919  the 
Legislature  of  Oregon  amended  its  law,  and 
provided  that  no  license  for  taking  or  catch- 
ing salmon  or  other  food  or  shell  fish,  re- 
quired by  the  laws  of  the  state  'shall  be 
issued  to  any  person  who  is  not  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States.'  The  Legislature  of  the 
state  of  Washington  has  enacted  no  similar 
provision.  The  appellant,  who  is  an  alien, 
but  who  in   1892  declared  his  intention  to 
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become  a  citizen,  contends  that  the  Oregon 
law  of  1919  is  void,  in  that  it  violates  the 
provisions  of  the  compact  between  the  two 
states. 

"We  pass  by  the  question  whether  by 
entering  into  the  compact  either  state  has 
divested  itself  of  power  to  withdraw  there- 
from or  to  enact  laws  in  derogation  thereof 
without  the  assent  of  the  other  —  a  question 
which  is  not  reached  by  the  authorities  cited 
by  the  appellant  —  and  confine  our  inquiry 
to  the  question  whether  the  amendment  of 
1919  is  prohibited  by  the  terms  of  the  com- 
pact. From  the  language  used  it  is  clear  that 
the  contracting  parties  did  not  intend  to 
divest  either  state  of  all  power  to  enact  with- 
out the  other's  consent  legislation  over  the 
subject  which  was  embraced  therein.  They 
left  the  Legislature  of  each  state  free  to  enact 
any  law  on  the  subject  of  the  regulation  and 
protection  of  fishing  which  would  not  affect 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  other  state  in  the 
waters  over  which  their  jurisdiction  was  con- 
current. A  law  which  prescribes  the  qualifi- 
cation of  a  licensee  by  either  state  is  clearly 
not  a  law  which  affects  the  concurrent 
jurisdiction.     A  law  of  Oregon  which  declares 


that  such  a  license  shall  issue  in  that  state 
only  to  residents  and  citizens  thereof  cannot 
come  in  conflict  with  a  law  or  regulation  of 
Washington,  under  which  a  license  may  there 
be  issued  to  a  resident  alien  who  hae  declared 
his  intention  to  become  a  citizen,  nor  can  it, 
in  any  conceivable  way,  affect  the  rights  of 
citizens  or  residents  of  the  latter  state.  Each 
state  has  the  power  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  the  right  of  its  own  subjects  to  take  fish 
in  the  waters  which  are  subject  to  the  con- 
current jurisdiction.  It  is  only  as  to  its 
common  right  with  the  adjoining  state  to 
take  "fish  from  those  waters  that  its  right  is 
limited  by  the  compact.  Many  conceivable 
regulations  would  be  within  the  prohibition 
of  the  compact.  Thus  one  state^  without  the 
consent  of  the  other,  may  not  change  the  open 
and  closed  seasons,  may  not  prescribe  the 
manner  of  taking  fish,  the  number  permitted 
to  be  taken,  or  the  permissible  fishing  gear 
and  appliances.  All  such  matters  affect  the 
concurrent  jurisdiction.  It  is  not  so  with 
the  designation  of  the  qualifications  of  the 
licensees  of  either  state  to  fish  in  the  waters 
to  which  the  concurrent  jurisdiction  extends. 
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FOOD   AND  DRUGS 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  358,  sec-  1.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  137.] 

State  statutes. —  "Where  the  state  law  is 
not  in  conflict  with  the  national  act.  a  broad 
latitude  is  allowed  states  in  protecting  their 
citizens  from  adulterated  or  misbrandcd 
articles."  Royal  Baking  Powder  Co.  v, 
Emerson,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed. 
429. 

This  Act  does. not  prohibit  the  passage  of 
a  similar  act  by  a  state  in  re<:*pect  to  intra- 
state transactions.  Roval  Baking  Powder  Co. 
V,  Donohue,  (D.  C.  Mont.  1920)  265  Fed. 
406. 

Article  need  not  be  dangerous  to  health.— 
It  is  not  neciessary  under  this  Act  that  an 
article  in  order  to  be  unlawfully  adulterated 
or  misbrandcd  must  be  danperous  to  the 
health  of  the  people.  U.  S.  v.  Krumm,  (E.  D. 
Pa.  1921)  269  Fed.  848. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  360,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  137.] 

Shipment  induced  by  government  agent. — 
Where  a  government  agent  writes  a  letter  to 
a  shipper  requesting  the  shipment  to  him  of 
misbrandcd  articles,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
discovering  violations  of  the  law,  but  with 
the  intention  and  purpose  of  inducing  the 
shipper  to  violate  the  statute,  it  is  contrary 
to  public  policy  to  hold  him  guilty.  U.  S. 
V,  Eman  Mfg.  Co.,  (D.  C  Colo.  1920)  271 
Fed.  353.     In  this  case  it  was  held  that  the 


facts  that  there  was  no  evidence  of  any 
shipments,  other  than  the  one  in  question, 
ever  having  been  made,  or  of  evidence  from 
which  the  agent  could  reasonably  believe  or 
suspect  that  the  defendant  had  on  other 
occasions  violated  the  statute,  were  per- 
suasive of  the  agent's  intention  to  induce  the 
shipper  to  violate  the  law. 

Indictment  —  Averment  as  to  packages. — 
An  indictment  need  not  allege  that  the 
packages  were  original  unbroken  packages. 
"  While  the  Food  and  Drugs  Act  prohibits 
shipping  or  delivering  for  shipment  in  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce  any  article  of  food 
which  is  adulterated  or  misbrandcd,  it  does 
not  restrict  the  offense  of  shipping  or  deliver- 
ing for  shipment  to  articles  in  original  un- 
broken packages;  the  restriction  to  original 
unbroken  packages  applying  only  to  those 
who  receive  in  interstate  commerce  and,  have 
ing  received,  deliver  in  original  unbroken 
packages  any  adulterated  or  misbrandcd 
articles."  U.  S.  v.  Krumm,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921) 
269  Fed.  848. 

Substance  contained  in  pa-ckages, —  In  U. 
S.  V.  Krumm,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  269  Fed.  848. 
an  indictment  charged  that  the  article  of 
food  was  adulterated,  **  in  that  a  substance, 
to  wit,  a  product  prepared  from  flour,  had 
been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  maca- 
roni, to  wit,  a  product  prepared  from  semo- 
lina, which  the  article  purported  to  be." 
The  second  count  charged  that  the  article  of 
food  was  misbranded,  in  that  the  word 
"  macaroni  "  '*  was  false  and  misleading,  in 
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this:  That  it  represented  that  said  article 
was  mararoni,  to  wit,  a  product  made  from 
Bemolina,  whereas,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  said 
article  was  not  macaroni,  to  wit,  a  product 
made  from  semolina,  but  was  a  product  made 
from  flour.*'  The  court  said:  "As  to  the 
averments  in  relation  to  the  substance  con- 
tained in  the  packages,  I  think  they  are  lack- 
ing in  that  particularity  in  both  counts  which 
should  be  observed  to  inform  the  defendant 
with  certainty  of  the  charge  he  is  to  meet 
at  the  trial.  The  offen«e  under  the  first 
count,  adulteration,  aripes,  in  the  case  of 
food,  *  if  any  substance  has  been  6iib«^t  tu  ed 
wholly  or  in  part  for  the  article,'  and  the 
offense  of  misbranding  arises,  *  if  the  pack- 
ages containing  it  or  its  laliel  shall  bear  any 
statement,  design,  or  device,  regarding  the 
ingredients  or  substances  contained  therein, 
which  statement,  design,  or  device  shall  be 
fake  or  misleading  in  any  particular.*  Ac- 
cording to  the  Century  Dictionary,  macaroni 
is  a  paste  or  dough  prepared  originally  and 
chiefly  in  Italy  from  the  glutinous  granular 
flour  of  a  hard  variety  of  wheat.  According 
to  the  Standard  Dictionary,  it  is  an  Italian 
paste  made  into  slender  tubes  from  the  flour 
of  hard  glutinous  wheat  mixed  with  water. 
Semolina  is  defined  to  be  the  hard  graina  re- 
tained in  the  bolting  machine  after  the  fine 
flour  has  passed  through. 

**If  the  article  in  question,  as  averred  in  the 
first  count,  was  prepared  from  flour,  or.  as 
averred  in  the  second  count,  was  made  from 
flour,  it  was  apparently  macaroni.  But  if  it 
is  intended  to  charge  that  macaroni  is  not 
made  from  the  whole  of  the  flour  which  cornea 
from  the  mill,  but  in  order  to  be  macaroni 
must  be  made  from  the  large,  hard  grains 
retained  in  the  bolting  machine  after  the  fine 
flour  had  passed  through,  the  counts  are  lack- 
ing in  averments  that  semolina  is  not  a  part 
of  the  substance  known  as  flour.  Flour  may 
be  fine  or  coarse,  it  mav  be  made  from  the 
whole  grains  of  the  wheat,  as  *  whole  wheat 
fiour,'  or  it  may  be  the  fine  bolted  flonr. 
If  it  is  meant  bv  the  indictment  to  charire 
that,  in  order  for  a  substance  to  be  macaroni, 
it  must  be  made  whollv  from  semolina,  and 

ft 

not  contain  anv  of  the  fine  flour  which,  uoon 
passing  through  the  bolting  machine,  leaves 
a  residuum  of  semolina,  the  information 
should  plainly  so  state." 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  371,  sec.  7.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  138.] 

Application. — ^A  sale  of  food  to  be  delivered 
within  the  state  is  not  brought  under  the 
Federal  Food  Act  by  the  fact  that  the  pur- 
chaser may  intend  to  deal  with  the  food,  in 
interstate  commerce.  Lewiston  Milling  Co. 
fj.  Cardiflf,  (C.  O.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  26G  Fed. 
753. 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  379,  sec.  8.     [First  ed., 
1909  Snpp.,  p.  l.''>9.1 

Words  given  ordinary  meaning. —  The  lan- 
guage used  in  a  label  is  to  be  given  the  mean- 
ing ordinarily  conveyed  by  it  to  those  to 
whom  it  ifi  addressed.  Hall  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  5th  Cir.  1920)   207  Fed.  705. 

Misleading  statements  as  to  curative  prop- 
erties of  drugs  — Evidence, —  On  "a  prosecu- 
tion for  thus  misbranding  drugs  it  has  been 
held  proper  to  permit  a  doctor  to  testify 
that  the  preparations  which  have  been 
analyzed  by  a  chemist  and  shown  to  the 
witness  are  absolutely  worthless  and  have  no 
food,  curative  or  medical  value.  Kar-Bu 
Chemical  Co.  v.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  »th  Cir. 
1920)   264  Fed.  921. 

QiiesHona  for  jury. —  In  Kar-Ru  Chemical 
Co.  f.  U.  S.  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed. 
921,  it  was  held  that  under  the  evidence  it 
was  a  question  of  fact  for  the  jury  whether 
the  preparations  offered  to  the  public  by  the 
defendant  were  in  fact  misbranded  in  the 
statements  regarding  their  therapeutic  or 
curative  effect  and  whether  such  statements 
were  false  and  fraudulent. 

Water  as  drug. —  Water  which  is  recom- 
mended by  the  labels  used  as  possessing  al- 
leviative  or  curative  properties  for  certain 
ailments  is  regarded  as  a  drug  within  the 
meaning  of  this  act.  Bradley  t?.  U.  S,,  (C.  C. 
A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  79. 

Illustrations  of  misbranding  —  Medicine, — 
Where  language  iised  on  a  label  amounted 
to  an  assertion  that  the  article  referred  to 
might  be  expected  to  have  a  curative  or  al- 
leviating eflect  on  the  classes  o£  ailments 
mentioned  there  was  held  to  be  a  misbrand- 
ing where  the  evidence  showed  what  the  in- 
gredients were  and  that  such  ingredients 
could  not,  singly  or  in  combination,  jiave  any 
remedial  or  beneficial  effect  on  any  ailment 
of  the  kinds  mentioned  in  the  label,  of  which 
fact  the  manufacturer  and  distributor  of  the 
article  was  aware.  Hall  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
5th  Cir.  1920)  207  Fed.  7^5. 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  392,  sec.  10.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  141.] 

Delivery  to  owner. —  The  rdease  of  articles 
seized  under  this  section  is  discretionary  with 
the  court,  the  provision  therefor  being  per- 
missive and  not  mandatory.  Thus,  where 
the  misbranding  is  fraudulent  and  injurious 
to  competitors  in  the  trade  and  the  claimant 
has  been  previously  convicted  and  had  numer- 
ous other  proceedings  pending  against  him 
the  court  may  refuse  to  exercise  its  discretion 
in  favor  of  the  claimant.  U.  S.  v.  Two  Cans 
of  Oil  of  Sweet  Birch,  etc.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
268  Fed.  866. 
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1918  Supp.,  p.  181,  sec.  1. 

Constitutionality. — The  war  powers  of  Con- 
gress must  be  held  to  be  equal  to  whatever 
is  necessary  to  successfully  prosecute  a  war 
and  maintain  the  public  safety.  In  modern 
wars,  not. only  armies  and  peoples,  but  in- 
dustries, must  be  mobilized.  Every  citizen 
and  every  dollar  must  fight.  Economic  con- 
trol is  as  important  as  military.  Disaster 
and  discontent  at  home  are  as  fundamental 
and  vital  as  in  the  field.  The  powers  of  Con- 
gress, in  time  of  war,  are  comparable  to  the 
police  powers  of  the  states  in  time  of  peace, 
and  equally  incapable  of  fixed  limits.  No 
doubt  is  entertained  of  the  original  power 
to  make  this  legislation.  U.  S.  v.  Oglesby 
Grocery  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  264  Fed.  091. 
To  same  effect,  see  Weed  &  Co.  v.  Lockwood, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  785;  U.  S. 
V.  Suedlow,  (D.  C.  Colo.  1920)  264  Fed.  1016. 

Duration  of  war  power. —  The  war  power  of 
Congress  did  not  expire  with  the  cessation  of 
the  war  and  the  signing  of  the  armistice, 
there  having  been  no  proclamation  of  the 
President  to  that  effect.  U.  S.  t?.  Oglesby 
Grocery  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  264  Fed.  691. 

Act  as  authorizing  President  to  fix  prices 
for  all  necessaries.^ —  See  Standard  Chemicals, 
etc.,  Corp.  V,  Waugh  Chemical  Corp.,  (1921) 
251  N.  Y.  61,  131  N.  E.  666. 

Act  as  affecting  right  of  state  to  tax  coal. 
—  See  Pennsylvania  Coal  Co.  v.  Saddle  River 
Tp.,  (N.  J.  1921)   114  Atl.  167. 

Effect  on  State  Anti-Trust  Act.—  This  act 
does  not  supersede  or  annul  a  state  anti- 
trust act,  'at  least  with  respect  to  insurance 
companies  which  are  not  within  the  purview 
of  the  federal  act.  Nugent  v.  Robertson, 
(Miss.  1921)  88  So.  806. 

Judicial  notice  is  taken  of  administrative 
rules  and  regulations  adopted  under  this  act. 
Lawrenceburg  Roller  Mills  Co.  v.  Jones, 
(1920)   204  Ala.  69,  86  So.  719. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  182,  sec.  2. 

Corporation  organized  as  government 
agency  — liability  to  suit.— In  Federal  Su- 
gar Refining  Co.  v.  U.  S.  Sugar  Equalization 
tioATd.  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  268  Fed.  575,  it 
was  held  that  a  corporation  organized  under 
state  laws  to  be  used  as  an  agency  of  the 
government  could  be  sued. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  183,  sec.  4. 

For  decisions  under  this  section  as  re- 
enacted,  see  annotations  to  1919  Supp.  p.  60, 
sec.  2,  infra,  this  volume,  p.  418. 

Constitutionality. —  See  Detroit  Creamery 
Co.  V.  Kinnane,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1920)  264  Fed. 
846. 

Sufficiency  as  a  criminal  statute. —  This 
section  "  is  insuflScicnt  to  found  a  criminal 
charge  upon,  because  there  is  no  penalty  pro- 
vided for  the  violation  of  it.    It  does  not  of 


itself  creat-e  an  offenae,  as  that  word  is  used 
in  the  criminal  law,  and  there  is  no  general 
penalty  clause  in  the  statute  to  cover  it/* 
U.  S.  V.  Armstrong,  (D.  C.  Ind.  1920)  266 
Fed.  683.  To  same  effect,  see  Moseew  v.  U.  8., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  18,  11  A.  L. 
R.  1261;  U.  S.  V,  People's  Fuel,  etc.,  Ck)., 
(D.  C.  Ariz.  1920)  271  Fed.  790. 

But  the  provisions  of  this  section  were 
held  not  to  be  too  indefinite  for  enforcement 
in  U.  S.  V.  Ogles.by  Grocery  Co.,  (N.  D.  Gki. 
1920)  264  Fed.  691. 

The  term  *'  any  necessaries "  as  used  in 
this  section  does  not  include  all  necessaries 
but  only  such  articles  as  are  stated  in  sec- 
tion 1  to  be  called  **  necessaries  "  in  the  later 
sections.  In  such  case  the  rule  of  ejusdem 
generis  may  not  be  applied  to  broaden  the 
scope  of  the  term,  in  the  absence  of  any 
more  general  phrase,  such  as  *' other  sup- 
plies "  or  "  other  artiolee,"  in  section  1.  U.  S. 
V.  American  Woolen  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
265  Fed.  404. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  183,  sec.  5. 

Power  to  reroke  license  implied. — Kuen- 
Bter  V,  Meredith,  (N.  D.  HI  1920)  264  Fed. 
243. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  184,  sec.  6. 

Section  as  indefinite. —  The  language  of 
this  section  as  to  when  necessaries  should  be 
deemed  to  be  hoarded  was  held  not  to  be  f  a- 
tallv  indefinite  and  uncertain  in  Merritt  t?. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  0th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed  870. 

Sugar  was  held  to  be  a  necessary  under 
the  provisions  of  this  act  in  Merritt  v,  U.  S.» 
(C.  C.  A.  Wih  Cir.  1»20)  264  Fed.  870. 

Contract  violative  of  act. —  If  a  contract 
for  the  purchase  of  flour  calls  for  the  delivery 
of  a  quantity  which  with  that  on  hand  is 
greater  than  the  reascmable  business  require- 
ments of  the  buyer,  the  seller  is  discharged 
from  performance,  and  it  is  immaterial  that 
the  contract  was  made  before  the  passage  of 
the  act,  since  its  performance  would  consti- 
tute a  violation  thereof.  Lawrenceburg  Roller 
Mills  Co.  V.  Jones,  (1920)  204  Ala.  59,  83 
So.  719, 

Judicial  notice  was  taken  of  a  proclama- 
tion made  by  the  President  under  this  act  in 
Merritt  t;.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  870. 

The  burden  of  proof  is  on  defendant  to 
show  facts  bringing  him  witliin  the  excep- 
tions of  the  provisions  of  the  statute.  Mer- 
ritt 1?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  870. 

Evidence. —  In  Merritt  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  870.  the  evidence 
was  held  to  sufficiently  show  the  reasonable 
requirements  of  the  defendant  for  the  con- 
sumption and  use  of  sugar  by  himself  and 
his  dependents. 
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1918  Supp.,  p.  185,  sec.  9. 

Section  lield  constitutional,  see  Hillsboro 
Coal  Co.  <?.  Knotts,  (S.  D.  111.  1920)  273  Fed. 
221;  U.  S.  V,  Armstrong,  (D.  C.  Ind.  1920) 
265  Fed.  683. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  185,  sec.  10. 

Section   not   repealed. —  This   section  was 
not  repealed  by  the  Act  of  March  2,  1919. 
U.  S.  V,  McGrane,   (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  761;  Benedict  i;.  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  N  Y. 
1920)  271  Fed.  714. 

Right  to  jury  trial. —  In  U.  S.  t?.  Pfitsch, 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  569,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  it  was  held  that  the  exclusive 
jurisdiction  granted  to  the  federal  district 
courts  by  this  section  was  to  be  exercised 
in  accordance  with  the  law  governing  the 
usual  procedure  of  the  district  court  in  ac- 
tions at  law  for  money  compensation  in 
which  the  right  to  a  jury  trial  was  an  inci- 
dent, and  not  in  accordance  with  the  provi- 
sions of  the  law  governing  the  exceptional 
jurisdiction  concurrent  with  the  court  of 
claims  where  it  sat  without  a  jury. 

As  to  the  right  to  a  jury  trial  in  an  action 
under  this  section  it  is  said:  "In  such  a 
suit,  how  was  the  court  to  hear  and  deter- 
mine the  controversy?  Issues  in  the  District 
Court  are  determined  in  certain  causes, 
equity,  admiralty,  and  bankruptcy,  by  a 
judge,  and  in  others  by  the  combined  work 
of  judge  and  jury.  Which  method  did  Con- 
gress hare  in  view  when  it  enacted  *  juris- 
diction is  hereby  conferred  on  the  United 
States  District  Courts  to  hear  and  determine 
all  such  controversies '  T  Certain  it  is  the 
jurisdiction  was  not  committed  to  a  judge, 
or  to  the  court  sitting  as  a  judge.  It  was 
committed  to  the  District  Courts  without 
limitation,  and  common  practice  and  common 
sense  alike  suggest  that  Congress  had  nothing 
else  in  view  iQian  a  jury  trial."  U.  S.  v. 
McGrane,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
761. 

The  owner  of  property  requisitioned  by  the 
President  under  this  section,  is  entitled  to 
have  the  question  as  to  what  amount  will 
constitute  a  just  compensation  determined  by 
a  jury.  Filbin  Corp.  v.  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  S.  C. 
1920)  265  Fed.  354. 

Amount  involved. —  Jurisdiction  was  con- 
ferred on  the  District  Court  in  cases  arising 
under  this  section  regardless  of  the  amount 
involved,  and  in  no  way  affected  or  restricted 
by  the  $10,000  limitation  contained  in  sec- 
tion 24,  paragraph  20  of  the  Judicial  Code. 
U.  S.  V.  McGrane,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  761. 

A  direct  writ  of  error  from  the  Supreme 
Court  to  a  district  court  does  not  lie  in  a 
writ  brought  conformably  to  this  section  by 
a  person  dissatisfied  with  the  President's 
award  of  compensation  for  war  supplies 
requisitioned  by  him.  U.  S.  v.  Pfitsch,  (1921) 
25«  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  669.  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 


1918  Supp.,  p.  186,  sec.  12. 

Effect  on  prior  contiactf. —  This  act  did  not 
invalidate  prior  contracts,  and  accordingly 
nonperformance  of  a  contract  for  the  sale 
of  flour  made  before  its  enactment,  was  not 
excused  by  the  act  and  the  regulations  made 
thereunder  whereby  a  price  in  excess  of  that 
stipulated  in  the  contract  was  fixed.  Rock 
t\  Deason,  ( 1920)  146  Ark.  124,  225  S.  W. 
317. 

State  control  of  commission  merchants  ex- 
cluded.—  By  the  Food  Control  Act,  Congress 
acting  under  the  war  power  of  the  Consti- 
tution, authorized  the  taking  control  and 
regulation  of  the  business  of  public  stock- 
yards, including  the  business  of  commission 
men  buying  and  selling  live  stock  there. 
Under  such  authority  the  government  as- 
sumed control  of  the  public  stockyards  at 
South  St.  Paul  and  of  the  business  of  com- 
mission men  doing  business  there;  and  dur- 
ing such  control  the  state  could  not  interfere 
by  fixing  and  enforcing  commission  charges 
through  the  delegated  authority  of  the  Rail- 
road and  Warehouse  Ck>mmiseion  pursuant 
to  Laws  Ex.  Sess.  1919,  c  39.  State  v.  Rogers, 
(Minn.  1921)   182  N.  W.  1006. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  188,  sec.  15. 

Effect  to  render  performance  of  contract 
impouible. —  The  act  did  not  terminate  a 
contract  whereby  a  distillery  agreed  to  pay 
for  the  removal  of  offal.  Eminence  Distillery 
Co.  t?.  Fremd,  (1921)  191  Ky.  191,  220  S.  W 
369. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  191,  sec.  24. 

Duration  of  Act. —  In  U.  8.  v.  Armstrong, 
(D.  C.  Ind.  1920)  265  Fed.  683,  the  defend- 
ants in  a  prosecution  under  this  act,  while 
conceding  that  Congress,  under  the  war 
power,  could  validly  enact  it  at  the  time  of 
its  passage,  contended  that  it  did  not  follow 
that  the  act  continued  in  force,  regardless 
of  an  actual  condition  of  peace,  until  Con- 
gress saw  fit  to  terminate  its  operation.  This 
contention  was  overruled. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  191,  sec.  25. 

Price  fixing  under  war  legislation. —  See 
annotation  under  Vol.  XI,  p.  447,  amend.  5, 
infra,  this  volume. 

Constitutionality. —  This  section  is  consti- 
tutional as  a  war  measure.  U.  S.  v.  Ford, 
(S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  26«5  Fed.  424. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  194,  sec.  26. 

Constitutionality. —  This  section  is  uncon- 
stitutional and  void  as  making  an  arbitrary 
and  unreasonable  classification  in  violation 
of  the  "  due  process  clause  **  of  the  Fifth 
Amendment.  U.  S.  v.  Armstrong,  (D.  C. 
Ind.  1920)   265  Fed.  683. 
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1919  Supp.,  p.  60,  sec.  1. 

Power  of  Congress  to  enact  amendments. 
• —  Congress  had  power  to  enact  these  amend- 
ments, since  at  the  date  of  their  passage  a 
state  of  war  still  tedinically  existed.  U.  S. 
V.  Russel,  (E.  D.  La.  1920)  265  Fed.  414; 
U.  S.  V.  Bernstein,  (D.  C.  Neb.  1920)  267 
Fed.  295,  the  latter  case  holding,  how- 
ever, that  such  a  war  measure  must  be 
constitutional. 

"Wearing  apparel.** — Bolts  of  cloth  are 
not  included  in  the  term  "  wearing  apparel," 
as  used  in  this  section.  U.  S.  v.  American 
Woolen  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  265  Fed. 
404.  Regarding  the  scope  of  the  term  **  wear- 
ing apparel''  as  used  in  this  section,  the 
court  said :  "  We  come  then  to  the  mean- 
ing of  the  term  'wearing  apparel.'  Con- 
cededly  bolts  of  cloth  are  not,  in  and  of  them- 
selves, wearing  apparel.  It  is  contended, 
however,  that,  interpreted  in  the  light  of 
reason,  'wearing  apparel'  must  be  held  to 
include  the  material  used  to  make  up  a  gar- 
ment; in  other  words,  that  the  legislative 
intent  to  secure  reasonable  prices  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  wearing  apparel  cannot  possibly, 
or  perhaps  reasonably,  be  carried  out,  unless 
the  limitations  imposed  upon  the  distribution 
of  the  made-up  garments  are  extended  to  the 
materials  out  of  which  they  are  made. 

'*  While  Congress  had  as  much  power  to 
regulate  the  distribution  by  the  producer  or 
manufacturer  of  the  wool,  cotton,  or  silk, 
the  dyestufifs,  the  cloth,  the  buttons,  the 
thread,  or  any  other  ingredients,  as  of  the  fin- 
ished or  partly  finished  garment,  properly 
designated  as  'wearing  apparel,'  and  while 
such  regulation  would  doubtless  secure  a 
more  efl'ectual  control  of  the  distribution  by 
the  garment  manufacturer  or  the  retailer 
of  the  finished  product,  I  can  find  in  the  act 
no  intent  thus  to  control  the  distribution 
of  all,  or  indeed  any,  of  the  ingredients  that 
enter  into  wearing  apparel.  Apt  words  to 
indicate  such  an  intent  were  readily  avail- 
able. Indeed,  in  section  1  Congress  expressly 
included  '  fertilizer  ingredients,'  and  did  not 
limit  the  control  to  'fertilizers.'  When, 
therefore.  Congress  used  an  expression  having 
a  clear  and  definite  meaning,  I  am  unable 
to  find  any  ground  thus  to  broaden  the  ordi- 
nary and  trade  signification  of  the  word,  or 
by  implication  to  brins  other  articles  within 
tne  statutory  prohibitions." 


1919Supp.,  p.  60,  sec.  2. 

Constitutionality. —  Congress,  in  attempt- 
ing, as  it  did  in  the  Lever  Act  of  August  10, 
1917,  f  4,  as  re-enacted  in  the  Act  of  Octo- 
ber 22,  1919,  §  2,  to  punish  criminally  any 
person  who  wilfully  makes  "  any  unjust  or 
unreasonable  rate  or  charge  in  handling  or 
dealing  in  or  with  any  necessaries,"  violated 
U.  S.  Const.,  6th  and  6th  Amendments,  which 
require  an  ascertainable  standard  of  guilt, 
fixed  by  Congress  rather  than  by  courts  and 
juries,   and   secure  to  accused   persons   the 


right  to  be  informed  of  the  nature  and  cause 
of  accusations  against  them.  U.  S.  t\  Cohen 
Grocery  Co.,  (1921)  25'5  U.  S.  81,  41  S.  Ct. 
298,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  14  A.  L.  R.  1045, 
affirming  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  264  Fed.  218. 
See  to  the  same  effect  Tedrow  v.  A.  T.  Lewis, 
etc.,  Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  98,  41  S.  Ct.  303, 

65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  Rinnane  v.  Detroit 
Creamery  Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  102,  41  S. 
Ct.  304,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  Weed  f>.  Lock- 
wood,    (1921)   255  U.  S.  104,  41  S.  Ct.  305, 

66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  G.  S.  Willard  Co.  17. 
Palmer,    (1921)    255   U.   S.    106,   41   S.   Ct. 

305,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  Oglesby  Grocery 
Co.  V.  U.  S.,  (1921)   265  U.  S.  108,  41  S.  Ct. 

306,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — .  See  also  Ken- 
nington  t?.  Palmer,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  100, 
41  S.  Ct.  303,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  Weeds 
V.  U.  S.,  (192;1)  255  U.  S.  109,  41  S.  Ct. 
306,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  U.  S.  v.  Yount, 
(W.  D.  Pa.  1920)  267  Fed.  861;  U.  S.  t?. 
Bernstein,  (D.  C.  Neb.  1920)  267  Fed.  295; 
Lamborn  v.  McAvoy,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  265 
Fed.  944;  U.  S.  t*.  Armstrong,  (D.  C.  Ind. 
1920)  265  Fed.  683;  U.  S.  v.  Russel,  (E.  I>. 
La.  1920)  265  Fed.  414;  U.  S.  v.  Rosen- 
blum,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1920)  264  Fed.  578;  Weed 
V.  Lockwood,  (W.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  264  Fed. 
463;  U.  S.  V.  Spokane  Dry  Goods  Co.,  (E.  D. 
Wash  1920)  264  Fed.  209. 

A  conspiracy  "  to  exact  excessive  prices 
for  any  necessaries"  could  not  be  made 
punishable  criminally,  as  was  attempted  hj 
Congress  in  the  Lever  Act  of  August  10, 
1917,  §  4,  as  re-enacted  in  the  Act  of  Octo- 
ber 22,  1919,  §  2,  without  violating  U.  S. 
Const.,  5th  and  6th  Amendments,  since  such 
provision  is  not  sufllciently  specific  to  create 
a  standard  of  g^ilt,  and  to  inform  the  accused 
of  the  nature  and  cause  of  the  accusation 
against  him.  Weeds  v.  U.  S.,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  109,  41  S.  Ct.  306,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  wherein  it  was  said:  "As  the  only  dif- 
ference between  the  charges  in  the  L.  Uohen 
Grocery  Co.  Case,  supra,  and  those  in  this  is 
the  fact  that  here,  in  one  of  the  counts, 
there  was  a  charge  of  conspiracy  to  exact 
excessive  prices,  it  follows  that  the  ruling 
in  the  Cohen  Case  is  decisive  here  unless  the 
provision  as  to  conspiracy  to  exact  excessive 
prices  is  sufficiently  specific  to  create  a  stand- 
ard, and  to  inform  the  accused  of  the  accusa- 
tion against  him,  and  thus  make  it  not 
amenable  to  the  ruling  in  the  Cohen  Case. 
But,  as  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  there  is 
no  ground  for  such  distinction,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  the  charge  as  to  conspiracy 
to  exact  excessive  prices  is  equally  as  want- 
ing in  standard,  and  equally  as  vague  as  the 
provision  as  to  unjust  and  unreasonable  rates 
and  charges  dealt  with  in  the  Cohen  Case,  it 
follows,  for  reasons  stated  in  that  case,  that 
the  judgment  in  this  must  be  reversed  and 
the  case  remanded,  with  directions  to  set 
aside  the  sentence  and  (juash  the  indictment." 

Statute  as  embraang  individual  price 
fixing. —  The  price  at  which  a  commodity  is 
sold  is  comprehended  by  the  provision  of 
the  Lever  Act  of  August  10,  19 17,  i  4,  as 
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re-enacted  by  the  Act  of  October  22,  1919, 
§  2,  making  it  unlawful  for  any  person  wil- 
fully to  make  any  unjust  or  unreasonable 
rate  or  charge  in  handling  or  dealing  in  or 
with  any  necessaries,  or  to  conspire  to  exact 
excessive  prices  for  any  neccssaiics.  U.  S. 
r.  Cohen  Grocery  Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  8.  81, 
41  S.  Ct.  2»8,  66  U.  8,  (L.  ed.)  —  {of- 
firming  (E.  D-  Mo.  1920)  264  Fed.  218) 
wherein  the  court  said:  "The  basis  upon 
which  the  contention  rests  is  that  the  words 
of  the  section  do  not  embrace  the  price  at 
which  a  commodity  is  sold,  and,  at  any  rate, 
the  receipt  of  such  price  is  not  thereby  in- 
tended to  be  penalized.  We  are  of  opinion, 
however,  that  these  propositions  are  without 
merit,  first,  because  the  words  of  the  section, 
as  re-enacted,  are  broad  enough  to  embrace 
the  price  for  which  a  commodity  is  sold,  and 
second,  because,  as  the  amended  section 
plainly  imposes  a  penalty  for  the  acts  which 
it  includes  when  committed  after  its  passage, 
the  fact  that  the  aection,  before  its  re-enact- 


ment, (oniained  no  penalty,  is  of  no  moment. 
Thi<<  ma^t  be  the  case  unless  it  can  be  said 
that  the  failure  at  one  time  to  impose  a 
penalty  for  a  forbidden  act  furnishes  an  ade- 
quate ground  for  preventing  the  subsequent 
enforcement  of  a  penalty  which  is  specifically 
and  unmistakably  provided." 

Safficiency  of  indictment. —  See  U.  8.  9. 
Robinson,  (W.  D.  Okla.  1920)  266  Fed.  240; 
U.  8.  t?.  Myatt,  (E.  D.  N.  C.  1920)  264  Fed. 
442;  U.  S.  V.  L.  .Cohen  Grocer  Co.,  (E.  D. 
Mo.  1920)  264  Fed.  218;  U.  8.  v.  Sp<^ane 
Dry  Goods  Co.,  (E.  D.  Wash.  1920)  264  Fed. 
209. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  61.     [United  States 

Sugar  Equalization  Board,  etc] 

Fixing  price  of  sugar. —  In  Pharr  v.  C.  D. 
Kenj)y  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
37,  it  was  held  that  the  Food  Administration 
could  not  arbitrarily  fix  the  price  at  which 
future  sales  of  sugar  should  be  made. 
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Vol.  Ill,  p.  427,  sec.  751.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  162.] 

I.  Introductory. 

1.  Definition  and  nature. 
HI.  Scope  of  writ. 

1.  Generally. 
IV.  As  substitute  lor  writ  of  error. 
1.  Kule  stated. 
10.  Sufficiency  of  evidence. 
12.  Sentence. 
VI.  Federal   interference   with   custody   of 
state  court. 

1.  Rule  stated. 

VIII.  Review  of  proceedings  of  special  tribu- 
nals. 

2.  Courts -martial. 
S.  Immigration. 

IX.  Contempt  proceedings. 
X.  Extradition  proceedings. 
2.  Interstate. 

I.    Intbodttctobt 

1.  Definition  and  Nature  (p.  428) 

Purpose  of  writ. —  The  writ  of  habeas  cor- 
pus is  a  legal  process,  used  to  obtain  summary 
relief  from  unlawful  restraint  of  personal 
liberty.  Its  purpose  is  simply  to  free  the 
person  from  the  unlawful  restraint.  Bens  v. 
V.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  152. 

"  A  writ  of  habeas  corpus  can  never  be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  correcting  erroneous 
conclusions  of  fact  drawn  by  those  charged  by 
the  law  with  the  dutv  of  ascertaining  the 
facts."  U.  S.  V,  Wong  Lai,  (O.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921 )  270  Fed.  67. 


III.  Scope  of  Writ 

1.  Generally    (p.  430) 

Inquiry  as  confined  to  Jurisdiction. —  ''If 
the  court  which  renders  a  judgment  has  not 
jurisdiction  to  render  it,  either  because  the 
proceedings  or  the  law  under  which  they  are 
taken  are  unconstitutional,  or  for  any  other 
reason,  the  judgment  is  void  and  may  be 
questioned  collaterally.  The  defendant,  who 
is  imprisoned  under  and  by  virtue  of  such  a 
judgment,  may  be  discharged  from  custody  on 
habeas  corpus.**  Ea  p.  Craig,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  177. 

IV.  As    SUBSTITUTB  VOB   WbIT  OF  ERBOB 

1.  Rule  Stated  (p.  431) 

Rule  against  use  as  substitute. —  To  the 
eame  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
Ben.s  V.  U.  S.  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
152;  Ex  p.  Shears,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  265 
Fed.  959. 

*'A  writ  of  habeas  corpus  cannot  be  made  to 
perform  the  office  of  a  writ  of  error.  Nor  can 
it  be  invoked  to  review  an  erroneous  judg- 
ment of  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction.  It 
challenges  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court."  Ex 
p.  Craig,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  177. 

Errors  and  irregularities.-— Questions  of 
mere  error  and  irregularities  are  generallv 
reviewable  only  by  writ  of  error  or  certiorari, 
for  which  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  is  not  a 
substitute.  Ormsby  f.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  977. 

10.  Sufficiency  of  Evidence  (p.  436) 

Review  of  evidence. —  Upon  habeas  corpus, 
the  court  may  review  the  evidence,  to  ascer« 
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tain  what  it  really  shows,  and,  if  it  finds 
that  all  of  the  evidence,  taken  together,  does 
not  support  the  eommiasioner's  finding  of 
probable  cause,  his  ruling  may  be  disre- 
garded and  the  defendant  discharged.  U.  S. 
V.  Kallas,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  272  Fed.  742. 
Right  to  discharge. — A  prisoner  held  by 
the  commissioner  will  not  be  discharged  on 
habeas  corpus  for  mistakes  by  the  commis- 
sioner in  the  admission  of  testimony,  part  of 
which  is  irrelevant  or  immaterial;  but  the 
holding  of  the  accused  is  not  authorized  if 
there  is  no  competent  evidence  against  him. 
U.  S.  u.  Kallas,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  272 
Fed,  742. 

12.  Sentence    (p.   436) 

Void  sentence. —  Where  a  district  court 
has  imposed  a  void  sentence  and  habeas 
corpus  is  brought  in  another  district  ,^ourt, 
the  proper  practice  is  to  remit  the  prisoner 
to  the  court  wherein  he  was  sentenced  for 
further  action  by  that  court.  Davis  v. 
Anderson,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
767;  Price  v.  Zerbst,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  268 
Fed.  72;  Rogers  v.  Desportes^  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  308. 

Review  of  judgment  and  sentence  of  another 
district  court. —  In  a  habeas  corpus  proceed- 
ing in  a  district  court  that  court  cannot 
exercise  appellate  power  to  compel  another 
district  court  to  correct  its  judgment  so  as 
to  conform  to  the  views  of  tjie  judge  before 
whom  the  habeas  corpus  is  held.  Rogers  v. 
Desportes,  (D.  S.  C.  1920)  26«  Fed.  86.  It 
was  said  in  this  connection :  "  The  District 
Court  of  the  United  States  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Georgia  is  a  court  of  primary 
jurisdiction,  in  exactly  the  same  class  a«  the 
District  Court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  South  Carolina.  It  has 
no  greater  powers  or  jurisdiction.  Certainly 
it  is  entirely  devoid  of  any  appellate  or 
supervising  power  over  the  latter  court. 
Under  the  judicial  system  of  the  United 
States,  the  only  courts  possessing  these 
powers  over  the  District  Court  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  South  Carolina  are  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  Fourth 
Circuit  and  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States.  The  District  Court  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Georgia  is  in  a  different  judicial 
circuit,  and  possesses  no  judicial  connection 
with  the  District  Court  for  the  Eastern  Dis- 
trict of  South  Carolina.  Yet  the  exercise  of 
the  jurisdiction  to 'overrule  the  judgment  and 
correct  the  assumed  errors  of  the  District 
Court  for  the  Eastern  District  of  South 
Carolina  is  precisely  what  the  judge  of  the 
District  Court  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia  has  attempted  to  do  by  his  order  in 
this  matter.  He  has  held  that  the  well-con- 
sidered judgment  and  sentence  of  the  District 
Court  for  the  Eastern  Distric<t  of  South  Caro- 
lina is  erroneous,  and  has  ordered  the  prison- 
ers back  to  that  court,  that  it  may  correct 
its  judgment,  so  as  to  conform  the  sentence 
to  the  views  of  the  judge  of  the  District 
Court  for  the  Northern  District  of  Georgia. 


"  Such  action  is  wholly  unwarranted  by 
any  provision  of  law  and  would  be  destruc- 
tive of  the  method  of  the  orderlv  correction 
of  the  errors  of  courts  of  primary  jurisdic- 
tion through  the  courts  ot  appropriate  and 
authorized  appellate  jurisdiction.  If  the 
District  Court  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia  can  arrogate  to  itself  the  power  to 
supervise  the  action  of  the  District  Court  of 
the  Eastern  District  of  South  Carolina,  all 
the  other  90  (or  more)  districts  in  the  United 
States  may  do  the  same."  This  decision  was 
affirmed  by  Rogers  t\  Desportes,  ( C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  308,  wherein  the  court 
further  remarked  as  to  this  phase  of  the 
case:  "Judge  Sibley,  District  Judge  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Georgia,  in  which  the 
Atlanta  penitentiary  is  situated,  had  juris- 
diction to  entertain  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
and  to  order  the  release  of  the  petitioners  if 
he  found  the  sentence  was  absolutely  void- 
The  correctness  of  his  judgment  was  review- 
able by  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeale  for  the 
Fifth  Circuit,  and  by  certiorari  by  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States.  His 
order  remanding  the  petitioners  to  the 
Eastern  district  of  South  Carolina  for  re- 
sentence was  not  binding  on  the  judge  of  the 
Eastern  district  of  South  Carolina,  for 
Judge  Smith  of  that  district  is  of  equal 
authority  with  Judge  Sibley.  Nevertheless, 
in  the  present  unsatisfactory  state  of  the 
law  we  incline  to  think  that  Judge  Sibley 
adopted  the  most  convenient  practice.  Upon 
the  arrival  of  the  petitioners  in  the  Easter n 
district  of.  South  Carolina,  Judge  Smith  was 
at  perfect  liberty  to  hold  that  his  original 
sentence  was  correct,  refuse  to  alter  it,  and 
order  the  petitioners  remanded  to  the  Atlanta 
penitentiary.  This  order  gave  them  the 
opportunity  to  apply  for  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  before  him,  and,  upon  his  refusal  to 
discharge  them,  to  bring  the  matter  by  appeal 
to  this  court.  The  result  is  that  the  sentenoe 
of  Judge  Smith,  allied  to  be  erroneous,  is 
reviewed  by  this  court  having  jurisdiction 
to  correct  his  errors,  rather  than  by  the 
Court  of  Appeals  of  the  Fifth  Circuit  whose 
office  is  to  correct  errors  in  that  circuit. 
This  is  unfortunate  circuity,  but  it  seems 
to  be  unavoidable  until  a  more  expeditious 
method  is  prescribed  by  statute  by  which 
District  Courts  of  this  circuit  will  have 
jurisdiction  in  habeas  corpus,  as  to  persons 
confined  in  the  Atlanta  penitentiary  from  the 
District  Courts  in  this  circuit,  alleging  their 
confinement  to  be  illegal.  It  seems  hardly 
necessary  to  say  that  Judge  Sibley's  holding 
that  the  sentence  was  illegal  is  not  binding 
on  this  court  as  res  adjudicata.  He  did  not 
undertake  to  make  it  so.  The  only  judg- 
ment made  by  him  was  that  the  petitioners 
should  be  returned  to  the  Eastern  district  of 
South  Carolina  for  resentence.  He  expressly 
refused  to  make  any  judgment  discharging 
them." 
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VI.   FBDVAAL    IimEFESBNGB    WITH     CUSTODY 

OF  State  Coust   (p.  438) 

1.  Rule  Stated  (p.  438) 

See  annotation  under  VoL  III,  p.  449,  sec 
753,  VI,  infra,  p.  453. 

Where  a  person  is  in  cnatody,  nnder  proceat 
from  a  atate  court. — To  same  effect  as 
original  annotation,  see  Ew  p.  Shears,  (W.  D. 
Wash.   1920)    285  Fed.  959. 

Sufficiency  of  indictment. —  In  Teregno  v. 
Shattuck,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  285  Fed.  797, 
the  petitioner  contended  that  the  language 
of  the  indictment  was  not  sufficient  to 
support  the  judgment  against  him.  Answer- 
ing this  contention,  the  court  said: 

"It  has  been  repeatedly  held  that  upon 
such  a  question  the  judgment  of  the  state 
courts  having  jurisdiction  is  conclusive,  and 
cannot  be  reviewed  on  habeas  corpus  in  the 
federal  courts. 

"  It  is  within  the  juriediction  of  the  trial 
judge  to  paas  upon  the  sufficiency  of  the 
verdict  and  to  construe  its  legal  meaning; 
and  if  in  so  doing  he  erred,  and  held  the 
verdict  to  be  sufficiently  certain  to  authorize 
the  imposition  of  punishment  for  the  highest 
grade  of  the  offense  charged,  it  was  an  error 
committed  in  the  exercise  of  jiirisdiotion,  and 
one  which  does  not  present  a  jurisdictional 
defect,  remediable  by  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpus.  The  case  is  analogous  in  principle 
to  that  of  a  trial  and  conviction  upon  an 
indictment,  the  facta  averred  in  which  are 
asserted  to  be  insufficient  to  constitute  an 
offense  against  the  statute  claimed  to  have 
been  violated.  In  this  class  of  cases  it  has 
been  held  that  a  trial  court,  poa messing 
general  jurisdiction  of  the  class  of  offenses 
within  which  is  embraced  the  crime  sought 
to  be  set  forth  in  the  indictment,  is  possessed 
of  authority  to  determine  the  sufficiency  of 
an  indictment,  and  that  in  adjudging  it  to 
be  valid  and  sufficient  acts  within  its  juris- 
diction, and  a  conviction  and  judgment  there- 
under cannot  be  questioned  on  habeas  corpus, 
because  of  a  lack  of  certainty  or  other  defect 
in  the  statement  in  the  indictment  of  the 
facts  averred  to  constitute  a  crime."  White, 
J.,  In  re  Eckart,  188  U.  S.  481,  at  pages  482, 
483,  17  Sup.  Ot.  838  (41  L.  ed.  1085). 

"As  to  the  '  due  process  of  law '  that  is 
required  by  the  Fourteenth  Amendment,  it 
is  perfectly  well  settled  that  a  criminal 
prosecution  in  the  courts  of  a  state,  based 
upon  a  law  not  in  itself  repugnant  to  the 
federal  €k>nstitution,  and  conducted  according 
to  the  settled  course  of  judicial  proceedings 
as  established  by  the  law  of  the  state,  so 
long  as  it  includes  notice,  and  a  hearing, 
or  an  opportunity  to  be  heard,  before  a  court 
of  competent  jurisdiction,  according  to  estab- 
lished modes  of  procedure,  is  'due  process' 
in  the  constitutional  sense" — citing  author- 
ities. Pitney,  J.,  Frank  v.  Mangum,  237  U. 
S.  309,  326,  35  Sup.  Ct.  682,  586  (59  L.  ed. 
969). 

"  See,  also,  Brown  v.  New  Jersey,  175  U.  S. 
172,  20  Sup.  CL  77,  44  L.  ed.  119;  Murphy 


V.  Mass.,  177  U.  S.  166,  20  Sup.  Gt.  639,  44 
L.  ed.  711;  Storti  v.  Mass.,  183  U.  8.  138,  22 
Sup.  Ct.  72,  46  L.  ed.  120." 

VIII.  KevIEW    of    PBOCEEDIlfGS    OP    SpBOIAL 

TSIBU1TAL8 

2.  Courts-martial   (p.  443) 

Application  of  rule. — ^Where  a  defendant 
was  discharged  on  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
from  confinement  in  the  U.  S.  Disciplinary 
Barracks  at  Fort  Leavenworth,  to  which  he 
had  been  sentenced  by  general  court-martial 
on  conviction  of  offenses  against  the  95th 
and  96th  articles  of  war,  it  was  declared 
that  if  there  was  jurisdiction  in  that  court 
over  the  offenses  and  the  person,  and  it  did 
not  exceed  its  power,  the  confinement  should 
have  been  held  to  be  lawful  and  the  prisoner's 
discharge  denied.  McRae  v.  Henkes,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  108. 

3.  Immigration  (p.  443)     • 

Rule  stated. —  To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  White  v.  Fong  Gin  Gee,  (C. 
C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  600. 

If  the  present  detention  of  aliens  ordered 
to  be  deported  is  legal,  irregularities  or  even 
illegalities  in. their  original  arrest  and  com- 
mitment can  not  be  redressed  in  habeas  cor- 
pus proceedings.  In  re  Kosopud,  (K*.  D. 
Ohio  1920)  272  F^.  330. 

IX.   CONTEHPT    PBOGEEDINOS     (p.    444) 

Commitment  for  contempt. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  first  paragraph  of  original  annota- 
tion, see  E9  p.  Craig,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  177. 

X.   EXTBASITION   PbOCED>IN«8 

2.  Interstate 

Generally. —  Where  on  a  habeas  corpus  pro- 
ceeding in  a  federal  court  it  appears  that 
the  petitioner  is  held  by  color  of  law  by  a 
state  court  after  having  been  extradited  from 
another  state,  the  manner  of  any  irregularity 
of  the  extradition  may  not  be  inquired  into 
by  the  federal  court.  Ex  p.  Shears,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1920)  266  Fed.  959. 

Presence  in  demanding  state  at  time  of 
crime. —  To  same  effect  as  original  annota- 
tion, see  Levy  v.  Splain,  (App  Cas.  D.  C. 
1920)    267  Fed.  333,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"  The  evidence  shows  without  doubt  that 
Levy  was  not  in  Massachusetts  on  the  Ist 
day  of  January,  1918,  and  the  court  below 
so  found.  He  was  there  in  September,  1917, 
and  again  about  the  middle  of  January,  1918. 
On  the  8th  day  of  Jime,  1918,  the  indict- 
ment was  returned.  The  trial  court,  in 
disposing  of  the  case,  said: 

**  *  Under  the  law  here,  as  in  Massachusetts 
by  statute,  .  .  .  the  fact  that  this  con- 
spiracy was  laid  on  the  1st  day  of  January, 
1918,  is  not  binding  upon  the  prosecution 
there,  and  it  would  not  be  here.    You  can 
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show  that  the  crime  was  committed  any  time 
within  three  years  from  the  finding  of  the 
indictment.  Nothing  more  is  required  in 
extradition  than  is  required  on  the  trial 
of  an  indictment.' 

"A  similar  view  was  ur^ed  by  counsel  for 
the  state  in  Hyatt  v.  People  ex  rel.  Corkran, 
188  U.  S.  691,  711,  23  Sup.  Ct.  45e,  45»  (47 
L.  ed.  667) ;  but  the  court  refused  to  adopt 
it,  saying: 

'*  *  In  the  case  before  us  it  is  conceded  that 
the  relator  was  not  in  the  state  at  the 
various  times  when  it  is  alleged  in  the  in- 
dictments the  crimes  were  committed,  nor 
until  eight  days  after  the  time  when  the 
last  one  is  alleged  to  have  been  committed. 
That  the  prosecution  on  the  trial  of  such 
an  indictment  need  not  prove  with  exactness 
the  commission  of  the  crime  at  the  very  time 
alleged  in  the  indictment  is  inmiaterial  The 
indictments  in  this  case  named  certain  dates 
as  the  times  when  the  crimes  were  committed, 
and  where  in  a  proceeding  like  this  there  is 
no  proof  or  offer  of  proof  to  show  that  the 
crimes  were  in  truth  committed  on  some 
other  day  than  those  named  in  the  indict- 
ments, and  that  the  dates  therein  named  were 
erroneously  stated,  it  is  sufficient  for  the 
party  charged  to  show  that  he  was  not  in  the 
state  at  the  times  named  in  the  indietmente, 
and  when  those  facts  are  proved,  so  that 
there  is  no  dispute  in  regard  to  them,  and 
there  is  no  claim  of  any  error  in  the  dates 
named  in  the  indictments,  the  facts  so  proved 
are  sufficient  to  show  that  the  person  was 
not  in  the  state  when  the  crimes  were,  if 
ever,  committed.' 

''In  the  case  at  bar,  as  in  that  case,  there 
is  no  proof  or  offer  of  proof  that  the  crime 
was  in  truth  committed  on  some  other  day 
than  that  named  in  the  indictment,  and  that 
the  day  therein  named  was  erroneously 
stated.  Consequently,  to  paraphrase  the 
language  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  it  was  sufficient  for  Levy  to  show  that 
he  was  not  in  the  state  at  the  time  named  in 
the  indictment,  and  when  that  fact  was 
proved,  so  that  there  was  no  dispute  in  re- 
gard to  it,  and  there  being  no  claim  of  any 
error  in  the  dates  named  in  the  indictment, 
the  fact  so  proved  is  sufficient  to  show  that 
Levy  was  not  in  the  state  when  the  crime 
waa,  if  ever,  committed. 

"This  court  ruled,  in  Hayes  v.  Palmer, 
21  App.  D.  C.  450,  461,  that  if  the  person 
sought  offered  proof  showing  with  precision 
that  he  had  left  the  demanding  state  before 
the  date  of  the  alleged  crime,  it  would  then 
devolve  upon  the  person  detaining  him  *  to 
show  that  he  was  a  fugitive  from  justice  by 
producing  evidence  that  he  was  in  the  state 
at  the  time  charged  in  the  indictment,  or 
to  prove  that  said  date  had  been  erroneously 
charged  and  could  be  carried  back  to  the 
necessary  time.'  Ihis  is  in  line  with  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Hyatt  case.  In  view  of  these  hold- 
ings, which,  so  far  as  we  can  ascertain,  have 
not  been  modified  in  any  wise  by  subsequent 


decisions,   we   are   constrained  to   say   that 
Levy  cannot  be  held. 

"It  is  true  that  in  Ex  parte  Montgomery 
(D.  C.)  244  Fed.  967,  970,  an  extradition 
case,  the  court  decided  it  was  not  necessary 
to  prove  that  the  person  charged  with  the 
crime  was  in  the  demanding  state  on  the 
date  on  which  the  crime  was  laid  in  the 
indictment.  But  that  was  a  conspiracy  case 
with  a  continuando.  'While  the  indictment 
here  mentions  specially  but  a  single  day/ 
said  the  coiurt,  'it  also  alleges  a  conspiracy 
claimed  to  have  been  hatched  during  two 
years  preceding  the  indictment.  Conspiracy 
is  a  continunando  crime,  and  the  rule  is  now 
well  settled  that  the  demanding  state  is  not 
bound,  either  upon  the  trial  or  in  the  extra- 
dition proceedings,  by  the  specific  date  laid.' 
In  United  States  v.  Kissel,  218  U.  S.  601, 
605,  31  Sup.  Ct.  124,  54  L.  ed.  1168,  it  was 
also  said  that  a  conspiracy  was  a  continuing 
crime.  But  this  language  must  be  read  in 
the  light  of  tiie  fex^ts.  In  that  case  the  in- 
dictment charged  the  defendants  with  having 
committed  the  crime  upon  a  certain  date 
'  and  from  that  day  imtil  the  day  of  present- 
inff  the  indictment.' 

"  If  the  indictment  in  the  case  before  us 
had  charged  Levy  with  having  conspired  on 
the  1st  of  January,  and  from  that  date 
until  the  date  of  presenting  the  indictment, 
June  8,  1918,  or  until  the  last  of  January, 
1918,  the  testimony  that  he  was  in  Massa- 
chusetts about  the  middle  of  January  of 
that  year  would  have  been  sufficient  to 
warrant  his  surrender  to  Massachusetts;  but 
the  indictment  does  not  read  that  way. 
There  is  nothing,  therefore,  in  either  of  those 
cases,  which  authorizes  us  to  disregard  the 
rule  announced  in  unmistakable  terms  in  the 
Hyatt  and  Hayes  Cases.' 
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Vol.  Ill,  p.  449,  sec.  753.  [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  167.] 

I.  Introductory. 
VI.  Constitution,  laws  or  treaties. 

I.  Intboductort   (p.  449) 

Scope  of  jurisdiction. — Where  a  person  is 
held  in  custody  Iby  state  officials  it  has  been 
held  that  in.  order  to  entitle  him.  to  relief 
in  the  federal  court  under  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpus,  it  must  appear  that  he  is  held  in 
custody  in  violation  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States;  that  he  cannot  have  relief 
on  habeas  corpus,  if  he  is  held  in  custody 
by  reason  of  conviction  u]pon  a  criminal 
charge  before  a  court  having  jurisdiction 
over  the  subject-matter  of  the  offense,  the 
place  where  it  was  committed,  and  the  person 
of  the  prisoner;  that,  if  the  proceedings  in 
the  courts  of  a  state  are  based  on  a  law  not 
repugnant  to  the  federal  Constitution,  and 
conducted  according  to  the  settled  course  of 
procedure  under  the  law  of  the  state,  so  long 
as  it  includes  notice  and  a  hearing,  or  sm 
opportunity  to  be  heard,  before  a  court  of 
competent  jurisdiction,  arccording  to   eatab- 
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lished  modes  of  procediire,  this  is  "due 
process  of  law"  in  the  constitutional  sense; 
and,  finally,  that  habeas  corpus  will  lie  only 
where  the  judgment  under  which  the  party 
is  detained  is  shoi^ni  to  be  absolutely  void  for 
want  of  jurisdiction  in  the  court,  either 
because  such  jurisdiction  was  absent  in  the 
beginning,  or  was  lost  in  the  course  of  the 
proceedings.     U.   S.   v,  Briggs,    (W.  D.   Pa. 

1920)  266  Fed.  434. 

Application  to  state  conrtf.— "  The  statute 
does  not  purport  to  apply  to  the  courte  of 
the  states  and  Congress  had  no  authority, 
had  it  attempted  so  to  do,  to  prescribe  the 
powers  of  the  state  courts  and  the  practice 
to  ibe  followed  in  matters  within  their  juris- 
dictions." State  V.  Martineau,  (Ark.  1921) 
232  S,  W.  609. 

VI.  CJoNSTiTUTiox,  Laws  ob  Treaties 

(p.  4i54) 

In  generaL — Where  there  is  a  denial  or 
invasion  of  a  constitutional  right  the  prisoner 
may  be  discharged  on  habeas  corpus.  Ex  p. 
Crai^,   (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fe-i.  177. 

Pnsoner  held  under  state  process. — A 
federal  court  has  jurisdiction  on  habeas 
corpus  to  inquire  into  the  cause  of  detention 
of  a  prisoner  held  imder  state  process.  Ew 
p.  Ramsey;  (S.  D.  Fla.  1920)   265  Fed.  930. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  462,  sec.  754.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  172.] 

Verification  —  Nemi  friend, — "  The  practice 
of  a  next  friend  applying  for  a  writ  is 
ancient  and  fully  accepted.  There  are  many 
instances  and  circumstances  under  which  it 
may  not  be  possible  nor  feasible  that  the 
detained  person  shall  sign  and  verify  the 
complaint.  Inability  to  understand  the 
English  language  or  the  situation,  particu- 
larly in  the  case  of  aliens,  impossibility  of 
access  to  the  person,  or  mental  incapacity 
are  all  illustrations  of  a  proper  use  of  the 
*  next  friend '  application.  .  .  .  But  the 
complaint  must  set  forth  some  reason  or 
explanation  satisfactory  to  the  court  showing 
why  the  detained  person,  does  not  sign  and 
verify  the  complaint  and  who  '  the  next 
friend'  is.  It  was  not  intended  that  the 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  should  be  availed  of, 
as  matter  of  course,  by  intruders  or  un- 
invited meddlers/  styling  themselves  next 
friends.'*    U.  S.  c.  Houston,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 

1921)  273  Fed.  915. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  464,  sec.  755.    [First  ed., 

vol.  m,  p.  173.] 

Power  of  circuit  judge.—  *'  While  a  circuit 
judge  may  not  issue  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus 
as  one  of  the  members  constituting  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals,  there  is  still  the 
authority  vested  in  him  as  a  circuit  judge 
to  do  so,  and  there  is  a  mandatory  provision 
of  .the  statute  requiring  him  to  issue  a  writ 
of  habeas  corpus  if  the  petition  be  sufficient.'* 


Ex  p.  Lamar,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  160.  To  same  effect,  see  Ex  p.  Craic:, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  177.  In 
the  former  case  the  court  said: 

"The  right  to  grant  this  important  writ 
is  given  to  every  judge  of  the  District  Court. 
It  has  been  held  that  the  power  vests  in  a 
Justice  of  the  Supreme  Court.  Ex  p.  Boll- 
man,  8  U.  S.  (4  Cranrh)  95,  2  L.  ed.  554. 
When  the  Circuit  Courts  were  abolished,  the 
statute  providing  for  the  right  of  a  judge 
to  grant  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  not 
repealed  or  amended,  thus  taking  away  the 
power  from  a  circuit  judge.  Circuit  judges 
have  become  appellate  judges,  and  while  they 
have  no  original  jurisdiction  as  a  court,  they 
have  reserved  to  them  the  right  thus  vested 
by  the  statute  and  by  the  ancient  law.  I 
therefore  conclude  that  I  have  the  power  to 
grant  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus." 

When  ynAt  need  not  be  awarded. —  Even 
though  the  real  grounds  for  the  release 
prayed  for  by  the  petitioner  were  his  un- 
lawful induction  into,  and  retention  in,  the 
military  service,  in  the  total  absence  of  any 
showing,  or,  in  fact,  allegation,  of  an  attempt 
to  avail  himself  of  the  proper  legal  remedy 
for  obtaining  appropriate  relief,  he  is  not 
entitled  to  the  extraordinary  writ  of  habeas 
corpus.  Ex  p,  Kerekes,  (£.  D.  Mich.  1921) 
274  Fed,  870. 

Allegations  of  petition  assumed  to  be 
true. —  In  a  habeas  corpus  proceeding  the 
court  is  bound  to  assume  the  truth  of  the 
allegations  in  the  petition.  Ex  p.  Kerekes, 
(E.  D.  Mich.  1921)  274  Fed.  870. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  469,  sec.  761 .     [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  174.] 

Scope  of  hearing. —  "On  a  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  the  inquiry  is  addressed,  not  to  errors, 
but  to  the  question  of  whether  the  proceed- 
ings and  judgment  rendered  therein  are  for 
any  reason  void,  and,  unless  it  is  affirma- 
tively shown  that  the  conviction  under 
which  the  petitioner  is  found  is  void,  he  is 
not  entitled  to  his  discharge."  Ex  p.  Lamar, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  160. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  475,  sec.  763.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  175.] 

Review  of  decision  of  habeas  corpus  pro- 
ceeding.—  In  the  federal  courts  in  caees 
where  there  has  been  no  trial  by  jury,  ordi- 
narily the  remedy  for  a  review  of  a  decisi  n 
in  a  habeas  corpus  proceeding  is  by  appeal 
and  not  bv  writ  of  error.  U.  S.  v.  Uhl, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  646. 

Vol.  11  i,  p.  481 .      {^AppeobLs  to  Supreme 
Court,]     [First  ed.,  1909  Snpp., 

p.  293.] 

Effect  of  provision. —  The  sole  effect  of  the 
act  of   1908  upon   appellate  jurisdiction   in 
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habeas  corpus  cases  is  to  further  restrict 
appeals  direct  to  the  Supreme  Court  by  re- 
quiring a  certificate  of  probable  merit  by 
the  trial  court  in  cases  where  custody  under 
state  judicial  process  was  challenged.  It 
will  not  be  construed  as  allowing  appeals  to 


the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  in  habeas  cor- 
pus cases  where  the  confinement  is  by  virtue 
of  process  out  of  a  state  court  and  the  trial 
judge  will  not  certify  the  existence  of  prob- 
able cause  for  appeal.  Gramme r  v.  Fenton, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.   1920)   268  Fed.  943. 


HAWAIIAN  ISLANDS 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  518,  sec.  81.     [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  205.] 

Decision  of  Supreme  Court  as  binding  on 
federal  court. — A  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  construing  prior  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court  relating  to  the  common  law 
doctrine  of  the  presumption  of  a  ^rant  has 
been  held  to  be  binding  on  the  Circuit  Court 
of  Appeals.  Hawaii  f.  Hutchinson  Sugar 
Plantation  Co.,  (CCA.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  856. 


1918  Supp.,  p.  202,  sec.  1. 

Revenue  Law  and  Volstead  Act  distin- 
guished.— "  The  theory  of  the  old  revenue 
laws  made  the  manufacture  of  liquors  law- 
ful and  recognized  it  as  a  lawful  way  of 
producing  government  revenue.  The  Volstead 
Act  no  longer  recognizes  it  as  a  producer  of 
revenue,  but  outlaws  both  the  making  of 
and  the  traffic  in  liquor,  except  for  stated 
and  limited  uses,  for  which  uses,  and  pur- 
suant only  to  a  permit,  it  may  now  only  be 
made  at  all."  U.  S.  v.  Stafoff,  (£.  D. 
Mo.  1920)   268  Fed.  417. 
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Vol.  Ill,  p.  630,  sec.  22.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  171.] 

Snlei  aad  regnUtioiia. —  To  same  effect  as 
original  annotation,  see  Colyer  v.  Skeffing- 
ton,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  265  Fed.  17. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  633,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  298.] 

Pleading. —  Where  an  employer  when  sued 
by  an  employee  for  wages,  wishes  to  avoid 
liability  on  the  ground  that  the  alleged  con- 
tract of  employment  ie  in  violation  of  the 
contract  labor  laws  of  the  United  States,  he 
must  allege  such  defense  in  his  answer. 
Whittingslow  v.  Thomas,  (Mass.  1921)  129 
N.  E.  3«6.     The  court  said: 

"  If  the  defendant,  after  availing  himself 
of  the  plaintiff's  services  for  seventeen 
monthe,  desired  to  avoid  paying  for  them  on 
the  ground  that  they  were  performed  under 
a  contract  that  was  illegal  by  force  of  the 
federal  Contract  Labor  Law,  it  was  neces- 
sary for  him  to  set  up  that  defense  in  his 
answer.  R.  L.  c.  173,  §  27;  Cassidy  v.  Far- 
rell,  109  Mass.  397;  Suit  v.  Woodhall,  116 
Mass.  547;  O'Brien  i;.  Shea,  208  Mass.  528, 
and  cases  cited  at  page  535,  95  K.  £.  99,  at 
page  101,  Ann.  Cas.  1912A,  1030.  Failing  so 
to  plead,  he  could  not  as  of  right  offer  evi- 
dence of  such  illegality,  or  avail  himself  of 
it  when  disclosed  in  the  plaintiff's  testimony. 


See  Cardoze  t?.   Smith,   113   Mass.   250,  252. 
It  was  said  in  O'Brien  v.  Shea,  supra: 

**  *  The  court  will  recognize  no  absolute  duty 
to  interfere  and  of  its  owti  mere  motion  to 
sustain  a  defense  not  set  up  by  the  party, 
and  generally  will  not  so  interfere,  unless, 
first,  the  plaintiff's  declaration  shows  that 
he  relies  upon  an  illegal  agreement  or  viola- 
lation  of  law,  or,  secondly,  unless  he  has 
been  obliged  to  show  his  own  guilt  in  fully 
proving  his  case.' 

"  Neither  alternative  is  present  here.  The 
plaintiff  did  not  declare  on  an  express  con- 
tract, much  less  an  illegal  one.  And  as  all 
the  evidence  is  not  before  us,  we  cannot  say 
that  the  work,  plainly  lawful  in  itself,  was 
not  performed  under  an  implied  contract, 
rather  than  under  an  express  one,  the  mak- 
ing of  which  was  denied  by  the  defendant. 
See  Bay  v.  Caton,  119  Ma^s.  513,  20  Am. 
Kep.  347 ;  Goddard  v.  Rawson,  130  Mass.  97  ; 
Spencer  v.  Spencer,  181  Mass.  471,  63  X.  £. 
947;  Dickey  v.  Trustees  of  Putnam  Free 
School,  197  Mass.  468,  84  N.  £.  140. 

^'Assuming  then  that  a  contract  such  as  the 
plaintiff  testified  to  would  be  in  violation  of 
said  Contract  Labor  Law  of  1885  (see  Holy 
Trinity  Church  v.  United  SUtes,  143  IT.  S. 
457,  12  Sup.  Ct.  511,  36  L.  ed.  226;  United 
States  17.  Laws,  163  U.  S.  258,  16  Sup.  Ct. 
998,  41  L.  ed.  151 ;  In  re  EllU  [D.  C.\  124  Fed. 
637;  Ellis  v.  Williams,  200  U.  S.  623,  26 
Sup.  Ct.  753,  50  L.  ed.  625)  under  the  plead- 
ings  it  is  not  now  open  to  the  defendant  to 
avail  himself  thereof." 
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Vol.  Ill,  p.  637,  sec.  1.      [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  161.] 
Exclvalon  pursiuat  to  pnaidential  proclt- 
mAtion. —  In  view  of  the  proclamations  of 
Presidents  Roosevelt  and  Taft  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  section  directing  the 
exclusion  of  Japanese  laborers  from  this 
country,  such  a  laborer  may  be  excluded  even 
if  he  arrives  at  a  port  of  this  country  with 
a  passport.  A  fortiori  if  he  surreptitiously 
enters  the  United  States  without  a  passport, 
he  may  be  deported.  Akira  Ono  v.  U.  S., 
(CCA.  9th  Cir.  1920)   2«7  Fed.  859. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  640,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  89.] 

I.  Authority  of.Congresa  o^er  immigra- 
tion. 
VIII.  Persons  solicited  to  migrate. 

I.  AUTHOBITT    OF    CONOBEBS    OVEB    ImMIOBA- 

Tiow   (p.  641) 

Authority  as  plenary. —  To  the  same  effect 
as  the  original  annotation,  see  Lauria  9. 
U.  S.,  (C'C  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  261; 
Colyer  v,  Skeffington,  (D.  C  Mass.  1920)  265 
Fed.  17.  In  the  latter  case,  the  court  said: 
'*  It  has  been  repeatedly  held  that  '  the  right 
to  exclude  or  to  expel  all  aliens,  or  any  class 
of  aliens,  absolutely  or  upon  certain  con- 
ditions, in  war  or  in  x>^ftce/  is  '  <^n  inherent 
and  inalienable  right  of  every  sovereign  and 
independent  nation,  essential  to  its  safety,  its 
independence,  and  its  welfare;  '  that  this 
'power  to  exclude  and  to  expel  aliens,  being 
a  power  affecting  international  relations,  is 
vested  in  the  political  departments  of  the 
government,  and  is  to  be  regulated  by  treaty 
or  by  act  of  Congress,  and  &  be  executed  by 
the  executive  authority  according  to  the 
regulations  so  established,  except  so  far  as 
the  judicial  department  has  been  authorized 
by  treaty  or  by  statute,  or  is  required  by  the 
paramount  law  of  the  Oonstitution,  to  in- 
tervene. ' " 

VIII.  Pebsons  Sougited  to  Migbatb 

(p.  646) 

Contract  laborers. —  Statements  in  letters 
to  aliens  that  the  writer  was  in  need  of 
laborers  both  skilled  and  unskilled,  stating 
wages  paid  and  asking  when  the  aliens  could 
report  for  duty,  amounted  to  an  implied  offer 
of  employment  and  a  solicitation  to  migrate 
to  this  country  to  perform  labor  here,  so 
that  they  were  contract  laborers  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section.  U.  S.  v.  Interna- 
tional Silver  Go.,  (CCA.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
271   Fed.  925. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  654,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  164.] 
Construction. —  "This  section  is  not  lim- 
ited to  encouragement  by  prepaying  trans- 


portation  of  contract  laborers  but  extends  to 
encouragement  *  in  any  way.*  Asking  con- 
tract laborers,  who  said  they  were  ready  to 
start  at  once  if  assured  of  employment  by 
the  defendant,  when  they  will  report  for 
duty  is  a  manifest  encouragement."  U.  S. 
V.  International  Silver  Co.,  (C.  C  A.  2d 
Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  925,  wherein  it  was  fur- 
ther held  that  the  replies  of  the  defendant 
to  the  letters  of  the  aliens  were  not  mere 
courtesies  and  as  such  not  a  violation  of  the 
Act. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  673,  sec.  20.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  170.] 

III.  Proceedings  for  deportation. 
VIII.  Habeas  corpus. 

III.  Pboceedinos  fob  Depobtatioic 

(p.  675) 

Bait — The  court  ordinarily  has  no  power 
to  interfere  with  the  discretion  of  the  immi- 
gration authorities  as  to  granting  or  refus- 
ing bail  or  as  to  the  amount  of  bail.  Some 
abuse  of  the  power  vested  in  them  by  statute 
must  be  shown  in  order  to  warrant  an  inter- 
ference by  the  court.  Colver  f>.  Skeffington, 
(D.  C  Mass.  1920)   266  Fed  17. 

VIII.  Habeas  Gobpvs  (p.  679) 

When  granted. — ^To  same  effect  as  second 
paragraph  of  original  annotation,  see  Akira 
Ono  17.  U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.  359;  Colyer  v,  Skefiington,  (D.  C.  Masb. 
1920)  265  Fed.  17,  the  latter  case  also  hold- 
ing that  if  the  proceedings  in  the  Department 
of  Labor  are  shown  to  be  unfair,  or  other- 
wise lacking  in  the  essential  elements  of  due 
process  of  law,  or  if  the  Secretary  of  Labor 
is  proceeding  on  an  erroneous  view  of  the 
law,  the  courts  must  review. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  681,  sec.  21.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  170.] 

Review  by  court. —  Deportation  proceedings 
are  administrative  in  their  nature  and  such 
power  as  the  district  court  has  is  by  habeas 
corpus,  which  reviews  only  the  legality  of 
the  iinal  restraint,  and  then  only  to  see 
whether  the  discretionary  powers  granted 
have  been  honestly  used,  or  exceeded.  In  re 
Weinstein,    (D.  C.  N.  Y.   1920)    271  Fed.  6. 

Review  of  deportation  proceedings  extends 
only  to  the  inquiry  whether  the  discretion- 
ary powers  of  the  executive  have  been  ex- 
ceeded. There  is  no  judicial  power  to  review 
or  reverse  a  finding  of  fact  based  on  evidence. 
U.  S.  V,  Uhl,  (C.  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271 
Fed.  676. 

The  construction  of  the  statute,  the  ap- 
plicability of  the  statute  to  the  particular 
case,  and  the  question  whether  or  not  the 
reasons  given  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  for 
the  deportation  agree  with  the  requirements 
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of  the  act  are  questions  of  law  which  are 
reviewable  by  the  courts.  Colyer  v.  Skeffing- 
ton,  (D.  0.  Mass.  1020)  2ft5  Fed.  17. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  212,  sec.  1. 

Constitutionality. — **  It  has  been  settled'  by- 
repeated  decisions  that  Congress  has  power 
to  exclude  any  and  all  aliens  from  the  United 
States;  to  prescribe  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions on  which  they  may  come  in  or  on  which 
they  may  remain  after  having  been  ad- 
mitted; to  establish  the  regulation*  for  de- 
porting such  aliene  as  have  entered  in  viola- 
tion of  law,  or  who  are  here  in  violation 
of  law;  and  to  commit  the  enforcing  of  such 
laws  and  regulations  to  executive  officers. 
The  deportation  of  an  alien  who  is  thus 
found  here  in  violation  of  law,  or  of  the  con- 
ditions prescribed  by  Congress  either  as  to 
his  right  to  be  admitted  or  his  right  to  re- 
main, is  not  a  deprivation  of  liberty  without 
due  process  of  law."  In  re  Koeopud,  (N".  1>. 
Ohio  1920)    272  Fed.  »30. 

Chinese  aliena. — This  act  has  been  held  to 
be  applicable  to  Chinese  aliens  seeking  read- 
mission  to  the  United  States.  Hee  Fuk  Yuen 
V.  White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  10. 

Seamen. — An  alien  employed  as  a  seiman 
on  a  vessel  of  American  registry  and  there- 
fore entitled  to  be  returned  to  the  United 
States  when  discharged  in  a  foreign  port  on 
account  of  injury  or  illness,  and  who  at  the 
instance  of  the  American  consul  was 
brought  back  to  this  country  by  the  masiter 
of  another  vessel  who  signed  him  on  as  a 
member  of  the  ship's  company,  formally  and 
for  the  unusual  wage  of  twenty-five  cente 
per  month,  was  an  American  seaman  within 
the  meaning  of  this  section.  The  Santa 
Elena,   (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  271  Fed.  347. 

1918  Supp^  p.  214,  sec.  3. 

Construction. — This  section  does  not  oper- 
ate as  a  repeal  of  R.  S.  sec.  2109  (6  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  944),  in  so  far  as  it 
embraces  the  words  "white  persons."  In  re 
Bhagat  Singh  Thind,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  268 
Fed.  063,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"Repeals  by  implication  are  not  favored, 
and,  unless  there  is  manifest  repugnancy  be- 
tween the  later  and  the  former  act,  the 
former  must  remain  operative.  The  argu- 
ment is  that,  as  Congress  eliminated  the 
words  '  white  persons '  from  the  Immigration 
Act,  the  act  in  question,  it  must  be  inferred 
that  it  intended  to  eliminate  these  words  also 
from  section  2169,  and  thus  to  amend  that 
eeetion  accordingly.  This  does  not  neces* 
sarily  follow.  Congress  was  dealing  with  the 
subject  of  immigration,  and  not  of  natural- 
ization, and  it  may  well  be  that  Congress 
designed  thenceforth  to  exclude  Hindus  from 
entry  into  the  United  States,  and  still  per- 
mit such  as  were  domiciled  here  the  privi- 
lege  of  being  naturalized.  In  this  light,  I 
see  no  repugnancy  between  the  act  and  sec- 


tion 2169  and  other  naturalization  regula- 
tions." 

''Contagious  diaeaae.'' — He  dedsioii  of 
the  board  of  special  inqniry  whether  an 
alien  shall  be  excluded  beoBinae  aflBicted  with 
a  contagious  disease  is  final  where  based  on 
the  classification  by  the  Surgeon  General  of 
the  disease  with  which  the  alien  is  afflicted 
as  contagious.  Hee  Fuk  Yuen  v.  White, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  10. 

''A  person  likely  to  become  a  public  charge 
is  one  whom  it  may  be  necessary  to  support 
at  public  expense  by  reascm  of  poverty,  in- 
sanity and  poverty,  disease  and  poverty, 
idiocy  and  poverty."  Wallis  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  509. 

Temporary  absence. — ^A  rule  of  the  depart- 
ment which  provides  that  an  absence  not 
exceeding  six  months  shall  he  deemed  a 
"  temporary  absence "  within  the  meaning 
of  the  seventh  proviso  of  this  section  ia  not 
unreasonable  and  its  application  to  a  Chinese 
merchant  seeking  readmission  has  been  held 
not  to  be  unfair.  Hee  Fuk  Yuen  r.  White, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  CSr.  1921)  273  Fed.  10. 

Questions  arising  on  deportation. — ^Where 
an  alien  is  sought  to  be  deported  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Act,  the  real  question  is 
whether  the  case  shows  that  the  alien  was 
found  illegally  here,  and,  if  so,  whether  there 
exists  any  legal  authority  for  his  deporta- 
tion.   Akira  Ono  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 

1920)  267  Fed.   359. 

Power  of  coart  to  order  release  on  bond. — 
Where  the  immigration  authorities  have  re- 
fused admission  to  an  alien  and  issued  an 
order  of  deportation  the  district  court  has 
no  power  to  order  his  release  on  the  giving  of 
a  bond  conditioned  that  he  will  not  "  become 
a  public  charge."  Wallis  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C  A. 
2d  Cir.   1921)   273  F^  009. 

Scope  of  review  of  decision  by  immigration 
authorities. —  '*  The  court's  jurisdiction,  when 
the  remedy  of  a  writ  of  habeas  corpus  is 
invoked  in  immigration  oases,  is  to  inquire 
whether  the  ground  of  exclusion  given  by  the 
administrative  authorities  is  without  any 
evidence  to  support  it.  Unless  there  is  no 
evidence  at  all  proving  or  tending  to  prove 
that  an  alien  is  within  one  of  the  excluded 
classes,  the  decision  of  the  immigration 
authorities  is  conclusive  upon  the  court,  even 
though  the  evidence  to  the  ocmtrary  be  Tery 
strong."     Wallis  v,  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 

1921)  273  Fed.  509. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  218,  sec.  4. 

Re-entry  after  deportation.— Where  it  was 

contended  that  by  implication  it  followed 
from  the  language  of  this  section  that  a 
deported  alien  has  the  right  to  re-enter  the 
United  States  after  the  expiration  of  the 
one-year  period  the  court  declared  that  there 
was  no  merit  in  the  proposition.  It  was 
said  that  this  section  *'  provides  in  plain 
terras  that  any  alien  who  shall,  after  he 
has  been  excluded  and  deported,  or  arrested 
and  deported,  in  pursuance  of  the  provisions 
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of  this  act^  which  relate  to  proatitutes,  pro- 
curers, or  other  like  immoral  persons,  attempt 
thereafter  to  return  to  or  enter  the  United 
States,  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  misde- 
meanor." Mills  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  Wh  Cir. 
1921)   273  Fed  025. 

Attempt  to  re-enter  as  offense. —  In  reply 
to  a  contention  that  no  offense  against  the 
United  States  is  defined  by  this  statute  and 
that  an  indictment  which  alleges  an  attempt 
to  return  to  and  enter  the  United  States,  an 
act  which  is  not  in  itself  a  crime,  cannot 
be  made  a  crime,  it  has  been  said :  "  In  the 
present  case  the  statute  expressly  makes  the 
attempt  a  pimishable  offense.  The  attempt 
is  in  itself  a  substantive  offense.  It  is  the 
act  of  crossing  the  boundary  line  into  the 
United  States.  It  is  not  an  attempt  to 
commit  an  indq[>endently  descriibed  offense, 
in  the  sense  in  which  ^e  word  'attempt' 
is  ordinarily  used  in  criminal  law.  It  is  the 
aotual  re-entry  into  the  United  States." 
Mills  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  Wh  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  026. 

Preaiimption. — ^Where  Ganfuiian  citizen- 
ship was  shown  to  haye  existed  at  a  certain 
date  a  presumption  arises  that  it  continued 
until  a  showing  to  the  contrary  has  been 
made.  Mills  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921 )  273  Fed.  625. 

iBdictment.— In  Mills  v.  U.  S.,  (CCA. 
9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  625,  the  plaintiff 
in  error  wae  convicted  and  sentenced  under 
an  indictment  which  charged  that  on  January 
18,  1920,  she  knowingly,  willfully,  and  un- 
lawfully attempted  to  return  and  enter  the 
United  States  from  foreign  territory  con- 
tiguous thereto,  to  wit,  the  Dominion  of 
Canada;  the  Secretary  of  Labor  not  thereto- 
fore having  consented  to  any  reapplication 
by  her  for  admission  into  the  United  States, 
sne  having  been  theretofore,  on  Jul^  29,  1917, 
arrested  and  deported  from  the  United  States 
of  America  to  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  on 
the  charge  that  she  had  been  found  in  the 
United  States,  connected  with  the  manage- 
ment of  a  house  of  prostitution  in  the  United 
States,  and  the  arrest  and  deportation  having 
been  made  by  virtue  of  a  warrant  issued 
March  13,  1917,  by  the  Department  of  Labor. 
The  warrant  was  set  forth  in  full,  and  it 
recited  among  other  things,  that  the  plaintiff 
in  error  was  found  in  the  United  States  in 
violation  of  the  Inunigration  Act  of  February 
5,   1917   (39  SUt.  874). 

Error  was  assigned  to  the  order  overruling 
the  demurrer  to  the  indictment,  and  it  was 
contended  that  the  indictment  failed  to 
charge  an  offense,  in  that  the  warrant  of 
deportation  therein  set  forth,  which  was 
dated  March  13,  1917,  was  expressly  based 
upon  the  Immigration  Act  of  February  5, 
1917,  an  act  which  went  into  effect  on  May 
1,  1917,  and  was  not  in  force  at  the  date  of 
the  warrant.  The  court  said :  "  The  previous 
Act  of  February  20,  1907  (34  Stat.  898), 
as  amended  in  1910  (36  Stat.  264),  was  in 
force,  however,  and  the  provisions  of  that 
)aw  as  amended  are  identical  with  the  pro- 


visions of  the  Act  of  February  5,  1917,  so 
far  as  they  concern  the  charge  against  the 
plaintiff  in  error. 

A  similar  contention  was  presented  to  this 
court  in  Akira  Ono  v.  United  States  (C  C 
A.)  267  Fed.  359,  where  the  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  Labor,  directing  the  arrest  of 
a  Japanese  person  and  ordering  that  he  be 
granted  a  hearing  to  show  cause  why  he 
vihould  not  be  deported,  recited  that  he  had 
entered  the  United  States  in  violation  of  the 
Act  of  February  5,  1917,  although  the  entry 
occurred  before  the  passage  of  the  act,  this 
court  held  that  the  erroneous  mention  of  the 
statute  of  February  5,  1917,  was  unimportant 
for  the  reason  that  the  real  ouestion  was 
whether  the  case  showed  that  tne  appellant 
was  found  illegally  here,  and,  if  so,  whether 
there  existed  legal  authority  for  his  deporta- 
tion. In  Quiney  v,  Bonham,  (C  C  A.)  261 
Fed.  582,  8  A.  L.  K.  1282,  we  held  that, 
although  a  warrant  of  arrest  for  deportation 
is  in  terms  based  on  a  particular  statute, 
the  alien  ma^  be  deported  under  a  later 
statute,  which  under  the  facts  charged  is 
applicable." 

Evidence. —  The  admission  of  a  Canadian 
naturalization  certificate  to  show  that  the 
husband  of  a  woman  who  had  been  deported 
was  an  alien  has  been  held  not  to  be  error 
though  no  proof  was  offered  that  the  court 
by  which  the  certificate  was  isjjued  had  power 
to  issue  it,  no  objection  having  been  inter- 
posed to  the  admission  of  the  certificate  in 
evidence.  Mills  t;.  U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)  273  Fed.  625. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  220,  sec.  8. 

Chinese  laborers. — A  person  bringing 
Chinese  laborers  into  the  United  States,  who, 
because  of  failure  actually  to  land  the  aliens 
in  the  United  States,  did  not  proceed  far 
enough  to  violate  the  Chinese  Exclusion  Act 
of  July  5,  1884,  §  11,  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  p.  76,  may  be  prosecuted  iinder 
this  section,  it  being  broader  and  more  com- 
prehensive in  its  terms.  U.  S.  v.  Butt, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  38,  41  Sup.  Ct  37,  65 
U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

1918  Supp.,  p.  225,  sec.  15. 

Seaman  detained  at  hospital. —  Under  this 
section  a  master  and  his  ship  are  relieved 
from  responsibility  for  the  safe  keeping  of 
an  alien  seaman  while  he  is  detained  at  a 
marine  hospital.  The  Santa  Elena,  (S.  D. 
N.  y.  1920)  271  Fed.  347. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  226,  sec.  16. 

.  An  examination  by  one  medical  officer 
instead  of  two  has  been  held  not  to  render 
the  hearing  unfair  where  there  is  no  show- 
ing that  the  rights  of  the  alien  were  in  any 
way  prejudiced  thereby  and  the  finding  of 
the  medical  officer  as  to  the  alien  being 
afflicted  with  a  disease  which  would  bar  his 
admission  is  not  disputed.  Hee  Fuk  Yueo  v. 
White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  10. 
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Discrimination  in  examination. —  In  Hee 
Fuk  Yuen  v.  White,  (C.  C.  A.  &th  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  10,  it  was  alleged  in  the  petitions 
that  by  the  action  of  the  immigration  officials 
at  San  Francisco  the  appellants  have  been 
denied  their  rights  under  article  2  of  the 
Treaty  with  China  of  November  17,  1&80  (22 
Stat.  826),  which  guarantees  to  Chinese  sub- 
jects the  rights,  privileges,  immunities  and 
exemptions  which  are  accorded  to  the  citizens 
and  subjects  of  the  most  favored  nation.  They 
alleged  that  on  their  return  to  the  United 
States  by  steamer  discrimination  was  made 
between  the  petitioners  and  the  first  cabin 
passengers,  in  that  the  former  were  com- 
pelled to  go  to  the  Angel  Island  Immigration 
Station  and  to  the  Immigration  Hospital  for 
the  purpose  of  having  particular  examina- 
tion made  of  their  physical  condition,  and 
that  this  test  was  imposed  upon  them  simply 
and  solely  because  they  were  Chinese  aliens, 
whereas  first  cabin  passengers  were  submitted 
to  no  such  test.  The  court  ^aid :  "  To  this 
it  is  to  be  said  that,  if  special  examination 
was  made  of  second-class  Oriental  passengers 
only,  it  should  be  assumed  that  it  was  done 
for  the  reason  that  the  disease  of  donor- 
chiasis  was  most  likely  to  be  found  among 
such  passengers,  the  source  of  the  disease 
being  supposed  to  be  a  diet  of  raw  fish,  and 
it  should  be  assumed  that  in  failing  to  sub- 
ject first-class  passengers  to  like  test  there 
was  no  discrimination  against  Chinese  per- 
sons, or  withholding  of  their  rights.  The 
officers  presumably  did  their  duty  in  subject- 
ing the  petitioners  to  the  test.  If  they  failed 
to  do  their  duty  as  to  other  passengers,  it  is 
not  a  groimd  for  disturbing  the  conclusions 
of  the  board  of  apecial  inquiry  as  to  the 
appellants." 

Rightf  of  alien  after  admifsion. —  Where 
an  alien  has  been  admitted  the  fact  that  in 
ignorance  of  hia  right  he  voluntarily  returns 
does  not  render  his  subsequent  detention  legal. 
EoB  p.  Chin  Shue  Wee,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921) 
272  Fed.  480. 

Power  of  bureau  after  admission. — After 
an  alien  has  been  admitted,  the  case  is  re- 
garded a«  closed  before  the  immigration 
tribunal.  If  thereafter  it  develops  that  the 
admission  was  procured  by  fraud,  the  alien 
cannot  be  retaken  and  deported,  except  upon 
warrant  proceedings  under  section  19  of  the 
Immigration  Act  and  rule  22,  which  pro- 
vide fully  for  such  cases.  The  original  juris- 
diction to  hold  and  exclude  is  apparently 
based  on  the  custody  of  the  alien's  person 
acquired  at  the  time  of  his  landing  and  con- 
tinued by  his  detention.  Once  the  alien  has 
been  formally  discharged,  and  the  discharge 
has  become  practically  effective,  jurisdiction 
under  the  original  proceeding  is  regarded  as 
having  expired.  Ex  p.  Chin  Shue  Wee,  ( D.  C. 
Mass.  1921)  272  Fed.  480. 

Time  to  appeal. — "The  Immigration  Rules 
do  not  explicitly  provide  as  to  the  time  when 
an  appeal  shall  be  taken  by  a  dissenting 
member  of  the  board.    They  say,  'An  appeal 


may  also  be  taken  by  a  board  member  who 
dissents  from  a  majority  vote  to  admit' 
(Rule  17,  subd.  2),  and  that  'Appeals  must 
be  filed  promptly'  (Rule  17,  subd.  3).  An 
alien  loses  his  right  of  appeal,  except  in  the 
discretion  of  the  immigration  officer,  unless 
it  is  taken  within  forty-eight  hours  after  the 
decision.  By  the  practice  of  the  department, 
an  appeal  by  a  dissenting  member  of  the 
board  from  an  order  of  admission  is  taken 
at  the  time  when  the  decision  of  the  board 
to  admit  is  made,  and  it  stays  the  admission 
pending  the  appeal.  Without  such  an  appeal 
the  vote  becomes  effective  at  once."  Ex  p. 
Chin  Shue  Wee,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  272 
Fed.  480. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  228,  sec.  17. 

Hearing  and  determin«tion.-^A  hearing  on 
proceedings  for  deporting  aliens  by  the  execu- 
tive officers  to  whom  is  committed  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  immigration  laws  may 
be  made  conclusive  when  fairly  conducted. 
"Any  alien  complaining  of  such  proceedings 
or  a  deportation  order  in  court  must  show 
that  the  officers  conducting  them  were  guilty 
of  manifest  unfaimesa  or  abused  the  discre- 
tion committed  to  them,  otherwise  the  order 
of  sucfh  executive  officers,  within  the  author- 
ity conferred  by  statute,  is  final  and  con- 
clusive. It  is  further  settled  that  the  oourta 
will  not  weigh  the  evidence  upon  which  execu- 
tive officers  acted,  so  that  if  there  is  any 
evidence  substantially  tending  to  support  the 
ground  upon  which  the  order  of  deportation 
is  based,  the  finding  of  such  executive  officers 
upon  the  evidence  must  be  accepted  as  con- 
clusive and  binding  upon  the  courts."  In  re 
Kosopud,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1920)  272  Fed.  3S0. 

Right  to  counsel. —  In  a  case  where  the 
question  as  to  the  right  of  counsel  arose  it 
was  said :  "  The  only  legal  inquiry  upon  the 
foregoing  facts  is  whether  or  not  the  peti- 
tioners were  denied  counsel  in  such  a  way 
as  to  deprive  them  of  a  fair  hearing.  Mani- 
festly the  absence  of  counsel  when  they  were 
being  interrogated  by  the  arresting  officers 
is  immaterial.  The  situation  in  that  respect 
is  no  different  from  that  which  exists  in  most 
cases  of  arrest  on  a  criminal  charge.  The 
aid  and  assistance  of  counael  at  or  during 
the  hearing  before  the  immigration  inspector, 
and  before  the  order  of  deportation  ia  made, 
is  the  privilege  which  the  law  accords  to 
aliens  charged  with  being  imlawfuUy  within 
the  United  States.  Nor  does  it  make  a  hew- 
ing before  an  immigration  inspector  unfair 
and  subject  to  review  because  the  alien  may 
not  have  had  the  benefit  of  counsel  at  the 
beginning  of  those  proceedings  It  ie  eufB- 
cient  if,  during  the  hearing,  he  is  advised 
of  his  rights  or  is  accorded  counsel,  and  no 
part  of  the  evidence  previously  taken  or  nsed 
against  him  is  concealed  or  withheld  frrm 
his  counsel  and  he  is  not  thereby  deprived 
of  the  privilege  of  bringing  forward  any  ex- 
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planatory    or    rebutting    evidence."    In    re 
Koftopud,   (N.  I>.  Ohio  1920)  272  Fed.  330. 

Conclnaiyenesa  of  decision. —  In  the  ca^^e  of 
a  Chinaman  it  has  been  6'>id  thit  th'^  final 
decision  of  the  executive  department  when 
the  proceedings  before  it  are  fairly  condur^ted 
is  conclusive  upon  the  courts.  U.  S.  t*.  Wong 
Lai,   (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.   1921)   270  Fed.  67. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  230,  sec.  19. 

Power  of  (^ngresf  in  generaL — Congress 
has  the  right  to  exclude  or  deport  aliens  in 
its  discretion  as  an  inherent  right  of 
fiovereignty.     Ew  p.  Gin  Kato,  (W.  D.  Wa-sh. 

1920)  270  Fed.  343. 

Statute  and  treaty  in  conflict.— Should  an 
act  of  Congress  and  a  treaty  stipulation  be 
in  irreconcilable  conflict,  the  du*y  of  the 
court  is  to  follow  the  last  expre.ssicn  of  the 
legislative  branch,  and  leave  the  question  of 
breach  of  treaty  stipulation  to  the  executive 
branch  of  the  government.  Ex  p.  Gin  Kato, 
(W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  270  Fed.  343,  holding 
that  there  was  no  conflict  between  the  statute 
and  treaty  stipulations  between  the  United 
States  and  Japan. 

This  section  repeals  any  provisions  of  the 
Chinese  exclusion  acta  not  in  harmony  with 
it.    Chin  Shee  v.  White,   (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 

1921)  273  Fed.  801. 

Retrospective  operation. —  "Section  19  of 
the  Alien  Immigration  Act  provides  that  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  with  the  excep- 
tions heretofore  noted,  shall  be  applicable 
irrespective  of  the  time  of  entry  into  the 
United  States.  The  Department  of  Labor  in 
immigration,  prescribing  rules  on  May  1, 
1917,   provided  as   follows: 

" '  Subdivision  1.  Classes  of  Warrant  Cases. 
— ^All'  cases  in  which  aliens  may  be  arrested 
and  deported  are  either  stated  in  detail  or 
mentioned  in  section  19.  They  fall  into  the 
following  divisions.  With  respect  to  each 
of  these  divisions  the  law  is  retrospective  or 
not  and  the  time  within  which  deportation 
proceedings  may  be  instituted  is  limited  or 
not,  as  indicated  below.' 

"(S) — 'Any  alien  who  was  convicted  or 
who  admits  the  commission  prior  to  entry  of 
a  felony  or  other  crime  or  misdemeanor  in* 
solving  moral  turpitude;  no  limitation;  re- 
trospective.' 

"  We  find  this  rule  to  be  warranted  by  the 
statute.  We  think  that  the  intention  of 
Congress  was  plain  to  make  an  alien  of  the 
class  to  which  the  appellant  belongs,  subject 
to  appre'hension  and  deportation  whenever 
found,  even  though  his  entry  into  the  country 
was  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  Alien 
Immigration  Act  of  1917."  Lauris  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  281. 

The  five  year  limitation  does  not  apply 
to  one  who  "  has  been  found  employed  by,  in, 
or  in  connection  with  a  house  of  prostitu- 
tion.'* B(t  p.  Gin  Kato,  (W.  D.  Wash.  192Q) 
270  Fed.  343.  Nor  is  it  applicable  to  mem- 
bers of  a  class  excluded  from  the  United 
States  by  section  3,  as,  for  instance,  one  con* 


victed  of  crime  or  who  admits  the  commis- 
sion of  crime  before  entry.  Lauria  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  261,  wherein 
it  was  said :  "  Since  it  is  provided  by  sec- 
tion 3  that  certain  classes,  'idiots,  Imbeciles, 
feeble-minded  persons,  epileptics,  insane  per* 
sons,  •  •  ♦  persons  who  have  been  con- 
victed of  or  admit  having  committed  a  felony 
or  other  crime  or  misdemeanor  involving 
moral  turpitude,'  shall  be  excluded  from  the 
United  States,  it  is  apparent  that  Congress 
intended,  when  it  legislated  as  to  thi^,  in 
section  19  of  the  act,  to  extend  the  time  for 
deportation  to  the  specific  cases  mentioned 
beyond  the  five-year  period.  It  is  only  by 
this  construction  of  the  statute,  that  due 
regard  can  be  given  to  each  provision  of  sec- 
tion  19.  To  so  construe  the  act  as  to  require 
the  apprehension  and  taking  into  custody 
and  deporting  the  emigrant  prior  to  the  five- 
year  limitation,  would  be  to  disregard  some 
of  the  provisions  of  section  19  and  would  lead 
to  conclusions  which  would  be  dangerous  to 
the  public.  We  think  Congress  intended  to 
pronounce  classes  of  aliens  who  are  unde- 
sirable and,  by  general  provision  of  law,  ex- 
clude all  within  five  years,  but  provided 
specifically  that  certain  classes,  including 
the  class  to  which  the  appellant  belongs, 
might  be  taken  into  custody  and  deported  at 
any  time." 

Time  of  entry  as  controlling. —  The  pro- 
visions of  this  section  a^re  applicable  to  the 
classes  of  aliens  mentioned  therein  without 
regard  to  the  time  of  the  entry  into  the 
United  States.  Ng  Fung  Ho  v.  White,  (C.  C. 
A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  2«6  Fed.  7^. 

The  right  under  this  section  to  deport  an 
alien,  whose  entry  was  prior  to  the  passage 
of  this  act  is  not  barred  by  section  38  of  the 
act.  Mon  Singh  v.  White,  ( C.  C  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)    274  Fed.  513. 

Advocating  unlawful  destruction  of  prop- 
erty—  Sufficiency  of  evidence. —  In  U.  S.  <?. 
Uhl,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  34,  the 
evidence  was  held  sufficient  to  justify  the  de- 
portation of  an  alien  on  the  ground  that  he 
advocated  the  unlawful  destruction  of  prop- 
erty. 

Advocating  overthrow  of  government  by 
force  —  In  general. —  The  question  is  not  one 
of  degrees  of  imminence  of  overthrow  by 
force  and  violence  but  rather  whether  that 
is  the  ultimate  purpose  of  the  organization. 
U.  a  f>.  Wallis,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  268  Fed. 
413. 

The  manifesto  and  programme  of  the  Com- 
mwiist  party  being  of  such  character  as  to 
easily  lead  a  reasonable  man  to  conclude  that 
the  purpose  of  the  Communist  party  is  to 
accomplish  its  end,  namely,  the  capture  and 
destruction  of  the  state,  as  now  constituted, 
by  force  and  violence,  it  has  been  held  that 
membership  in  such  party  is  ground  for  de- 
portation. U.  S.  V.  Wallis,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)   268  Fed.  413. 

Chinese  —  In  general. —  Under  this  section 
the   Secretary   of   the   Interior    within    the 
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limitations  stated  therein,  has  authority  to 
arrest  and  deport  on  departmental  warrant, 
alien  Chinese  persons  found  within  the  United 
States  in  violation  of  the  Chinese  Exclusion 
Law,  where  entry  was  made  prior  to  the  date 
the  above  referred  to  act  went  into  effect; 
i.  e.,  May  1,  1917.  Ng  Fung  Ho  v.  White, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1^20)  266  Fed.  7^. 

Chinese  mercha/nt, —  The  status  of  one  as 
a  former  domiciled  Chinese  merchant  is  not  a 
bar  to  deportation  under  this  act.  Hee  Fuk 
Yuen  V.  White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  10. 

Chinese  iooman, — A  Chinese  woman  may, 
under  this  section,  be  deported  for  prostitu- 
tion without  being  given  a  judicial  hearing 
as  provided  in  section  13  of  the  Chinese  Ex- 
clusion Act  (2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
p.  86).  And  this  is  true  though  her  entry 
into  the  United  States  took  place  prior  to 
the  passage  of  this  section.  Chin  Shee  v. 
White,  (C.  C.  A.  »th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
801.  The  court  said:  "Nor  can  the  appel- 
lant complain  that  the  law  was  enacted  after 
her  entry  into  this  country  and  after  her 
status  as  to  her  right  to  remain  here  had 
become  fixed.  It  has  long  since  been  settled 
that  every  sovereign  and  independent  nation 
has  the  ri^ht  and  inherent  power  to  exclude 
or  expel  aliens,  or  any  class  of  aliens,  abso- 
lutely or  upon  certain  conditions,  whether  in 
war  or  in  peace.  Fong  Yue  Ting  v.  United 
States,  149  U.  S.  698,  13  Sup.  Ct.  1016,  37 
L.  Ed.  905;  Wong  Wing  v.  United  States, 
163  U.  S.  228,  16  Sup.  a.  977,  41  L.  Ed.  140. 
The  applicant,  therefore,  cannot  complain 
that  she  was  not  given  a  judicial  hearing 
within  the  intendment  of  section  13  of  the 
Act  of  September  13,  1888." 

A  Japanese  laborer  who  enters  the  United 
States  surreptitiously  without  a  passport^ 
after  deserting  a  ship  on  which  he  is  work- 
ing, may  be  deported  at  any  time  within  five 
years  after  his  entry.  Akira  Ono  t\  U.  S.,  (C. 
C.  A.  »th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  369. 

Deportation  for  fraud  in  obtaining  admis- 
sion.—  The  fact  that  aliens  are  admitted  into 
the  United  States,  and  that  certificates  of 
identity  are  issued  to  them,  does  not  foreclose 
the  right  of  the  immigration  authorities  to 
institute  new  proceedings,  provided  they  have 
sufficient  reason  to  believe  that  the  original 
findings  are  founded  upon  evidence  which 
was  false  and  perjured,  and  that  the  aliens 
are  not  lawfully  within  the  United  States. 
If  certificates  have  been  issued,  the  burden 
of  attack  is  upon  the  government;  but  if 
evidence  sufficient  to  show  that  the  original 
certificates  are  invalid  is  introduced,  deporta- 
tion may  follow.  Ng  Fung  Ho  v.  White, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  765. 

Effect  of  marriage  to  American  citizen. — 
Where  a  woman  has  illegally  returned  to  the 
United  States  after  having  been  deported  as 
an  alien  prostitute,  her  status  is  not  changed 
by  her  marriage  to  an  American  citizen. 
Ex  p.  Flores,  (D.  C.  Ariz.  1921)  272  Fed. 
783. 


Decision  of  Secretary  of  Labor  as  concln- 
sive. —  Where  a  Chinese  boy  applies  for  ad- 
mission to  this  country  on  the  alleged  ground 
that  his  father  is  a  Chinese  merchant  engaged 
in  business  in  the  Unitsd  States,  the  decision 
of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  that  the  father  is 
not  a  merchant  is  conclusive  under  this  sec- 
tion even  if  wrong.  White  v.  Fong  Gin  Gee, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  600.  See 
also  Ex  V.  Ah  Sue,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  270 
Fed.  356. 

The  determination  of  the  Secretary  of  La- 
bor in  deportation  proceedings  as  to  the  iden- 
tification of  an  alien  as  the  person  who 
entered  without  inspection  has  been  held  con- 
clueive.  Mon  Singh  v.  White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th 
Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  513. 

The  credibility  of  witnesses  is  for  tiie  Secre- 
tary of  Labor  to  pass  upon  and  his  judgment 
cannot  be  questioned  so  long  as  the  evidence 
is  sufficient  to  support  his  conclusion.  Chin 
Shee  V.  White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  801. 

Privilege  of  counsel. —  Relief  on  habeas 
corpus  will  not  be  given  on  the  ground  that 
privilege  of  counsel  was  not  granted  where  on 
the  conclusion  of  the  preliminary  examina- 
tion the  petitioner  was  advised  of  her  right 
and  employed  counsel  and  all  of  the  testimony 
was  thereafter  taken  including  her  own  re- 
examination. Ea  p.  Ah  Sue,  (W.  D.  Wash. 
1920)  270  Fed.  356. 

The  examination  of  an  alien  where  prelim- 
inary in  character  is  permissible  under  the 
statute  without  the  presence  of  counsel  and 
if  at  subsequent  stages  he  is  represented  by 
counsel  his  constitutional  right  is  fully  pro- 
tected. Chin  Shee  v.  ^Vhite,  '(C.  C.  A.  9th 
Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  801. 

Procedure. —  The  statute  expressly  provides 
for  a  summar}'  hearing,  and  it  is  not  required 
that  the  secretary  should,  in  a  hearing  for 
deportation,  observe  the  technical  rules  of 
law  and  procedure  that  are  accorded  to  par- 
ties in  a  criminal  proceeding.  Chin  Shee  v. 
White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  801. 

Evidence. —  The  ordinary  rules  of  evidence 
do  not  apply  to  proceedings  before  immigra- 
tion officers,  for  deportation  of  aliens  imder 
this  act.  U.  S.  v.  Uhl,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  266  Fed.  34. 

Irrelevant  matter  in  record. —  The  fact  that 
irrelevant  matter  is  injected  into  the  record 
is  not  material  it  being  very  improbable  that 
the  judgment  of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  was 
controlled  in  any  degree  thereby.  Thus,  bad 
faith  or  improper  conduct  will  not  be  ind- 
puted  to  executive  officers  because  they  ex- 
amined the  records  or  acquainted  themselves 
with  former  official  action  as  shown  by  the 
inclusion  in  the  record,  correspondence  and 
memoranda  from  officials  of  the  department. 
Chin  Shee  v.  White,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  801.  The  court  said:  "  The  second 
specification  of  error  here  presented  is  to  the 
effect  that  the  petitioner  was  not  given  a 
fair  trial,  in  that  letters,  memoranda,  state- 
ments, etc.,  from  officials  and  inspectors  of 
the  department  and  witnesses  were  considered 
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by  the  CommisBioner  of  Immigration  and  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor,  without  appris- 
ing petitioner  of  the  same,  or  giving  her  the 
right  to  be  heard  concerning  them. 

**  The  letters  and  memoranda  referred  to 
consist  of  certain  correspondence  had  between 
the  Commissioner  of  Immigration  at  Seattle, 
Wash.,  and  the  immigrant  inspector  at  Walla 
Walla,  and  between  the  Commissioner  of  Im- 
migration and  the  Commissioner  General  at 
Washington,  and  certain  statements  and  testi- 
mony of  witnesses,  accompanying  the  corre- 
spondence, which  were  taken  before  petition- 
er's arrest.  These  matters  have  been  mchided 
in  the  record  from  Washington,  and  certified 
here,  but  they  are  really  not  a  part  of  the 
record  made  upon  the  hearing  before  the  in- 
spector upon  the  charge  preferred  against 
applicant  looking  to  her  deportation  if  found 
amenable  to  the  charge. 

"  While  it  is  true  that  the  Secretary  of 
Labor  might  with  propriety  take  cognizance 
of  such  correspondence  and  matter  accom- 
panying it,  it  would  be  extraordinary  to  im- 
pute bad  faith  or  improper  conduct  to  the 
executive  officers  because  they  examined  the 
records  or  acquainted  themselves  with  former 
official  action." 

1918  Supp.,  p.  232,  sec.  20. 

Hearings. —  Hearings  before  administrative 
bodies,  like  the  immigration  authorities,  are 
not  subject  to  the  rules  governing  judicial 
proceedings.  The  alien  must  be  given  a  fair 
hearing,  but  the  hearing  may  be  summary. 
Hearsay  evidence  is  admissible,  and  the  find- 
ings of  fact  by  the  commissioners  conclusive, 
if  there  is  any  evidence  to  support  them.  Mor- 
rell  17.  Baker,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270 
Fed.  577. 

The  word  "  hearing  "  in  the  provision  that 
the  bond  shall  be  conditioned  that  the  alien 
shall  <be  produced  when  required  for  a  hear- 
ing or  hearings  includes  any  hearing  whether 
greliminary  or  otherwise.  U.  S.  v.  Uhl,  (S. 
K  N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  929. 

Confinement  of  persons  ordered  deported 
as  not  illegal  restraint. —  Persons  ordered 
deported  are  not  illegally  restrained  of  their 
liberty  where  because  of  their  inability  to 
give  bail  they  are  kept  in  confinement,  though 
the  Department  of  Labor  is  unable  to 
promptly  enforce  its  order  of  deportation. 
In  re  Kocopud,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1920)  272  Fed. 
330. 

Duty  to  admit  to  bail — habeas  corpus.^ — 
Where  bail  has  been  fixed  the  alien  is  entitled 
to  bail  on  the  presentation  of  a  good  and 
sufiicient  bond  properly  conditioned  and  for 
the  sum  required  and  where  this  right  is 
denied  habeas  corpus  will  be  granted.  U.  S. 
p.  Uhl,  (S.  D.  y.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  929. 

Review  by  Secretary  of  Labor. — ^\Vlicre  the 
record  of  deportation  proceedings  was  for- 
warded to  the  Secretary  of  Labor,  before 
whom  counsel  for  the  alien  filed  a  brief  in 
his  behalf  resulting  in  an  adverse  decision 
by  the  Secretary  and  an  order  by  him  for  the 
deportation  of  the  alien,  it  was  held  that  he 


secured  ever/  substantial  right  that  he  could 
liave  secured  b"  a  purely  formal  appeal. 
Shigexumi  f.  WTiitp,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920) 
269  Fed.  258. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  238,  sec.  32. 

Medical  treatment  of  alien  seamen-— /» 
general. — ^An  alien  seaman  on  an  American 
vessel  on  arrival  at  the  port  of  New  York  is 
entitled  to  medical  treatment  at  the  Marine 
Hospital  if  sick,  and  if  it  is  not  accorded 
him  by  the  immigration  officials  the  master 
is  justified  in  sending  him  to  the  hospital, 
and  while  he  is  detained  there  the  master 
and  the  ship  are  relieved  from  responsibility 
and  cannot  he  charged  with  negligence  under 
this  section  because  of  his  release  by  the 
hospital  authorities.  The  Santa  Elena,  (S. 
D.  N.  Y.  1920)  271  Fed.  347.  ' 

Expense  of  medical  treatment. —  There  is 
nothing  in  this  section  which  indicates  an 
intention  to  make  a  vessel  liable  for  the  medi- 
cal treatment  of  an  alien  employed  on  board 
who  is  excluded  from  admission  into  the 
United  States.  From  the  fact  that  a  tem- 
porary landing  for  medical  treatment  is  ex- 
cepted from  the  prohibition  of  the  landing 
of  an  excluded  alien,  it  is  not  to  be  implied 
that  such  landing  and  treatment  are  subject 
to  be  made  compulsory  and  at  the  expense 
of  the  vessel  on  hoard  which  such  alien  was 
employed.  But  payment  by  an  American 
registered  vessel  of  the  expense  of  a  seaman's 
medical  treatment  in  a  hospital,  the  T)ayment 
not  being  made  uiiider  legal  compulsion  or 
involuntarily,  cannot  be  set  up  as  a  counter- 
claim against  the  seaman's  demand  for  wages. 
The  Coniscliff",  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  206,  reversing  (D.  C.  Ala.  1920)  266 
Fed.  959. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  239,  sec.  35. 

Medical  treament  of  seaman  at  expense  of 
vessel. —  Under  this  provision  "  a  finding  that 
the  vessel,  or  one  acting  in  it»  behalf,  was  at 
fault  in  the  respect  stated  when  the  excluded 
alien  was  shipped  or  engaged  and  taken  on 
board  is  made  a  prerequisite  to  the  enforced 
treatment  in  a  hospital  of  such  alien  at  the 
expense  of  the  vessel*  It  is  not  thought  that 
a  statute  which  makes  provision,  in  stated 
circumstances,  for  the  medical  treatment  of 
an  excluded  alien  at  the  eixpense  of  the  vessel 
which  brought  such  alien  to  this  country, 
properly  can  be  given  the  eflfect  of  authoriz- 
ing immigration  officials  to  subject  a  vessel 
to  such  an  expense  in  a  case  not  provided 
for  by  statute.  The  circamstance  that  the 
right  to  exercise  the  power  granted  was  made 
subject  to  specified  conditions  indicates  the 
ab-ence  of  intention  to  confer  the  power  un- 
conditionally and  without  qualification,  or  in 
respect  of  a  vessel  not  shown  to  be  within  the 
terms  of  section  3<5,  to  wit:  'Any  vessel  carry- 
ing passengers  between  a  port  of  the  United 
States  and  a  port  of  a  foreign  countrv.'  " 
The  Coniscliff,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  20e. 
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1918  Supp.,  p.  240,  sec.  38. 

Effect  on  right  to  deport. —  The  right  to 
deport  under  section  19  of  this  act  an  alien 
who  entered  prior  to  its  passage  is  not  barred 
by  this  section.  Mon  Singh  t?.  White,  (C.  C. 
A.  »th  Cir.  1021)  274  Fed.  613. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  71,  sec.  1.     [Alien 

members,  etc.] 

Construction. —  Statutory  restrictions  on 
immigration  should,  if  possible,  be  construed 
in  accordance  with  the  spirit  as  well  as 
within  the  letter  of  the  Constitution,  includ- 
ing the  First  Amendment  and  its  declaration 
for  freedom  of  speech,  press,  and  assemblage. 
Nor  should  it  be  overlooked  that  the  words 
*'  overthrow  the  government  of  the  United 
States  by  force  or  violence  "  are  found  in  a 
context  which  indicates  that  Congress  had  in 
mind  military  insurrections  of  the  ordinary 
kind,  and  bombing  and  assassination  attacks 
on  the  government.  Colyer  v.  Skeffington, 
(D.  C.  Mass.  1920)   265  Fed.  17. 

Advocating  overthrow  of  government. —  In 
U.  S.  t?.  Uhl,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271 
Fed.  676,  it  was  said:  "Mere  personal  ab- 
stention from  violence,  or  even  from  violent 
language,  does  not  secure  immunity,  if  the 
result  of  the  gentlest  and  most  guarded 
speech  is  to  advocate  or  teach  that  which 
the  statute  condemns.  The  *  philosophic ' 
anarchist  is  an  anarchist  nevertheless.  Lopez 
V.  Howe,  259  Fed.  401,  170  C.  C.  A.  377. 
Since  in  this  or  in  any  similar  case  we  can- 
not be  concerned  with  the  weight  of  the  evi- 
dence, but  only  with  the  existence  thereof, 
it  is  not  useful  to  state  or  comment  upon 
what  Georgian  was  proved  to  have  done, 
what  he  admitted  having  done,  or  what  he 
himself  said  of  his  own  teachings,  advocacy, 
or  opinions. 

"  We  express  no  opinion  as  to  the  result 
upon  our  minds  of  the  evidence  adduced  at 
the  deportation  hearing,  beyond  this,  viz., 
there  was  evidence,  indeed  it  was  admitted. 


that  though  he  did  not  and  does  not  believe 
in  the  immediate  overthrow  of  the  govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  that  position  is 
not  the  result  of  any  affection  for  the  same 
or  approval  of  this  republic,  nor  of  any  ob- 
jection to  force  and  violence  per  se,  but  only 
results  from  an  opinion  that  the  time  is  not 
ripe.  Ripeness  is  to  be  attained  by  teaching, 
and  by  the  dissemination  of  the  style  of  liter- 
ature which  it  is  his  business  to  circulate; 
when  the  time  is  ripe,  it  is  to  be  hoped  that 
force  and  violence  will  not  be  necessary,  but 
they  will  be  appropriate  as  soon  as  they  are 
likely  to  prevail. 

"  However  fantastic  the  above-outlined  so- 
cial program  may  seem,  it  is  impossible  to 
say  that  a  professed  and  avowed  effort  to 
hasten  its  consummation  is  not  evidence  of 
that  which  the  statute  forbids." 

''Force"  as  including  general  strikes. — 
Congress  did  not  intend  by  the  use  of  the 
word  "  force "  in  this  section  to  condemn 
the  general  strike  when  advocated  as  a  politi- 
cal weapon  by  aliens.  Colyer  v,  Skeffington, 
(D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  266  Fed.  17. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  72,  sec.  2. 

Procedure  under  act. —  This  act  ''contem- 
plates a  summary  investigation,  and  not  a 
judicial  trial.  The  formalities  of  procedure 
and  the  rules  which  govern  the  admissibility 
of  evidence  in  a  judicial  trial  are  not  con- 
trolling in  such  proceedings.  A  series  of 
decisions  in  the  Supreme  Court  has  settled  it 
that  hearings,  like  the  one  in  question  here, 
and  tried  before  executive  officers,  are  con- 
clusive when  fairly  conducted.  To  success- 
fully attack  them  before  the  courts,  it  must 
appear  that  the  proceedings  were  manifestly 
unfair,  that  the  executive  officers  acted  in 
such  manner  as  prevented  a  fair  investiga- 
tion, or  it  must  be  shown  that  there  was  a 
manifest  abuse  of  discretion.  In  other  cases 
the  order  of  the  executive  officer  wdthin  the 
authority  of  the  statute  is  final."  U.  S.  9. 
Uhl,  (CCA.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  646. 


IMPORTS  AND  EXPORTS 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  712,  sec.  27.     [First  ed., 

vol.  X,  p.  115.] 
Purpose  of  section. —  This  "  section  was  in 
the  nature  of  a  customs  regulation,  to  pre- 
vent the  American  public  from  being  deceived 
by  simulated  name.  In  other  words,  simu- 
lated trade-marks  were  to  be  excluded  from 
importation,  so  as  to  safeguard  the  American 
public;  but  there  is  nothing  in  that  section 
which  was  intended  to  or  purported  to  pass 
upon  the  question  as  to  whether  any  given 
trade-mark  was  valid  as  matter  of  law  as 
between  contending  parties."  Bourjois  v. 
fy'Ua,  .(5-  I>.  N.  y.  1920)  274  Fed.  856. 


What  may  be  excluded. —  Under  this  sec- 
tion, the  customs  authorities  may  only  ex- 
clude an  article  ''of  imported  merchandise 
which  shall  copy  or  simulate  the  name  of 
any  domestic  manufacture.  ♦  •  ♦ "  Thus, 
if  an  article  is  genuine,  in  the  sense  of  de- 
fendant's box,  it  may  be  imported  into  this 
country,  and  cannot  be  stopped  at  the  door 
of  the  custom  house;  but  whether  or  not 
the  article  may  be  marketed  here  under  a 
particular  trade-mark  is  a  question  to  be 
determined  in  ascertaining  the  rights  of  par- 
ties, quite  irrespective  of  this  section.  Bour- 
jois v.  Katzel,  (S,  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  274  Fed. 
856. 
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Vol.  Ill,  p.  725,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 

1916  Supp.,  p.  62.] 

**  The  statute  raisei  a  preaumption  of  fact. 
It  is  the  presumption  of  one  fact  ba^ed 
upon  another  proven  fact;  that  is,  the  pre- 
sumption of  importation  arising  from  the 
proven  fact  of  possession.  The  majority  of 
the  court  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  juris- 
diction of  the  court  over  the  subject  noatter 
may  be  established  by  such  proof  and  pre- 
sumption thus  created.    We  think  that  Con- 


gress had  power  to  create  the  presumption 
under  the  power  accorded  to  it  by  the  Con- 
stitution to  regulate  foreign  commerce."  Toy 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  326. 
Indictments. — An  indictment  charging  the 
concealment  of  smoking  opium  in  violation 
of  this  section  may  be  properly  consolidated 
and  tried  with  an  indictment  charging  the 
manufacture  of  smoking  opium  in  violation 
of  section  1  of  the  Act  of  Dec.  17,  1914  (4 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  173).  Toy  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1»20)   266  Fed.  326. 


INDIANS 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  760,  sec.  2078.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  356.] 
Extent  of  prohibition  of  intereat. —  The 
prohibition  of  this  section  against  any  in- 
terest or  concern  in  any  trade  with  Indians, 
except  for  and  on  account  of  the  United 
States,  on  the  part  of  any  person  employed 
in  Indian  affairs,  is  not  confined  to  trans- 
actions involving  lands  or  other  property  in 
respect  to  which  the  government  has  an  in- 
terest or  control.  U.  S.  i;.  Hutto,  (1921) 
236  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  641,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 

An  attorney  at  law  appointed  as  a  special 
assistant  to  the  Attorney  General  to  assist 
in  the  institution  and  prosecution  of  suits 
to  set  aside  deeds  made  to  certain  allotments 
in  an  Indian  agency,  comes  within  the  pur- 
view of  this  section  and  may  not  purchase 
land  from  the  heirs  of  a  deceased  Indian 
allottee.  Bluejacket  v.  EJwert,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  2^  Fed.  823,  wherein  it  was  said: 
"  The  facts  in  the  present  case  do  not  disclose 
the  direct  exertion  of  any  influence  over  the 
Indians.  It  is  not  shown  that  the  defendant 
ever  saw  or  communicated  with  any  of  the 
plaintiffs  or  that  the  Indians  were  conscious 
that  defendant  was  employed  in  Indian  af- 
fairs. The  presumption  is  that  the  rules 
established  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
governing  sales  of  inherited  Indian  lands 
were  followed  by  the  officials  in  charge  of 
that  sale;  that  defendant's  bid  for  these 
lands  was  delivered  to  the  Indian  agent  and 
by  him  transmitted  to  the  Secretary,  together 
with  all  the  proceedings  and  the  report  of 
the  agent,  and  with  a  showing  that  there 
was  no  agreement  or  understanding  between 
defendant  and  plaintiffs.  So  far  as  appears 
the  defendant  was  but  a  passive  recipient  of 
a  conveyance  from  the  Indians.  Exercising 
its  undoubted  authority,  the  government 
offered  the  property  for  sale,  advertised  it, 
made  the  appraisal,  received  the  bids,  decided 
upon  approval  of  its  acceptance  by  the  In- 
dians, approved  the  deed,  and  controlled  the 
receipt  and  disposition  of  the  purchase  price. 

"  The  defendant  therefore  claims  that  he 
was  not  engaged  in  any  trade  with  the  In- 


dians, but  that  his  dealing  was  with  the 
United  States.  This  view  ignores  the  fact 
that  the  plaintiffs  in  deciding  whether  to 
refuse  or  accept  defendant's  bid,  and  in  exe- 
cuting the  deed  to  defendant  as  grantee  may 
have  signed  it  because  of  con^dence  in  his 
official  position  and  his  relation  to  the  In- 
dians. One  purpose  of  the  statute  is  to  pre- 
vent the  possible  play  of  c^cial  influence 
over  the  mind  of  the  Indian  in  his  considera- 
tion of  any  proposed  trade  with  him.  An- 
other purpose  is  to  preserve  loyalty,  or  at 
least  disinterestedness  toward  the  Indian's 
interests  by  those  employed  in  Indian  affairs. 
If  it  were  held  that  the  statute  did  not  apply 
to  a  trade  between  an  official  of  the  Indian 
department  and  the  Indian  except  where  the 
Indian  was  conscious  that  he  was  dealing 
with  such  an  employ^  the  way  would  be  open 
for  employes  and  officers  of  the  Indian  de- 
partment to  take  advantage  of  their  knowl- 
edge of  the  Indians'  affairs  and  of  their  needs, 
to  make  purchases  or  sales  for  their  own 
benefit  through  third  persons,  agents  and 
corporations.  Similarly,  officers  and  em- 
ployes of  the  Indian  department  at  Wash- 
ington or  at  any  agency  could  trade  with 
Indians  living  at  a  distance  if  they  were  not 
acquainted  with  their  official  positions.  The 
statute  is  not  comfined  in  terms  to  trade  with 
the  Indians,  when  the  Indian  is  conscious  of 
the  position  of  the  official,  nor  when  an  effect 
upon  the  trade  by  the  use  of  his  official 
position  is  demonstrated,  and  such  a  con- 
struction would  be  contrary  to  the  practical 
interpretation  that  has  been  placed  upon  the 
statute  by  the  Indian  department  ever  since 
its  enactment.  The  conclusion  is  that  the 
statute  applied  to  the  taking  of  the  deed  by 
the  defendant." 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  794,  sec.  2116.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Iir,  p.  373.] 

Alienation     by     individual     Indians. —  To 

same  effect  is  original  annotation,  see  U.  S. 
V.  Boylan,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
165,  affirming  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1919)  256  B'ed.. 
468. 
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Vol.  Ill,  p.  795,  sec.  2117.    {First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  374.] 

Where  a  grazing  lease  of  tribal  lands  ex- 
pressly limits  the  number  of  cattle  which 
may  be  grazed  on  the  leased  premises,  an 
agreement  to  pay  for  any  excess  of  cattle 
grazing  thereon  is  not  invalid  as  being  an 
agreement  to  pay  for  violating  the  statute 
by  placing  cattle  on  the  reservation  without 
the  consent  of  the  tribe.  Kirby  v.  U.  S.,  (C. 
C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  391. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  819,  sec.  15.     [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  490.] 

The  finding  of  the  Land  Department  is 
conclusive  that  an  Indian  admitted  to  the 
benefits  of  the  Homestead  Law  under  this 
section  has  abandoned  his  tribal  relations. 
In  re  Wo-gin-up'e  Estate,  (Utah  1920)  192 
Pac.  267. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  830,  sec.  6.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  204.] 

Right  to  vote — Trust  patent  Indians  hold- 
ing allotted  lands  under  the  federal  act  of 
May  8,  190G  (Burke  Act),  amending  Dawes 
Act,  who  have  become  civilized  persons  of 
Indian  deecent,  and  who  have  severed  their 
tribal  relations  for  two  years  next  preceding 
an  election,  may  be  qualified  electors  at  such 
election,  under  article  2,  §  121,  Const.  N.  D. 
as  amended.  Swift  v.  Leach  (N.  I>.  1920) 
178  X.  W.  437. 

Conclusiveness  of  determination  of  com- 
mission.—  The  adjudication  of  the  commis- 
sion as  to  who  should  be  enrolled  as  citizens 
and  as  to  what  land  should  be  allotted  to 
them,  has  been  held  conclusive  and  impervious 
to  collateral  attack.  U.  S.  v.  Atkins,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  923. 

Finding  of  secretary  conclusive. —  By  au- 
thority of  the  provisions  of  this  section,  as 
amended  by  act  of  May  8,  190G  (34  Stat.  182, 
183),  and  the  act  of  June  25,  1910  (36  Stat. 
855),  which  was  made  applicable  to  Okla- 
homa by  the  act  of  the  Congress  of  Februajy 
14,  1913,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  wns 
vested  with  authority  to  ascertain  the  legal 
heirs  of  deceased  Indians  and  caused  to  be 
issued  to  eaid  heirs,  in  their  name,  n  patent  in 
fee  simple  for  the  lands  being  held  in  trust 
by  the  United  States  for  the  original  allottee, 
and  the  action  of  the  Secretarv  of  the  Interior 
in  determining  the  legal  heirs  of  such  de- 
ceased Indians  in  accordance  with  the  au- 
thority granted  is  conclusive  and  final. 
Maz-He  v.  Jefferson  Trust  Co.,  (Okla.  1921) 
198  Pac.  319. 

Certiorari  will  not  lie  for  the  purpose  of 
reviewing  an  administrative  order  made  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  under  this  sec- 
tion. Mickadiet  v.  Payne,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1920)  266  Fed.  194. 


Vol.  Ill,  p.  837,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  .p.  500.] 
Gracing  lease  construed  and  rights  there- 
under determined,  see  Kirby  v.  U.  S.,  (O.  G. 
A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  391. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  846,  sec.  7.     [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  505.] 
Necessity  of  confirmation  of  sale  of  minor 
heirs'  interests. —  A  confirmation  by  the 
county  court  of  the  report  of  a  guitrdians' 
sale  of  the  interests  of  minor  heirs  in  land, 
is  not  necessary  under  this  section.  Blue- 
jacket <?.  Ewert,  (a  C.  A,  8th  Cir.  1920) 
265  Fed.  823. 

Vol.  Hi,  p.  850.     \N oncompetent  In- 
dians,  etc.]       [First  ed.,    1909 

Supp.,  p.  228.] 

Meaning  of  **  noncompetent.** — As  to  the 
meaning  of  the  word  "  noncompetent "  as 
used  in  this  section,  the  court,  in  U.  S.  v.  Xez 
Perce  County,  (D.  C.  Idaho  1917)  267  Fed. 
495,  said:  "In  passing  upon  the  original 
motion,  the  meaning  of  the  term  'noncom- 
petent/ as  here  used,  was  not  discussed,  and 
I  accepted  it  as  being  the  equivalent  of  '  in- 
competent,' and  as  implying  legal  incapacity, 
due  to  nonage,  im'becility,  or  insanity.  But 
upon  further  consideration  I  am  persuaded 
that  such  restriction  is  too  narrow.  While 
undoubtedly  the  'competency*  of  an  Indian 
is  generally  imderetood  to  imply  a  mental 
capacity,  it  is  to  be  inferred,  from  expres- 
sions in  both  the  acts  of  Congress  and  in  re- 
ported judicial  decisions,  that  there  is  in  the 
legislative  and  judicial  mind  a  close  connec- 
tion 'between  the  mental  status  of  the  Indian 
and  his  power  or  right  to  alienate  his  land, 
anl  that  therefore  in  practice  the  legal  power 
to  alienate  implies  mental  competency,  anl, 
upon  the  other  hand,  the  absence  of  such 
power  or  right  implies  incompetency. 
*  *  •  The  view  seems  to  be  unavoidable 
that  Congress  intended  to  use  the  term  '  non- 
competent '  as  descriptive  of  an  Indian  hold- 
ing only  a  trust  patent  or  other  patent  con- 
taining restrictions  against  alienation,  or, 
what  is  perhaps  the  equivalent,  an  Indian  to 
whom,  even  though  he  may  be  actually  com- 
petent, a  certificate  of  competency  has  not 
been  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
and  that  therefore  the  description  'noncom- 
petent Indian '  is  inclusive  of  all  Indians 
who  are  without  full  power  to  alienate  their 
property." 

Presumption  as  continuance  of  incom- 
petency.—  There  is  a  presumption,  conclusive 
upon  the  courts,  that  until  the  restriction 
against  alienation  is  removed  in  the  manner 
provided  by  ^aw,  either  through  the  lapse  of 
time  or  the  positive  action  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  the  allottee  continues  to  be  an 
"  incompetent "  Indian,  at  least  in  so  far  as 
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concerns  the  land  to  which  the  restriction  re- 
lates. U.  S.  V.  Nez  Perce  County,  (D.  C. 
Idaho  1917)  207  Fed.  495. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  851,  sec.  1.  [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  237.] 

Exemption  from  taxation. —  Where  the 
allottees  died  before  the  expiration  of  the 
trust  period  and  the  proceeds  received  from  a 
sale  of  the  lands  as  authorized  by  this  section 
were  invested  in  other  lands  it  has  been  held 
that  the  lands  so  acquired  are  exempt  from 
taxation  during  the  trust  period  by  the  state 
and  its  municipal  subdivisions.  U.  S.  t*. 
Yakima  County,  (E.  D.  Wash.  1921)  274 
Fed.   115. 

Vol.  Illy  p.  863,  sec.  1.  [Indian  trust 
allotments,  etc,  ]  [First  ed.,  1912 
Snpp.,  p.  96.] 

Constitutionality. — "The  question  of  the 
validity  and  effect  of  that  act,  and  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
to  hear,  ascertain  and  decide  who  were  the 
parties  entitled  by  descent  to  the  allotment«» 
of  deceased  Indians  described  therein,  has 
been  repeatedly  considered  and  conclusively 
determined  by  the  Supreme  Court  and  by 
other  federal  courts,  and  they  have  uniformly 
sustained  the  act,  the  power  of  the  Ck>ngre8S 
to  enact  it,  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary 
to  decide  the  questions  of  heirship,  and  the 
finality  of  his  decisions."  Dixon  t7.  Cox,  (C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  286. 

Power  and  jurisdiction  of  Secretary  of  the 
Interior. —  The  fact  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  has  decided  that  a  certain  person  is 
not  the  sole  heir  of  a  certain  deceased  Indian 
does  not  exhaust  his  power  so  as  to  preclude 
him  from  subsequently  determining  who  are 
the  heirs.  Dixon  i?.  Cox,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  268  Fed.  286. 

Restricted  allotments  covered  by  section. — 
Kestricted  as  well  as  trust  allotments  must  be 
held  to  be  comprehended  by  the  provisions 
of  this  section,  that  "when  any  Indian  to 
whom  an  allotment  of  land  has  been  made,  or 
may  hereafter  be  made,  dies  before  the  expira- 
tion of  the  trust  period  and  before  the  is- 
suance of  a  fee-simple  patent,  without  having 
made  a  will  disposing  of  said  allotment  as 
hereinafter  provided,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  upon  notice  and  hearing,  under  such 
rules  as  he  may  prescribe,  shall  ascertain 
the  legal  heirs  of  such  decedent,  and  his  de- 
cision thereon  shall  be  final  and  conclufiive," 
in  view  of  the  legislative  and  departmental 
construction  of  that  section  as  authorizing  a 
determination  of  the  heirs  of  both  classes  of 
deceased  allottees.  U.  S.  v.  Bowling,  (1921) 
256  U.  8.  — ,  41  S.  Ct  561,  65  U.  S.  (L  ed)— 

The  certification  of  the  competency  of  the 
grantee  under  a  restricted  patent  ipso  facto 
operates  to  revise  the  patent.    U.  S.  t;.  Nez 


Perce  County,  (D.  C.  Idaho  191T)  267  Fed 
495. 

Deposit  of  Indian  moneys  in  hank. —  The 
provision  in  this  section  as  to  the  deposit  of 
Indian  moneys  in  bank  is  said  to  be  permis- 
sive and  not  mandatory.  U.  S.  u.  Xez  Perce 
County,   (D.  C.  Idaho  1917)   267  Fed.  495. 

Conclusiveneas  of  decision  of  Secretary  of 
the  Interior. —  The  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
has  jurisdiction  to  determine  the  question  of 
heirship  and  his  finding  is  final  and  con- 
clusive. Chase  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1921)  272  Fed.  684.  'To  same  efl'ect,  see 
Maz-He  v.  Jefl'erson  Trust  Co.,  (Oklo.  1921) 
198  Pac.  319. 

But  the  Secretary's  decision  on  the 
question  of  heirship  like  the  decision 
of  the  Land  Department,  of  the  Dawrs 
Commission,  and  of  other  quasi  judicial 
tribunals,  may  undoubtedly  be  avoided  by  a 
suit  in  a  court  of  equity  on  account  of  fraud 
which  induced  it,  on  account  of  error  of  law 
upon  facts  found,  conceded,  or  established 
beyond  dispute  at  the  hearing  before  him,  or 
on  the  ground  that  at  the  close  of  such  hear- 
ing there  was  no  evidence  to  support  his  find- 
ing on  a  material  issue  of  fact  which  con- 
trolled the  result.  Dixon  i?.  Cox,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  285. 

Remedies  of  United  States. —  "For  tlvB 
protection  of  the  United  States  in  the  execu- 
tion of  its  trust  powers,  the  performance  of 
its  duties  to  its  Indian  wards,  and  the  exer- 
cise of  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the  Se^*re- 
tary  of  the  Interior  in  respect  of  the  approval 
of  leases  during  the  restricted  period  against 
obstruction  and  trespass,  the  United  States  is 
not  remitted  to  the  ordinary  legal  remedies  of 
ejectment  and  wrongful  detainer,"  but  may 
invoke  the  equity  power  of  the  court  to  grant 
injunctive  relief.  Chase  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1921 )   272  Fed.  684. 

Pleading  and  proof  in  attack  on  decision. 
— "  If  one  would  attack  the  finding  of  facts 
of  a  quasi  judicial  tribunal  like  the  Secretary 
or  the  Land  Department,  upon  the  ground 
that  there  was  no  substantial  evidence  to 
support  it,  he  must  allege  and  prove,  not  only 
that  there  was  a  mistake  in  the  finding  or 
findings,  but  the  evidence  before  that  tribunal 
or  Secretary  from  which  the  alleged  mistake 
resulted,  before  any  court  can  enter  upon  the 
consideration  or  decision  of  any  issue  of  fact 
determined  at  the  hearing  by  such  tribunal 
or  Secretarv."  Dixon  r.  Cox,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  285. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  855,  sec.  2.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  170.] 

Effect  of  state  laws  of  descent  on  willa 
executed  under  this  section. —  The  prohibi- 
tion of  Oklahoma  Code,  §  8341,  against  the 
bequest  by  a  married  man  or  woman  of  more 
than  two "^ thirds  of  his  or  her  property  aw.ay 
from  the  other  spouse,  cannot  be  invoked  to 
defeat  the  will  of  an  Indian  married  woman. 
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the  allottee  of  restricted  lands,  who  died  be- 
fore the  expiration  of  the  trust  or  restrictive 
period,  by  which  she  devised  to  her  children 
and  grandchildren  such  lands  and  all  trust 
funds  held  by  the  United  States  to  her  use 
and  benefit,  in  view  of  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  that  one  having  an  interest  in  any 
allotment  held  under  trust,  or  other  patent 
containing  restrictions  on  alienation,  shall 
have  the  right,  prior  to  the  expiration  of  the 
trust  or  restrictive  period,  and  before  the 
issuance  of  a  fee-simple  patent,  or  the  re- 
moval of  restrictions/  to  dispose  of  such 
property  by  will,  in  accordance  with  regula- 
tions to  be  prescribed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior,  who  may  approve  or  disapprove 
the  will,  either  before  or  after  the  death  of 
the  testator,  and  that  neither  circumstance 
shall  operate  to  terminate  the  trust  or  re- 
strictive period,  but  the  Secretary  of  the  In- 
terior may,  in  his  discretion,  cause  a  patent 
in  fee  to  be  issued  to  the  devisee  or  devisees. 
Blanset  v.  Cardin,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — , 
41  S.  Ct.  519,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.),  affirming 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1919)   2^1  Fed.  309 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  866,  sec.  9.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  194.] 

Constitutionality. —  Congress  acted  clearly 
within  its  authority  in  constituting  the 
governor  of  the  Choctaw  Nation  the  represen- 
tative of  the  defendants,  upon  whom  notice 
of  the  suit,  contemplated  by  this  act,  and 
the  Act  of  May  28,  1908,  §  27,  for  the  re- 
covery for  services  rendered  and  expenses  in- 
curred in  securing  Mississippi  Choctaw 
Indians  rights  of  citizenship  in  the  Choctaw 
Nation,  was  to  be  served  in  their  behalf,  and 
in  designating  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
United  States  as  their  attorney  to  appear 
and  defend  the  suit,  the  government's  trus- 
teeship of  the  funds  of  these  Indians,  and  its 
guardianship  over  their  interests  in  the 
allotted  lands,  not  making  it  necessary  that 
the  United  States  be  a  party  to  the  proceed- 
ing. Indians  were  not  deprived  of  their  prop- 
erty without  due  process  of  law  by  the  pro- 
visions of  this  act,  and  the  Act  of  May  29, 
1908,  I  27,  authorizing  the  court  of  claims  to 
hear,  consider,  and  adjudicate  the  claims 
against  the  Mississippi  Choctaws  of  certain 
persons  for  services  rendered  and  expenses  in- 
curred in  the  matter  of  the  claims  of  the 
Mississippi  Choctaws  to  citizenship  in  the 
Choctaw  Nation,  and  to  render  judgment 
thereon  on  the  principle  of  quantum  meruit 
in  such  amounts  as  may  appear  equitable  or 
justly  due  therefor,  which  judgment,  if  any, 
shall  be  paid  from  any  funds  now  or  here- 
after due  such  Choctaws  by  the  United  States, 
and  declaring  that  the  lands  allotted  to  the 
Mississippi  Choctaws  are  subject  to  a  lien 
to  the  extent  of  any  judgment  so  rendered, 
and  constituting  the  governor  of  the  Choc- 
taw Nation  the  representative  of  the  de- 
fendants, upon  whom  notice  of  the  suit  was 


to  be  served  in  their  behalf,  and  designat- 
ing the  Attorney  General  of  the  United 
States  as  their  attorney  to  appear  and  de- 
fend the  suit.  Winton  v.  Amos,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  373,  41  S.  Ct.  342,  65  U.  S..  (L.  ed.)—. 
See  51  Ct.  CI.  284;  52  Ct.  CI.  90. 

Equitable  suit  against  class. —  The  juris- 
dictional Acts  of  April  26,  1906,  f  9,  and  May 
29,  1908,  §  27.  authorizing  the  court  of  claims 
to  hear,  consider,  and  adjudicate  the  claims 
against  the  Mississippi  Choctaws  of  certain 
persons  for  services  rendered  and  expenses  in- 
curred in  the  matter  of  the  claims  of  the 
Mississippi  Choctaws  to  citizenship  in  the 
Choctaw  Nation,  and  to  render  3"^?™®"^ 
thereon  on  the  principle  of  quantum  meruit 
in  such  amounts  as  may  appear  equitable  or 
justly  due  therefor,  which  judgment,  if  any, 
Fhall  be  paid  from  any  funds  now  or  hereafter 
due  such  Choctaws  by  the  United  States,  and 
declaring  that  the  lands  allotted  to  the  Mis- 
sissippi Choctaws  are  subject  to  a  lien  to 
the  extent  of  any  judgment  so  rendered, 
contemplate,  not  an  action  in  personam  to 
establish  a  personal  liability  against  in- 
dividual Indians  or  a  group  of  Indians, 
but  a  suit  of  an  equitable  nature  against 
that  class  of  Mississippi  Choctaws  who, 
through  successful  assertion  of  the  right  of 
citizenship  in  the  Choctaw  Nation,  acquired 
allotments  of  lands  in  what  formerly  was 
the  tribal  domain,  and  a  participation  in 
funds  held  in  trust  by  the  United  States; 
a  suit  having  the  object  of  imposing  an 
equitable  charge  upon  their  funds  and  lands 
for  a  reasonable  and  proportionate  con- 
tribution toward  the  value  of  servi.^es 
rendered  and  expenses  incurred  by  the 
claimants  in  securing  for  said  class  of 
Indians  a  beneficial  participation  in  the 
trust  estate.  Winton  t>.  Amos,  (1921)  255 
U.  8.  373,  41  S.  Ct.  342,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)— . 
See  51  Ct.  CI.  284;  52  Ct.  CI.  90. 

RecoTery  lor  professional  seryioes  to  In- 
dians before  congressional  committees. —  Pro- 
fessional services  before  Congress  and  its 
committees,  individual  representatives  and 
Senators,  the  Dawes  Commission,  etc.,  in- 
tended to  establish  the  right  of  the  Missis- 
sippi Choctaws  to  participation  in  the 
material  benefits  of  citizenship  in  the  Choc- 
taw Nation,  and  to  secure  such  legislation  by 
Congress  as  might  be  needed  for  the  practical 
attainment  of  the  object  sought,  though  ren- 
dered under  particular  contracts  of  employ- 
ment by  many  individual  Mississippi  Choc- 
taws, but  with  the  object,  incidentally,  of 
benefiting  the  Mississippi  Choctaws  as  a  class, 
will,  whether  such  contracts  be  valid  or  not, 
support  the  suit  authorized  by  this  Act  of 
April  26,  1906,  S  9,  and  the  Act  of  May  29. 
1908,  §  27,  to  be  brought  in  the  court  of 
claims  to  impose  an  equitable  charge  for  re- 
imbursement and  compensation  on  the  basis 
of  quantum  meruit  upon  the  interest  of  those 
beneficiaries  who  received  the  benefit,  pro- 
vided  that  the  services  rendered  were  sub- 
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itantially  instnimental  in  producing  a  result 
beneficial  to  the  class  of  cestuis  que  trustent 
upon  whose  interests  the  charge  is  to  be  im- 
posed. Winton  v,  Amos,  (1921)  256  U.  S. 
373,  41  S.  Ct.  342,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)— .  See 
61  Ct.  CI.  284;  62  Gt.  CI.  90. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  872,  sec.  19.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  199.] 

Act  of  alienation  as  within  prohibition  of 
section. — "An  act  of  alienation  might  be 
clearly  within  the  prohibition  of  the  language 
of  the  statute  contemplating  the  reimposing 
of  restrictions  removed  by  legislative  act,  and 
yet  not  be  within  the  prohibition  when  it  re- 
lates to  the  removal  of  restrictions  as  to  the 
alienation  of  surplus  allotment  of  a  full-blood 
member  of  the  Five  Civilized  Tribes  by  an 
act  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  which 
was  preceded  by  a  quasi  judicial  investiga- 
tion." U.  8.  V.  Smith,  (E.  D.  Okla.  1920) 
266  Fed.  740. 

Deed  in  execution  of  contract  made  bef or* 
act. — ^This  section  is  not  retroactive,  but  it 
does  render  invalid  any  deed  made  by  a 
Choctaw  Indian  after  the  passage  of  such  act 
if  said  deed  was  made  in  carrying  out  a  con- 
tract for  the  sale  of  his  restricted  lands, 
entered  into  before  the  passage  of  such  act. 
Johnston  f>.  Burnett,  (Okla.  1921)  198  Pfic. 
489. 

Alienation  by  wilL — A  will  of  a  Cherokee 
citizen  of  the  half  blood,  before  his  allotment 
had  been  selected,  was  ineffectual  to  conv«»y 
Faid  allotment.  A  member  of  the  Cherok'HB 
Tribe  of  Indians  had  power  to  make  a  will 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  this  section,  bnrt 
prior  to  said  time  he  had  no  right  to  alienate 
nis  allotment  by  will.  Reece  t*.  Benge,  (Okla. 
1921)    198  Pac.  493. 

Lands  purchased  with  the  proceeds  of  vt- 
stricted  lands  are  not  exempted  from  taxation 
by  this  section  nor  the  provisions  of  section 
4  of  the  Act  of  May  27.  1908  (3  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  887),  tJ.  S.  v.  Mcintosh 
County,  (E.  D.  Okla.  1921)  271  Fed.  747. 

Taxation. —  This  act  together  with  section 
4  of  the  Act  of  May  27,  1908  (3  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  887)  providing  that  all  lands 
from  which  restrictions  have  been  removed 
shall  be  subject  to  taxation,  except  that 
allotted  lands  shall  not  be  subjected  or  held 
liable  to  any  form  of  personal  claim  against 
the  allottees  arising  before  the  restrictions 
were  removed,  did  not  have  the  effect  of  ex- 
tending the  exemption  from  taxation  to  in- 
herited allotted  tribal  lands.  U.  S.  v.  Mc- 
intosh County,  (E.  D.  Okla.  1921)  271  Fed. 
747. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  874,  sec.  22.    [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  200.] 

Approval  by  Secretary  of  Interior. —  The 
power  of  the  Secretary  oi  the  Interior  under 
this  section,  to  examine  and  approve  or  dis- 


approve conveyances  by  heirs  of  a  Creek 
allottee  who  are  full -blood  Indiana,  was  not 
taken  away  as  to  conveyances  already  made 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  May  27,  1908, 
§  9,  [3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  890] 
that  no  conveyance  of  any  interest  of  any 
full-blood  Indian  heir  shall  be  valid  unless 
approved  by  the  court  having  jurisdiction  of 
the  settlement  of  the  estate  of  the  deceased 
allottee;  and  the  lapse  of  two  and  one-half 
years  between  the  execution  of  the  convey- 
ance and  its  approval  is  not  material,  there 
being  no  lawful  intervening  disposal.  Harris 
V.  Bell,  (1920)  254  U.  8.  1C3,  41  S.  Ct.  49, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)— ,  afflrming  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1918)  250  Fed.  209,  162  C.  C.  A.  34.5. 

Lands  allotted  in  the  right  of  a  deceased 
enrolled  member  of  the  Creek  Nation,  con* 
formably  to  the  Acts  of  March  1,  1901, 
June  30,  1902,  and  the  act  of  which  this 
section  is  a  part  were  received  by  his  heirs 
as  an  inheritauce,  and  not  as  a  direct  allot- 
ment to  them,  and  such  heirs  are  therefore 
not  governed  by  restrictions  on  alienation 
applicable  to  living  allottees.  Harris  tr.  Bell, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  103,  41  S.  Ct.  49,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1918) 
250  Fed.  209,  162  C.  C.  A.  345. 

Sale  by  guardian  of  homestead  allotment. 
—  In  an  action  for  the  recovery  of  land  com- 
menced by  W.  and  S.  against  B.  and  B.,  the 
evidence  disclosed  substantially  the  following 
facts:  The  land  in  controversy  consisted  of 
both  the  homestead  and  surplus  allotments  of 
S.,  a  duly  enrolled  Chickasaw  Indian  of  less 
than  full  blood,  who  died  on  or  about  the 
28th  day  of  September,  1905,  after  receiving 
her  allotment,  leaving  surviving  her  H.  S., 
her  husband,  and  W.  and  S.,  her  infant  son 
and  daughter,  respectively.  After  the  death 
of  the  allottee  and  the  passage  of  this  act, 
H.  S.  made  a  separate  conveyance  of  his 
curtesv  right  to  H.  and  thereafter  died  be- 
fore the  commencement  of  the  action.  Some 
time  after  the  execution  of  the  conveyance 
by  H.  S.,  a  guardian  was  appointed  for  W. 
and  S.  in  the  United  States  Court  for  the 
Southern  District  of  Indian  Territory  sitting 
at  Purcell,  and  thereafter  a  petition  was  filed, 
praying  for  permission  to  sell  at  guardian's 
salethe  interest  of  S.  and  W.  in  said  inherited 
land.  Thereafter  an  order  was  made,  di- 
recting the  guardian  to  sell  said  land  at 
guardian's  sale,  which  was  done.  Where- 
upon a  guardian's  deed  was  duly  executed, 
conveying  the  land  to  H.  It  was  through  this 
guardian's  sale  to  H.  that  B.  and  B.  de- 
raigned  their  title,  and  it  is  conceded  that 
if  the  interest  of  the  minors  in  the  land 
passed  to  H.  by  virtue  of  this  sale  the  cause 
should  be  reversed;  otherwise  it  should  be 
affirmed.  The  trial  court  held  that  this  sec- 
tion provided  the  only  means  whereby  a 
minor  of  any  degree  of  Indian  blood  might 
be  divested  of  the  title  to  his  inherited  lands, 
and  that,  inasmuch  as  the  minor  heirs  did 
not  join  in  the  sale  by  H.  S-,  the  separate 
sale  of  the  minor  heirs  was  invalid  as  to 
both  the  homestead  and  surplus  allotments. 
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The  appellate  court  held  that  this  ruling  was 
erroneous  in  bo  far  as  it  affected  the  sale  of 
the  homestead  allotment.  Burtschi  v.  Wolfe, 
(Okla.  1921)  198  Pac  306. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  881,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  232.] 

Previous  acta  repealed. —  This  act  is  a  re- 
vising act,  and  was  intended  as  a  substitute 
for  all  former  acts  relating  to  the  subject 
of  such  restrictions,  and  operated  to  repeal 
the  provisions  of  Act  Cong.  April  26,  1906, 
c.  1876,  34  Stat.  137  [3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d 
ed.)  861],  and  previous  congressional  enact- 
ments in  conflict  therewith  on  the  same  sub- 
ject. Stewart  v.  Burrows,  (1920)  80  Okla. 
23,  193  Pac.  881. 

Control  of  Indian  lands  vested  in  Congress. 
—  The  Enabling  Act  under  which  the  state 
of  Oklahoma  was  admitted  into  the  Union 
provides:  "That  nothing  contained  in  said 
Constitution  shall  be  construed  to  limit  or 
impair  the  rights  of  persons  or  property  per- 
taining to  the  Indians  of  said  territories 
(so  long  as  such  right  shall  remain  unextin- 
guished) or  to  limit  or  affect  the  authority 
of  the  government  of  the  United  States  to 
make  any  law  or  regulation  respecting  such 
Indians,  their  lands,  property  or  other  rights 
by  treaties,  agreement,  law,  or  otherwise, 
which  it  would  have  been  competent  to  make 
if  this  act  had  never  been  passed." 

The  constitutional  convention  by  resolu- 
tion accepting  the  Enabling  Act  provided: 
"  That  said  constitutional  convention  do,  by 
this  ordinance  irrevocable,  accept  the  terms 
and  conditions  of  an  act  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  entitled  'An  act  to  enable 
the  people  of  Oklahoma  and  the  Indian  Terri- 
tory to  form  a  Constitution  and  state  govern- 
ment and  be  admitted  into  the  Union  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  original  states.' " 
Under  these  provisions  of  the  Enabling  Act 
and  of  the  said  resolution  accepting  the  terms 
of  same,  the  right  and  power  to  regulate  and 
control  the  sale  of  Indian  lands  in  the  state 
of  Oklahoma  remain  vested  exclusively  with 
the  Congress.  Molone  v.  Wamsley,  (1921) 
80  Okla.  181,  195  Pac.  484. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  883,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  233.] 

Death  of  allottee. —  See  annotation  under 
sec.  9  of  this  act,  infra,  p.  469. 

Execution  of  conveyance. — A  conveyance  of 
the  family  homestead  must  first  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  the  state  or  local  law 
as  a  matter  preliminary  to  the  approval  by 
the  federal  agency.  Chisholm  v.  Ureek,  etc., 
Development  Co.,  (E.  D.  Okla.  1921)  273 
Fed.  589,  so  holding  in  the  case  of  the  modi- 
fication, extension  or  renewal  of  a  lease. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  887,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  233.] 

Constitutionality. —  This  section  should  not 
be  construed  bo  as  to  bring  about  a  conflict 


with  section  6  of  article  10  of  the  Oklahoma 
constitution  exempting  only  lands  then  ex- 
empt under  existing  laws,  if  as  reasonable 
construction  can  otherwise  be  reached.  U.  S. 
«7.  Mcintosh  County,  (E.  D.  Okla.  1921)  271 
Fed.  747. 

Inherited  lands. —  Lands  inherited  by  a 
half-blood  Choctaw  Indian  minor  from  a 
half-blood  Choctaw  allottee  are  not  "re- 
stricted lands "  within  the  purview  of  the 
proviso  of  section  6  of  this  act  and  are  sub- 
ject to  taxation  under  and  by  virtue  of  this 
section.  Stewart  v.  Burrows,  (1920)  80 
Okla.  23,  193  Pac.  881. 

On  the  death  of  a  half-blood  allottee  and 
descent  of  lands  to  heirs  of  less  than  half 
Indian  blood,  the  lands  became  subject  to 
taxation  prior  to  their  sale  through  the  Okla- 
homa probate  court;  the  provisions  as  to 
minority  not  changing  the  matter.  Grady 
County  V.  Lenochen,  (1921)  80  Okla.  169,  195 
Pac.  116. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  887,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  234.] 
Validity  of  lease  made  by  guardian  of  In- 
dian  minor8.-r-A  lease  made  by  a  euardian 
of  Creek  minors  of  their  inherited  lands  in 
July,  1917,  for  agricultural  purposes  for  the 
year  1918,  and  approved  by  the  county  court, 
is  not  void  as  an  overlapping  lease,  when  it 
is  not  disclosed  that  the  land  had  been  leased 
for  1917,  and  nothing  in  the  record  to  dis- 
close that  the  lease  executed  in  July,  1917, 
was  not  executed  at  the  usual  and  customary 
time  for  leasing  lands  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses in  that  vicinity  for  the  year  1918. 
Armstrong  t;.  Phillips,  (Okla.  1921)  198  Pac 
499. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  887,  sec.  6.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  234.] 

Conveyance  by  minor  heirs. —  Lands  in- 
herited from  a  deceased  Indian  allottee  were 
not  included  in  or  affected  by  the  provision 
in  this  section,  that  no  restricted  lands  of 
living  minors  shall  be  sold  or  encumbered 
except  by  leases  authorized  by  law,  by  order 
of  the  court,  or  otherwise.  Harris  v.  Bell, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  103,  41  S.  Ct.  49,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1918) 
250  Fed.  209,  162  C.  C.  A.  345. 

Authority  of  guardian  to  lease. —  This  sec- 
tion conferred  upon  the  county  courts  of  this 
state  jurisdiction  over  the  person  and  prop- 
erty of  minor  allottees  of  the  five  civilized 
tribes,  and  the  guardian  of  said  minors  ap- 
pointed by  the  county  court,  have  authority 
to  lease  for  agricultural  purposes  the  home- 
stead allotment  of  the  mother  inherited  by 
said  minors,  said  minors  being  born  since 
March  4,  1906,  and  the  county  court  had  au- 
thority to  approve  the  agricultural  lease  for 
one  year  executed  by  the  guardian.  Taylor 
17.  Callahan,  (Okla.  1921)   198  Pac.  487. 

Liability  to  taxation. —  Lands  inherited  by 
a  half-blood  Choctaw  Indian  minor  from  a 
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half-blood  Choctaw  allottee  are  not  "re- 
Btrkted  lands"  within  the  purview  of  the 
proviso  of  this  section,  and  are  subject  to 
taxation  under  and  by  virtue  of  section  4 
of  this  act.  Stewart  v.  Burrows,  (1920)  8a 
Okla.  23,  193  Pac  881. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  890,  sec.  9.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  235.] 

Neceaaity  for  approval  by  Secretary  of  the 
Interior. —  The  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  to  approve  and  thereby  confirm 
oil  and  gas  mining  leases  made  by  full-blood 
Credc  allottees  upon  their  allotments,  de- 
' rived  from  section  2  [3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d 
ed.)  883],  did  not  cease  at  the  death  of  the 
allottee  by  reason  of  the  provision  of  this 
section  that  "  the  death  of  any  allottee  of 
the  Five  Civilized  Tribes  shall  operate  to  re- 
move all  restrictions  upon  the  alienation  of 
said  allottee's  land:  Provided,  that  no  con- 
veyance of  any  interest  of  any  full-blood 
Indian  heir  in  such  land  shall  be  valid  unless 
approved  by  the  court  having  jurisdiction 
of  the  settlement  of  the  esitate  of  said  de- 
ceased allottee."  Such  approval  might  be 
given  at  any  time,  either  before  or  after  the 
death  of  the  allottee,  so  far  as  the  ri^rhts 
of  her  heirs  and  those  claiming  under  them 
wit^  notice  were  concerned,  and  the  approval, 
when  given,  related  back  and  took  effect  as 
of  the  execution  of  the  lease  by  the  parties 
named  therein.  Anchor  Oil  Co.  v.  Grav, 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  —,  41  S.  Ct.  644,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C  A.  8th  Cir.  1W9) 
257  Fed.  277,  168  C.  C.  A.  361. 

Approval  by  the  court.— .  Adult  heirs  only 
must  be  regarded  as  comprehended  by  the 
proviso  in  this  section,  that  no  conveyance 
of  any  interest  of  any  full-blood  Indian  heir 
shall  be  valid  unless  approved  by  the  court 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  settlement  of  the 
estate  of  a  deceased  allottee,  in  view  of  the 
provision  of  section  6,  subjecting  the  persons 
and  property  of  minor  Indians  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Oklahoma  probate  courts,  and 
hence  a  guardian's  conveyance  for  minor  heirs 
of  a  deceased  allottee,  directed  and  approved 
by  the  court  having  control  of  the  guardian- 
ship, need  not  also  be  approved  by  the  court 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  deceased  allottee's 
estate.  Harris  v.  Bell,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  103, 
41  S.  Ct.  49,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1»18)  250  Fed.  209,  162 
C.  C.  A.  345. 

following  Supreme  Court  rules, —  The  fail- 
ure of  the  county  court  to  follow  the  pro- 
cedure provided  for  in  former  rule  10  of  the 
Supreme  Court,  in  approving  conveyance  of 
full-blood  Indian  heirs,  as  provided  for  in 
this  section,  does  not  render  said  conveyance 
void  for  that  reason.  Haddock  v.  Johnson, 
(1920)  80  Okla.  250,  194  Pac.  1077. 

Appeal, —  The  action  of  a  county  court  of 
Oklahoma  in  approving  a  conveyance  of  a 
full-blood  Indian  heir  Sd  lands  inherited  by 
such  Indian  from  a  member  of  the  tribe, 
which  conveyance  was  required  by  this  sec- 


tion, to  be  approved  by  tie  county  court,  is 
not  judicial  in  its  nature,  nor  the  exercise 
of  any  judicial  function,  and  an  appeal  will 
not  lie  from  an  action  of  the  county  court 
in  approving  or  disapproving  a  conveyance. 
Haddock  v.  Johnson,  (1920)  80  Okla.  250, 
194  Pac.  1077,  holding  further  that  certiorari 
will  not  lie  to  review  the  action  of  the  county 
court. 

State  law  as  governing  descent  of  unre- 
stricted lands. — "  Congress,  in  section  !>  of 
the  act  of  May  27,  190S,  supra,  recognized 
that  the  law  of  Oklahoma  of  descent  and  dis- 
tribution unqualifiedly  governed  the  devolu- 
tion of  estates  of  unrestricted  Indians,  and 
in  plain  and  unambiguous  language  expressly 
says  that  the  lands  of  allottees  of  one-half 
or  more  Indian  blood  shall  descend  under  the 
laws  of  descent  and  distribution  of  the  state 
of  Oklahoma.  There  is  no  escape  from  the 
language  of  the  proviso  of  section  9  of  said 
act  putting  in  force  the  laws  of  Oklahoma 
and ,  specifically  applying  the  same  to  the 
descent  and  distribution  of  the  estates  of 
allottees  of  the  half-blood,  or  more;  and  in 
said  case,  supra,  the  court  based  its  decision 
upon  the  proposition  that  the  lands  in  con- 
troversy were  restricted  lands,  and  that  was 
the  very  class  of  lands  that  the  proviso  of 
section  9  of  the  act  of  May  27,  1908,  supra, 
in  plain  and  unmistakable  language,  provided 
that  the  laws  of  Oklahoma  of  descent  and 
distribution  shall  govern  the  devolution  of 
the  same.  It  is  very  obvious  that  the  Con- 
gress recognized  that  Indian  lands  located 
within  the  state  of  Oklahoma  from  which 
restrictions  had  been  removed  were  subject 
to  the  operation  of  the  state  laws,  and  by 
section  4  of  said  act  provided  that  said  landia 
should  be  subject  to  the  laws  of  the  state. 

"  Upon  the  admission  of  the  state  of  Okla- 
homa into  the  Union  the  same  came  into  the 
Union  with  all  the  powers  and  sovereignty 
of  any  other  state,  and  upon  the  removal  of 
restrictions  against  alienation  and  the  grant- 
ing of  full  citizenship  to  Indians  the  federal 
government  ceased  to  have  any  further  power 
or  control  over  the  tribal  citizens  with  re- 
spect to  unrestricted  lands,  and  all  laws 
passed  by  Congress  prior  to  statehood,  either 
general  or  special,  ceased  with  the  admis- 
sion of  Oklahoma  as  a  state  to  hs^vc  force 
or  effect  in  so  far  as  unrestricted  lands  of 
tribal  citizens  are  concerned,  and  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  has  for- 
ever settled  the  question  that  Indian  lands 
within  a  state  or  territory  that  has  a  local 
form  of  government  are  subject  to  the  laws 
of  the  state  or  territory."  In  re  Pigeon, 
(Okla.  1921)    198  Pac.  309. 

Power  of  state  to  regulate  procedure. — 
A  state  legislature  has  no  power  to  enact  a 
statute  that  affects  the  validity  of  convey- 
ances by  full-blood  Indian  heirs.  This  right 
and  power  being  vested  exclusively  in  the 
Congress,  an  act  of  a  Icgi^^lature  providing 
that  "  all  petitions  for  the  approval  of  deeds 
to  lands  inherited  by  full-blood  Indian  heirs 
shall  be  verified  by  one  or  more  of  the  gran- 
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tors,  and  shall  contain  the  following  infor- 
mation/' etc.,  is  directory  and  not  mandatory, 
and  the  failure  of  the  approving  federal 
agency  to  comply  with  the  terms  of  same,  or 
to  require  the  vendor  or  vendee  in  such  con- 
veyance to  comply  with  same,  does  not  in- 
validate such  conveyance.  Molone  v.  Warns- 
ley,  (1921)   80  Okla.  181,  195  Pac.  484. 

Coiinty  judge  federal  agent. —  This  provi- 
sion constitutes  the  county  court,  having 
jurisdiction  of  the  estate  of  a  deceased  Indian 
allottee,  a  federal  agent,  vested  with  the 
power  to  approve  conveyances  of  the  interest 
of  full-blood  heirs  in  such  inherited  lands, 
and  the  act  of  the  county  court  in  approving 
the  conveyance  of  such  full-blood  Indian  is  a 
ministerial  and  not  a  judicial  act.  Molone 
V.  Wamsley,  (1921)  80  Okla.  181,  195  Pac. 
484. 

Cancellatioji  of  conveyance  by  heirs  of 
Creek  Indian  in  suit  of  United  States.—  The 
United  States,  suing  in  its  own  interest  to 
cancel  conveyances  made  by  heirs  of  a  Creek 
Indian,  of  land  allotted  to  him  as  a  home- 
stead out  of  the  Creek  tribal  lands,  is  in  no 
wise  concluded  by  any  matter,  whether  of 
fact  or  law,  that  may  have  been  adjudged 
in  a  former  suit  (to  which  it  was  not  a 
party)  between  the  heirs  and  one  claiming 
under  such  conveyances.  Privett  t'.  U.  S., 
(1921)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  455,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1919) 
261  Fed.  351. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  913,  sec.  2139.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  382.] 

Variance  between  allegation  and  proofs — 
On  a  prosecution  for  introducing  liquor  into 
that  part  of  the  state  of  Oklahoma  that  was 
formerly  Indian  Territory  the  fact  that  the 
indictment  charged  that  the  liquors  were  in- 
troduced into  Washington  county  while  the 
Sroof  showed  that  they  were  introduced  into 
Towata  county  was  held  to  be  Immaterial 


where  both  counties  were  in  that  part  of 
the  state  that  was  formerly  Indian  Territory. 
Flack  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  680. 

Vol.  ill,  p.  919,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  384.] 

**  Indian  country." —  The  term  "  Indian 
country,"  as  used  in  this  section,  includes 
any  Indian  allotment  while  the  title  thereto 
is  held  in  trust  by  the  government.  Thus, 
a  public  highway  is  Indian  country  where 
the  Indians  owning  allotments  adjacent 
thereto,  are  also  the  owners  of  the  land  oq 
which  the  road  runs,  subject  only  to  the  pub- 
lic easement.  Townsend  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  519. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  260,  sec.  1. 

Application  of  section. —  This  section  ap- 
plies to  an  introduction  or  to  an  attempt  to 
introduce  intoxicants  into  the  part  of  Okla- 
homa which  was  formerly  the  Indian  Terri- 
tory, and  is  not  limited  to  an  introduction 
or  attempted  introduction  into  the  Indian 
countrv.  Prosser  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  '265  Fed.  252. 

Evidence  held  insufficient  to  support  a  for- 
feiture under  this  section,  see  Townsend  v. 
V.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  619. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  264,  sec.  1. 

Constitutionality. —  This  section  is  valid  as 
an  exercise  of  the  power  of  Congress  to  pre- 
scribe and  enforce  prohibition  in  Indian 
country.     Brown  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A,  8th  Cir. 

1920)  265  Fed.  623. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  267,  sec.  1. 

Construction. —  See  McBousal  v.  Black 
Panther  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,   (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 

1921)  270  Fed.  113. 
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Vol.  Ill,  p.  947,  sec.  441 .    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  537.] 

Power  of  secretary  final  and  conclusiTC. — 
Where  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  acts 
within  his  jurisdiction  the  question  whether 
there  is  error  in  his  ruling  is  immaterial 
unless  he  acted  arbitrarily.  U.  S.  r.  Lane, 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  269  Fed.  202.  So 
where  there  is  more  than  one  reasonable  con- 
struction open  to  the  Secretary  he  is  free 
to  take  the  one  that  appeals  most  strongly 
to  him,  and  his  action  in  that  regard  is  not 


subject  to  the  review  of  the  courts  until  the 
matter  has  passed  beyond  his  administrative 
sphere.  Shanks  v.  Lane,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1920)  269  Fed.  206.  Likewise,  a  decision 
that  the  land  is  not  vacant  is  within  the 
discretion  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
and  not  subject  to  review  by  the  courts. 
Payne  v.  U.  S.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  269 
Fed.  198.  And  certiorari  will  not  lie  for 
the  purpose  of  reviewing  an  administrative 
order  made  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
Mickadiet  f.  Payne,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920) 
269  Fed.  194. 
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Vol.  ill,  p.  979,  sec.  31 4Z    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.   558.] 

The  duties  of  the  Collector  of  Internal 
Revenue  are  purely  ministerial  and  he  is 
vested  with  no  discretion  once  an  assessment 
is  placed  in  his  hand.  Accardo  v.  Fontenot, 
(E.  D.  La.  1920)  269  Fed.  447. 

Vol.  ill,  p.  993,  sec.  1Z     [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  562.] 
Sight  to  recover  taxes  paid  to  deputy. — 

A  collector  is  not  responsible  for  taxes  ille- 
gally collected  by  a  deputy  who  was  not  au- 
thorized to  collect  them.  Hurst  v.  Lederer, 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  174. 

Vol.  ill,  p.  1002,  sec.  3172.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  576.] 
The  taxes  and  penalties  prescribed  by  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  §  35,  p.  216)  are  not  subject 
to  the  application  of  this  and  the  following 
sections  of  this  chapter.  Acoardo  v.  Fonte- 
not,  (£.  D.  La.  1920)  269  Fed.  447. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1006,  sec.  3176.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  580.] 

The  25  per  cent,  or  50  per  cent  added  under 
this  section,  is  a  penalty,  rather  than  a  tax, 
and  this  has  been  so  held-  even  when  the 
principal  amount  to  which  the  25  per  cent,  or 
50  per  cent,  was  added  was  itself  clearly  a 
tax.  Thome  v.  Lynch,  (D.  C.  Minn.  1921) 
269  Fed.  995. 

■ 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1028,  sec.  3220.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.   597.] 

Interest. — Where  the  penalty,  when  repaid, 
was  accepted  without  any  agreement  or 
reservation  that  its  acceptance  should  not 
affect  the  question  of  the  payment  of  interest 
or  the  right  to  demand  the  same,  the  recovery 
of  interest  on  the  penalty  repaid  must  be 
denied.  Dayton  Brass  Castings  Co.  v,  Gilli- 
gan,   (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  267  Fed.  872. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1032,  sec.  3224.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  600.] 

Suits  in  state  courts. —  See  annotation 
under  Vol.  Ill,  p.  1034,  sec.  3226,  infra,  p.  472. 

Purpose  and  application  in  general. — "  This 
is  a  statute  having  in  view  the  orderly  and 
uninterrupted  collection  of  the  revenues  of 
the  government,  which  are  necessary  to  meet 
its  current  expenses  and  public  obligations. 
But  in  order  to  make  this  statute  applicable, 
a  tax  which  is  to  be  collected  must  be  lawful ; 
it  must  be  founded  upon  some  proper  sub- 
ject of  taxation,  must  be  assessed  in  a  proper 


way,  and  collected  in  a  legal  manner.**  Led- 
better  v.  Bailey,  (W.  D.  N.  C.  1921)  274  Fed. 
376. 

The  reason  underlying  this  section  is  that 
the  government  shall  not  be  delayed  or  in- 
terfered with  in  the  collection  of  its  revenues. 
Thome  v.  Lynch,  (D.  C.  Minn.  1921)  269 
Fed.  905. 

Inhibition  of  section  as  including  collection 
of  tax. —  Unless  it  appears  clear  beyond 
doubt  that  the  property  seized  or  about  to 
be  seized  is  not  liable  for  such  assessment, 
the  court  will  not  interfere,  since  the  statute 
includes  the  collection  of  the  tax  as  well  as 
the  assessment  in  its  inhibitive  mandate. 
Markle  r.  Kirkendall,  (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)  267 
Fed.  498. 

Ownership  of  property. — ^Whatever  may  be 
the  ultimate  conclusion  as  to  whether,  in 
proceedings  to  collect'  an  income  and  excess 
profits  tax  by  distraint  and  sale  of  real  and 
personal  property,  the  property  is  owned 
and  the  business  conducted  by  a  corporation 
or  copartnership,  the  court  will  not  inter- 
fere by  injimction  where  it  is  evident  that  the 
collector  is  proceeding  against  a  person 
within  his  jurisdiction  and  that  the  property 
is  held  by  such  person  either  as  a  corpora- 
tion or  an  individual.  Markle  v.  Kirkendall, 
(M.  D.  Pa.   1920)   267  Fed.  498. 

Illegal  tax. —  This  section  does  not  prevent 
the  granting  of  an  injunction  against  the 
collection  of  a  tax  imposed  by  an  unconstitu- 
tional act.  George  v.  Bailey,  (W.  D.  N.  C. 
1921)    274    Fed.    639. 

Income  and  excess  profits  tax. —  This  sec- 
tion applies  in  the  case  of  a  suit  to  restrain 
the  collection  of  income  and  excess  profits 
taxes.     Markle    r.    Kirkendall,    (M.    I).    Pa. 

1920)  267  Fed.  498. 

Taxes  and  penalties  under  National  Prohi- 
bition Act. — The  collection  of  taxes  and 
penalties  assessed  under  section  35  of  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  p.  216),  will  not  be  enjoined. 
Kelly  V.  Lewellyn,  (W.  S.  Pa.  1921)  274  Fed. 
108;  Regal  Drug  Corp.  v.  Wardell,  (CCA. 
9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  182;  Kausch  e. 
Moore,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  268  Fed.  668.  See 
also  Accardo  t*.  Fontenot,  (£.  D.  La.  1920) 
269  Fed.  447,  wherein  it  was  held  that  the 
taxes  and  penalties  prescribed  by  the  National 
Prohibition  Act  were  not  taxes  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section. 

But  in  Connelly  v,  Gardner,   (£.  D.  N.  T. 

1921)  272  Fed.  911,  it  was  held  that  this  sec- 
tion did  not  preclude  the  granting  of  an  in- 
junction to  restrain  ofiicers  from  using  the 
process  of  distraint  to  collect  the  penalties 
imposed  by  section  35  of  the  National  Prohi- 
bition Act.  Connelly  c.  Gardner,  (E.  D.  N. 
Y.   1921)   272  Fed.  911. 

Tax  on  manufacturer  of  distilled  spirits. — 
This  section  prevents  the  granting  of  an  in- 
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junction  to  restrain  the  collection  of  the  tax 
imposed  by  R.  S.  section  3251  (4  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed. )  19)  on  the  manufacturer  of 
distilled  spirits,  even  though  such  sertion 
has  been  repealed  by  the  National  Prohibi- 
tion Act.  Violette  v.  Walsh,  (D.  C.  Mont. 
1921)    272  Fed.   1014. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1034,  sec.  3226.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  601.] 

This  section  was  not  repealed  bv  section 
■14a  of  the  act  of  September  8,   1916    (1918 
Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  p.  3»35).     Public  Ser- 
vice Corp.  V.  Herold,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)   273 
Fed.  282. 

Purpose. —  The  object  of  the  statute  re- 
quiring a  party  to  exhaust  his  remedies  in 
the  Internal  Revenue  Department  before  he 
shall  bring  suit  is  to  give  the  department  an 
opportunity  to  .decide  whether  in  its  judg- 
ment the  tax  is  legal  or  illegal,  and  thus 
save  the  delay  and  expense  of  litigation. 
Loomis  V,  Wattles,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.'^1920) 
266  Fed.  876. 

Suits  in  state  courts. —  To  same  efTe^'t  as 
orifi^inal  annotation,  see  Application  of  Will- 
man,  (1921)  112  Atl.  806,  wherein  it  was 
held  that  a  state  court  had  no  jurisdiction  to 
pass  upon  the  legality  of  the  assessment  of 
internal  revenue  taxes  or  to  issue  a  restrain- 
ing order  relating  thereto,  because  of  this 
section  and  R.  S.  sec.  3224  (3  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  19i32).  See  also  Shirk  f?. 
Oak  St.  Permanent  Bldg.,  etc.,  Assoc,  ( 1920) 
137  Md.  314,  112  Atl.  808. 

When  suit  may  be  brought. —  To  same  effect 
as  original  annotation,  see  Kahn  v.  U.  S., 
(1920)   55  Ct.  CI.  271. 

Appeal  as  condition  precedent. —  The  ap- 
peal to  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue 
for  the  repayment  of  a  tax  illegally  assessed, 
which  is  made  by  this  section  a  condition 
precedent  to  a  suit  for  the  recovery  back  of 
such  tax,  may  not  be  nejrlected  as  being  an 
idle  formality,  merely  berause  the  Commis- 
sioner  had,  before  payment  of  the  tax,  re- 
jected a  claim  for  its  aba'ement.  Rock 
Island,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  254  IJ.  S. 
141.  41  S.  Ct.  55,  6>  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)— , 
(affirming  (1918)  54  Ct.  CI.  22),  wherein 
the  court  said:  "By  Rev.  Stat.  §  3220,  3 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  2d  ed.  p.  1028,  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue  is  authorized 
*on  appeal  to  him  made,  to  remit,  refund, 
and  pay  back '  taxes  illegally  assessed.  It  is 
urged  that  the  *  appeal  *  to  him  to  remit 
made  a  second  appeal  to  him  to  refund  an 
idle  act.  and  satisfied  the  requirement  of 
§  3226.  Decisions  to  that  effect  in  suits  against 
a  collector  are  cited,  the  latest  bein^  Loomis 
<?,  Wattles,  —  C.  C.  A.  — ,  266  Fed.  876. 
But  the  words  *  on  appenl  to  him  made  '  mean, 
of  course,  on  apnoal  in  rrsnpft  of  the  relief 
sought  on  apppal.  to  refund  if  refundin?  is 
what  he  is  asked  to  do.  The  words  of  §  3226 
also  must  be  taken  to  mean  an  appeal  after 


payment,  especially  in  view  of  §  3228,  re- 
quiring claims  of  this  sort  to  be  presented 
to  the  Commissioner  within  two  years  after 
the  cause  of  action  accrued.  So  that  the 
question  is  of  reading  an  implied  exception 
into  the  rule  as  expressed,  when  substanti- 
ally the  same  objection  to  the  assessment  has 
been  urged  at  an  earlier  stage. 

"  Men  must  turn  square  corners  when  they 
deal  with  the  government.  If  it  attaches 
even  purely  formal  conditions  to  its  consent 
to  be  sued,  those  conditions  must  be  complied 
with.  Lex  non  prsecipit  inutilia  (Co.  Litt. 
127b)  expresses  rather  an  ideal  than  an  ac- 
complished fact.  But  in  this  case  we  cannot 
pronounce  the  second  appeal  a  mere  form.  On 
appeal  a  judge  sometimes  concurs  in  a  re- 
versal of  his  decision  below.  It  is  possible, 
as  suggested  by  the  Court  of  Claims,  that  the 
second  appeal  may  be  heard  by  a  different 
person.  At  all  events,  the  words  are  there 
in  the  statute  and  the  regulations,  and  the 
court  is  of  opinion  that  they  mark  the  con- 
ditions of  the  claimant's  right.  See  Kings 
County  Say.  Inst.  i?.  Blair,  116  U.  S.  200, 
29  L.  ed.  657,  6  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  353.  It  is  un- 
necessary to  consider  other  objections  that 
the  claimant  would  have  to  meet  before  it 
could  recover  upon  this  pi  aim.'' 

A  second  appeal  to  the  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue  after  payment  of  the  tax 
is  unnecessary  where  an  appeal  was  taJcen 
before  the  tax  was  paid  and  after  the  ruling 
of  the  Commissioner  it  was  paid  under  pro- 
test.    Ijooniis  1*.  Wattles',   (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 

1920)  266  Fed.  876. 

Liability  of  collector. — ^A  collector   is  not 
responsible  for  taxes  illegally  collected  by  a 
deputy  who  had  no  authority  to  collect  them. 
Hurst  V.  Lederer,    (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.   1921) 
273  Fed.  174. 

Parties. — Where  claims  for  the  refund  of 
inheritance  taxes  have  been  filed  by  the  trus- 
tees under  a  will,  the  executors  imder  the 
will  cannot  maintain  an  action  for  their  re- 
covery. Kahn  v,  U.  S.,  (1»20)  56  Ct.  CI. 
271. 

Presumptions  and  burden  of  proof. —  In  an 
action  to  recover  taxes  paid  under  protest 
it  has  been  declared  that  the  assessment  made 
by  the  commissioner  is  presumed  prima  facie 
to  be  accurate  and  proper  but  that  this  pre- 
sumption is  not  conclusive  and  is  open  to 
being  overcome  by  adequate  testimony.  In 
such  a  situation  the  burden  is  held  to  be  on 
the  plaintiff.  Bernheim  Distilling  Co.  v. 
Mayes,  (W.  D.  Ky.  1920)   268  Fed.  629. 

In  a  suit  to  recover  taxes  illegally  collected 
the  burden  of  showing  payment  rests  on  the 
plaintiff.    Hurst  v.  Lederer,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 

1921)  275  Fed.  174. 

Objections  on  appeal. — An  objection  that  a 
demand  for  a  refund  of  the  tax  after  its  pay- 
ment was  not  made  as  required  by  this  sec- 
tion cannot  be  made  for  the  first  time  on 
appeal    in    a    suit    for    recovery    of    taxes. 
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Walker   v.  Gulf,  etc.,  R.  Co.,    (C.  C.  A.  5th 
Cir.   1921)  269  Fed.  885. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1037,  sec.  3227.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  602.] 
This  section  waa  not  repealed  by  section 
14a  of  the  Act  of  September  8,  1916  (1918 
Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  895).  Public  Serv- 
ice Corp.  t>.  Herold,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)  273 
Fed.  282.    . 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1038,  sec.  3229.    [First 

ed.,  vol.   Ill,  p.   604.] 

Effect  of  compromise. —  Under  this  section 
a  compromise  once  effected,  whether  before 
or  after  prosecution,  is  as  complete  a  dis- 
charge of  the  defendant  as  a  verdict  of  ac- 
quittal by  a  jury.  Oliver  v,  V.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
4th  Cir.  1920)   267  Fed.  544. 

Mode  of  obtaining  consent  or  approval. — 
"The  statute  does  not  expressly  state  how 
the  consent  or  approval  of  these  oHicers  is 
to  be  obtained.  It  is  evidently  contemplated, 
however,  that  the  advice  and  consent  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Attorney-General  should 
be  sought  and  obtained  by  the  Commis-sioner 
of  Internal  Revenue,  who  himself  finally 
passes  upon  the  matter,  and  who  is  the  party  . 
charged  with  direct  dealing  with  the  defend- 
ant, and  it  is  to  be  presumed  that,  wlien  he 
finally  accepts  an  offer  of  compromise  of  a 
defendant,  he  has  previously  discharged  his 
duty  of  communicating  with  the  other  ofiicers. 
To  hold  otherwise  would  bring  the  acts  of 
the  officers  of  the  government  under  inquiry 
and  frequently  under  a  suspicion  whi^^h  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  arise.  It  is  of  the  hiprh- 
est  importance  that  citizens,  who  deal  with 
an  officer  of  the  government  charged  with 
an  official  duty,  shall  have  the  right  to  pre- 
sume, in  every  instance,  in  the  absence  of 
positive  proof  to  the  contrary,  that  such 
officer  did  his  duty."  Oliver  v.V.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  4th  Cir.  1920)   287  Fed.  544. 

Evidence  to  show  compromise. —  Evidence 
showing  that  money  offered  in  compromise 
to  the  proper  officer  of  the  government  was 
accepted  and  retained  by  him  is  competent 
as  tending  to  show  that  a  compromise  was 
effected.  Oliver  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.*A.  4th  Cir. 
1920)  267  Fed.  544. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1044,  sec.  3242.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  608.] 

This  section  was  not  repealed  by  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  [1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  202]  as  to  an  offense  committed 
before  the  act  went  into  effect.  Tisch  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  208. 
It  has  been  held,  however,  that  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section  relating  to  carrying  on 
the  business  of  a  retail  liquor  dealer  without 
payment  of  a  special  tax  were  repealed  by 


the  National  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp. 
Ke:i.  Stat.  Ann.  2d  ed.  p.  216,  sec.  35). 
Ketchum  r.  U.  S.,  (CCA.  8th  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  416. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1045,  sec.  3244.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  613.] 

This  section  was  repealed  by  the  National 
Prohibition  Act.  Ravitz  v,  Hamilton,  (W.  D. 
Ky.  1921)  272  Fed.  721. 

What  constitutes  rectification  —  Filitxition, 
—  The  filtration,  preparatory  to  bottling,  of 
whiskey  removed  from  a  bonded  warehouse 
by  a  wholesale  liquor  dealer,  does  not  consti- 
tute rectification  within  the  meaning  of  this 
section.  Jones  v,  Mayes,  (W.  D.  Ky.  1920) 
266  Fed.  366. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1053,  sec.  16.     [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  609.] 

Section  repealed. —  It  has  -been  held  that 
this  section  is  repealed  by  implication  by  the 
provisions  of  the  National  Prohibition  Act 
(1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p,  202 
et  seq.).  Farley  t?.  U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921 )  269  Fed.  721. 

Intent. —  Criminal  intent  is  not  necessary 
to  constitute  a  violation  of  this  section. 
Thus,  one  who  furnishes  liquor  to  another 
with  knowledge  that  the  latter  is  engaged  in 
retailing  liquor  without  having  paid  the 
special  tax,  becomes  an  associate  and  partici- 
pant with  him  in  the  retail  business  in  viola- 
tion of  this  section,  even  though  his  purpose 
in  furnishing  him  with  the  liquor  is  to 
entrap  for  a  violation  of  a  state  prohibition 
law.  Clendennin  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C  A.  4th 
Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  412.  The  court  said: 
**  The  defendant  testified  that  his  sole  purpose 
in  turning  over  the  six-gallon  lot  to  Nntter 
was  to  entrap  him  and  convict  him  of  vio- 
lating the  prohibition  law  of  West  Virginia; 
that  to  this  end  he  had  an  understanding 
with  Nutter  that  he  should  come  to  his  room 
at  about  two  o'clock  in  the  morning  and 
get  the  whisky;  that  Nutter  paid  nothing 
for  it;  that  he  did  this  with  the  full  under- 
standing that  Nutter  was  an  illicit  retail 
liquor  dealer,  and  would  sell  or  offer  the 
liquor  for  sale  in  violation  of  the  state  and 
federal  laws.  He  testified,  further,  that  he 
had  an  arrangement  with  the  owners  of 
certain  places  where  he  expected  Nutter  to 
sell  the  whisky  that  he  would  be  informed 
when  Nutter  appeared  to  sell  it,  so  that  he 
could  have  him  arrested  under  a  warrant 
charging  violation  of  the  West  Vii^inia 
statute.  It  does  not  appear  from  his  testi- 
mony that  he  made  any  explanation  to 
Nutter  of  his  reasons  for  giving  him  the 
whisky.  It  is  evident  that,  if  the  jury 
believed  Nutter's  testimony  that  he  had  not 
only  bought  six  gallons  of  whisky  on  this 
occasion  from  the  defendant,  but  on  other 
occasions  in  the  same  summer  had  bought 
as  small  quantities  as  a  case  or  two,  they 
would  necessarily  infer  that  defendant  was 
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guilty  of  retailing.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
the  jury  rejected  the  entire  testimony  offered 
on  the  part  of  the  goyernment,  and  accepted 
the  testimony  on  the  part  of  the  defendant, 
they  would  necessarily  infer  that  the  defend- 
ant was  guilty  of  jparticipating  in  the 
business  of  a  retail  liquor  dealer  without 
a    license.      If   he   delivered    to   Nutter    six 

fallons  of  whisky,  knowing,  as  he  says  he 
id,  that  Kutter  was  engaged  in  retailing 
liquor  without  having  paid  the  special  tax, 
with  the  expectation  and  design,  which  he 
said  he  had,  that  Nutter  was  to  use  it  in 
the  prosecution  of  that  business,  he  became 
an  associate  and  participant  with  Nutter  in 
the  retail  business,  in  violation  of  the  federal 
law.  Criminal  intent  was  not  necessary. 
United  States  v.  Barnhardt,  24  Fed.  Cas. 
No.  14,626;  United  States  t?.  Rectifying 
EsUblishment,  27  Fed.  Cas.  No.  16,131; 
State  V.  Downs,  116  N.  C.  1064,  21  S.  E.  689. 
Co-operation  with  Nutter  made  the  defendant 
equally  guilty  with  him.  Wortham  t?.  State, 
80  Miss.  206,  32  So.  50.  He  could  not  escape 
the  penalty  of  the  federal  law  on  the  ground 
that  his  intention  in  the  transaction  was  to 
promote  the  enforcement  of  the  state  laws. 
Even  if  he  had  acted  under  express  official 
authority  from  the  state  of  West  Virginia, 
he  could  not  deal  in*  liquor,  directly  or  in- 
directly, either  alone  or  in  conjunction  with 
Nutter,  without  paying  the  special  tax  re- 
quired by  the  federal  statute.  So  it  was 
expressly  decided  in  South  C^olina  17.  United 
States,  IftO  U.  S.  437,  26  Sup.  Ct.  110,  60 
L.  ed.  261,  4  Ann.  Cas.  737.  We  know  of 
no  principle  of  the  law  of  entrapment,  and 
we  can  find  no  authority,  which  sustains  the 
position  that  the  judicial  power  extends  to 
granting  immunity  to  a  state  police  officer 
who,  without  the  sanction  of  federal  author- 
ity, sells  liquor  to  a  dealer  or  participates 
in  the  dealer's  business,  for  the  purpose  of 
convicting  him  of  violating  a  state  law.  Such 
an  unlawful  practice  womd  be  productive  of 
great  abuse,  and  add  to  the  difficulties  of 
enforcing  the  federal  revenue  law." 

Who  arc  "  dealers." —  One  or  two  sales  of 
liquor  are  not  sufficient  to  convict  of  carry- 
ing on  the  business  of  a  retail  liquor  dealer 
without  having  paid  the  special  tax  when 
made  by  one  having  none  of  the  appliances 
or  surroundings  of  retail  liquor  dealers,  to 
an  intimate  acquaintance  or  friend  out  of 
the  seller's  private  stock  not  held  for  or 
offered  to  purchasers  who  should  apply  for 
it.  McNutt  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  267  Fed.  670.  And  one  who  carries 
on  the  business  of  selling  other  liquors  than 
distilled  spirits,  wines  or  malt  liquors,  is 
not  a  retail  liquor  dealer  within  the  terms 
of  the  atatute.  McNutt  t?.  U.  3.,  (CCA. 
8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  670. 

Vol.  Ill,  p.  1068.     [Brokers,]     [First 

ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  86.] 
Sufficiency   of    affidavit    of    defense. —  In 
Self  V.  Pennsylvania  Steel  Export  Co.,   (Pa. 


1921)  113  Atl.  412,  the  plaintiffs  sued  to 
recover  brokerage  commissions  alleged  to  be 
due  them  for  selling  certain  goods  for  the 
defendants.  The  affidavit  of  defense  denied 
liability  on  the  ground,  among  others,  that 
the  plaintiffs  had  failed  to  pay  the  tax 
imposed  upon  brokers  -  by  subdivision  4  of 
this  section,  and  was  held  sufficient  <m  a 
rule  for  judgment  for  insufficiency. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  19,  sec.  3251.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  631.] 

Section  not  repealed  by  National  Prohibi- 
tion Act. —  Hiis  section  "  imposes  a  tax  on 
the  manufacturer  of  distilled  spirits,  regard- 
less of  their  purpose.  To  manufacture  such 
spirits  is  yet  lawful.  The  tax,  not  being 
inconsistent  with  the  act  (the  National  Pro- 
hibition Act)  is  law  today,  which  by  virtue 
of  section  35  (of  the  National  Prohibition 
Act)  it  is  the  duty  of  defendant  (collector 
of  internal  revenue)  to  execute.  The  tax 
.  is  on  the  mere  manufacture,  which  the  law 
does  not  forbid.  That  the  manufacture  is 
in  violation  of  regulations  and  for  beverage 
purposes,  which  the  law  does  forbid,  does  not 
avoid  the  tax. 

"  The  tax  is  on  a  lawful  occupation,  and  ie 
none  the  less  legal  because  the  occupation 
is  pursued  by  unlawful  means  to  unlawful 
ends.  A  defendant  will  not  be  heard  to  say 
he  was  manufacturing  for  beverage  purposes. 
It  is  no  defense  to  one  crime  that  defendant 
intended  or  committed  another.  As  well 
might  an  auto  owner  resist  his  license  tax 
because  he  devoted  his  car  exclusively  to 
unlawful  whisky  running.  A  defendant  can- 
not plead  his  own  wrong  to  excuse  another 
charged.  That  plaintiff  is  indicted  for  illicit 
manufacture  and  may  be  acquitted  is  not 
material.  The  indictment  does  not  absolve 
defendant  of  his  duty  to  collect  (see  Hard- 
ing t>.  Woodcock,  137  U.  S.  47,  11  Sup.  Ct. 
6,  34  L.  ed.  580),  and  an  acquittal  would 
not  relieve  plaintiff  of  his  obligation  to  pay; 
for  the  taxes  are  not  penalties,  fines,  or  for- 
feitures, in  the  sense  understood  in  criminal 
law."  Violette  i;.  Walsh,  (I>.  C  Mont  1921) 
272  Fed.  1014. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  23,  sec.  3257.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  634.] 

Section  repealed. —  This  section  was  re- 
pealed by  the  National  Prohibition  Act  of 
October  28,  1919,  (Fed.  SUt.  Ann.  1919 
Supp.  197).  U.  S.  V.  Yuginovich,  (1921) 
25d  U.  S.  — ,  41  Sup.  Ct.  951,  65  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — ;  Ketchum  t>.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  416. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  24,  sec.  3258.    [First  ed., 

vol.  in,  p.  635.] 

Section  repealed. —  The  decisions  are  in 
conflict  as  to  whether  this  section  was  re- 
pealed by  the  National  Prohibition  Act 
(1919  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  202).     Some  of  the 
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courts  hold  that  it  was  repealed.  Sanford 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
3e9;  Ketchum  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1921)  270  Fed.  416;  U.  S.  r.  Stafoff,  (E.  D. 
Mo.  1920)  268  Fed.  417.  Others  that  it  was 
not  repealed.  U.  S.  v.  Phillips,  (S.  D.  N".  Y. 
1920)  270  Fed.  281;  U.  S.  f.  De  Large,  (D. 
C.  Neb.  1921)  269  Fed.  820;  U.  S.  v.  Sacein 
Rouhana  Farhat,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  269 
Fed.  33.  See  also  Ex  p.  Lawrence,  (D.  C. 
Mont.    1921)    273    Fed.    876,   distinguishing 

the  Yuginovich  Case,  256  U.  S. ,  41  Sup. 

Ct.  551,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.),  wherein  it  was 
held  that  this  section  was  not  repealed  by 
the  National  Prohibition  Act  in  bo  far  as 
the  offense  did  not  involve  distillation  for 
beverage  purposes. 

Forfeitare  of  money  or  checks.— Where 
money  or  a  check  is  found  in  such  relation 
to  contraband  articles  and  apparatus  that 
a  clear  inference  can  be  made  to  justify  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  the  proceeds  of  the 
illegal  enterprise  and  used  in  the  operation 
and  carrying  on  of  such  business,  the  right 
to  forfeit  such  property  is  clearly  contem- 
plated. U.  S.  t.  One  Machine,  etc.,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1920)   267  Fed.  501. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  26,  sec.  3260.    [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  638.] 

Section  repealed. —  This  section  is  not  in- 
consistent with  the  provisions  of  the  National 
Prohibition  Act  and  is  therefore  not  repealed 
by  that  Act.  U.  S.  v.  Sacein  Rouhana  Far- 
hat,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  269  Fed.  33.  But  it 
has  been  held  that  this  section  is  repealed  by 
the  National  Prohibition  Act.  (1919  Supp. 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  2d  ed.  d.  216,  sec.  35.) 
Ketchum  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  416. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  40,  sec.  3279. 

Section  repealed.— -  This  section  n^as  re- 
pealed by  the  National  Prohibition  Act 
(1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  202).  U.  S.  t?. 
Yuginovich,  (1921)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  Sup. 
Ct.  551,  65  U.  S.  (L,  ed.)  — ;  Sanford  r. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
369.  And  it  has  been  held  that  the  provision 
in  this  section  relating  to  persons  wprking 
in  or  carrying  distilled  spirits  from,  and 
raw  materials  to,  a  distillery  are  repealed 
by  the  National  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp. 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  p.  216,  sec.  35).  Ketchum 
t;.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
416. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  41,  sec.  3281.     [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  651.] 

Section  repealed. —  There  is  conflict  as  to 
whether  this  section  was  repealed  by  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  202).  Some  of  the  courts  express 
the  opinion  that  it  was  repealed.  U.  S.  v. 
Yuginovich,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  —,  41  Sup.  Ct. 
651,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  --;  Sanford  v.  U.  S., 


(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  369. 
Others  hold  that  it  was  not  repealed.  U.  S. 
V.  Phillips,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  270  Fed. 
281;  Ea  p.  Lawrence,  (D.  C.  Mont.  1921) 
273  Fed.  876,  distinguishing  the  Yuginovich 

case,   256  U.   S.  ,   41    Sup.   Ct,   551,   65 

U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  the  latter  case  holding 
that  this  section  was  not  repealed  by  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  in  so  far  as  the 
offense  did  not  involve  distillation  for  bever- 
age purposes. 

Pouetsion  of  illicit  still  as  creating  pre- 
sumption of  guilt. —  In  a  prosecution  for  a 
violation  of  R.  S.  sees.  3258,  3279  and  this 
section,  the  possession  of  an  illicit  still  by 
the  defendants  creates  a  prima  facie  pre- 
sumption of  their  guilt.  Such  presumption, 
however,  may  be  rebutted,  either  by  circum- 
stances, or  by  the  direct  testimony  of  the 
parties  charged,  or  of  others.  Whether  such 
presumption  is,  on  consideration  of  all  the 
testimony,  sufficient  to  convict  the  defend- 
ants bey<Mid  a  reasonable  doubt,  is  a  question 
for  the  jury.  Barton  r.  U.  6.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.   1920)   267  Fed.  174. 

Forfeiture  of  money  or  checks. —  Where 
money  or  a  check  is  found  in  such  relation 
to  contraband  articles  and  apparatus  that 
a  olear  inference  can  be  made  to  justify  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  the  proceeds  of  the 
illegal  enterprise  and  used  in  the  operation 
and  carrying  on  of  such  business,  the  right 
to  forfeit  such  property  is  clearly  contem- 
plated. U.  S.  v.  One  Machine,  etc.,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1920)   267  Fed.  501. 

Enforcing  forfeiture  after  conviction. —  It 
is  held  that  a  proceeding  to  enforce  a  for- 
feiture of  the  property  seized  may  be  main- 
tained althougn  the  person  against  whom  it 
is  sought  to  enforce  it  has  been  convicted 
under  an  indictment  involving  the  same  acts. 
U.  S.  V.  One  Machine,  etc.,  (W.  D.  Wash. 
1920)  267  Fed.  501,  wherein  the  court  said: 

*'  It  is  now  contended  in  the  argument 
presented  that  the  defendant,  having  been 
convicted  under  an  indictment  involving  the 
very  same  acts  and  evidence  involved  herein, 
that  the  court  is  without  authoritv  to  con- 
demn or  forfeit  the  property  involved,  and 
that  it  would  be  invoking  a  double  penalty, 
or  punishing  the  defendant  twice  for  the 
same  offense,  and  that  the  property  sought 
to  be  condemned  is  not  included  within  the 
scope  of  the  statute.  As  to  the  double 
penalty,  suffice  it  to  say  that  this  is  a  pro- 
ceeding in  rem,  and  is  conouprehended  within 
the  penalty  fixed  by  statute.' 


»» 


Vol.  IV,  p.  44,  sec.  3282.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  654.] 

Section  repealed. —  The  courts  differ  as  to 
whether  this  section  was  repealed  by  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  202,  1919  Supp.  197).  Thus, 
in  U.  S.  ».  Yuginovich,  (1921)  256  U.  S. 
— ,  41  Sup.  Ct.  551,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —• , 
U.  S.  V,  Stafoff,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  268  Fed. 
4)17,  it  was  held  that  it  was  repealed,  while 
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in  U.  S.  V.  De  Large,  (D.  C.  Neb.  1921)  26» 
Fed.  820;  U.  S.  v.  Phillips,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)  270  Fed.  281,  and  Ex  p.  Lawrence, 
(D.  C.  Mont.  1921)  273  Fed.  876  (digtin- 
gulshing  U.  S.  v.  Yuginovich,  supra),  it  was 
held  that  it  was  not  repealed. 

An  acquittal  on  counts  charging  a  viola- 
tion of  sections  3281  and  3259  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  relating  to  the  business  of  a  dis- 
tiller, is  not  in  effect  an  acquittal  under  a 
count  charging  a  violation  of  the  provision 
of  this  section  that  **  no  mash,  wort,  or  wash, 
fit  for  distillation  or  for  the  production  of 
spirits  or  alcohol,  shall  be  made  or  fer- 
mented in  any  building  or  on  any  premises 
other  than  a  distillery  duly  authorized 
according  to  law."  .Doan  1?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C,  A. 
9th  Cir.   1920)   266  Fed.  982. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  51,  sec.  3293.    [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  659.] 

Stolen  whisky. — Where  whisky,  which  was 
in  a  bonded  warehouse  at  the  time  the 
Eighteenth  Amendment  took  effect  and  in  the 
exclusive  control,  custodv  and  care  of  the 
United  States,  is  stolen  the  owner  is  not 
subject  to  the  payment  of  the  tax  thereon. 
Kentuckv  Distilleries,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Hamilton, 
(W.  D.  ky.  1921)  274  Fed.  209.  The  court 
said: 

"The  Eighteenth  Amendment  was  of 
course  a  radical  change  in  respect  to  distilled 
spirits,  which  had  been  previously  made 
lawfully  and  properly.  No  compensation 
was  offered  by  the  people  for  the  propertv, 
the  value  of  which  was  thus  probably  largely 
destroyed,  unless  in  course  of  time  the  spirits 
could  be  sold  under  the  law.  Meantime,  how- 
ever, as  we  have  seen,  the  United  States  alto- 
gether controlled  the  custody  thereof. 

"This  situation  presents  in  bald  form  the 
question  whether  the  plaintiff  shall  be  held 
responsible  for  the  acts  of  the  criminals  who 
took  the  spirits  from  the  custody  of  the  gov- 
ernment officials,  when  the  owner  could  not 
control  the  situation,  nor  prevent  the  criminal 
acts,  and  in  fact  had  no  opportunity  to  do 
BO.  To  exact  taxes  under  such  circumstances 
would  seem  to  be  unjust  and  oppressive,  and 
until  the  question  is  settled  by  final  authority 
we  are  not  willing  to  say  that  the  govern- 
ment can  exact  taxation  under  such  condi- 
tions, especially  as  the  property  can  never 
be  restored  to  the  owner  —  a  situation  in 
which  the  plaintiff  without  fault  on  its  part 
would  lose  both  property  and  the  taxes  paid. 

"  In  our  opinion  the  government  is  not  un- 
der present  conditions  entitled  to  the  taxes 
on  spirits  in  warehouses  until,  in  some  way, 
they  are  removed  therefrom  by  the  owner. 
The  taxation  would  then  be  due  whether  the 
owner  removed  them  lawfully  or  unlawfully. 
The  rights  of  the  owner  cannot  justly  be  in- 
terfered with  by  the  wrongful  acts  of  others, 
of  which  he  knew  nothing,  which  he  could  not 
control,  and  which  the  government  ought 
to   have   prevented,    if   it   claims   taxation." 


VoL  IV,  p.  56,  sec.  3296.    [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  671.] 

Repeal  of  section  by  National  Prohibition 
Act. — ^This  section  was  not  repealed  by  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  202  et  seg.).  U.  S.  v.  Freidericks, 
(D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)  273  Fed.  188;  U.  8.  tJ. 
Turner,  (W.  D.  Va.  1920)  26«  Fed.  248. 
But  in  Reed  v.  Thurmond,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1920)  209  Fed.  252,  the  court  said  regarding 
the  effect  of  the  National  Prohibition  Act 
i.n  this  section: 

"It  goes  without  saying  that  this  amend- 
ment and  the  act  passed  by  its  authority 
effected  a  radical  change  in  the  legislative 
policy  and  attitude  of  the  country  respecting 
alcoholic  beverages.  Instead  of  encouraging, 
or  at  least  recognizing  as  legitimate,  the  pro- 
duction and  use  of  such  beverages,  and  de- 
riving a  very  large  revenue  therefrom,  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  any  sort  of  beverage 
containing  one-half  of  I  per  centum  of  alco- 
hol or  more  is  now  wholly  and  strictly  for- 
bidden. This  being  so,  it  would  seem  nees- 
sarily  to  follow,  under  the  most  familiar 
rules  of  statutory  construction,  that  if  the 
Volstead  Act  is  inconsistent  with  the  pro- 
visions of  section  3296  and  also  covers  the 
same  subject-matter,  it  supersedes  and  by 
implication  repeals  that  section.  And  to 
our  minds  the  Volstead  Act,  in  its  entire 
scope  and  purpose,  is  plainly  inconsistent 
with  the  scheme  of  revenue  protection  em- 
bodied in  the  Revised  Statutes  and  in  the 
section  under  review."  Reed  v.  Thurmond, 
(C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  252. 

Application. — This  section  and  section  6 
of  the  National  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp. 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  p.  207)  may  in  some  cases 
apply  both  to  the  same  transaction.  ''  There 
is  no  constitutional  objection  to  making  one 
act  or  one  transaction  a  violation  of  two 
statutes,'  although  both  emanate  from  the 
same  sovereignty,  if  each  offense  embraces 
an  element  not  embraced  in  the  other.  U.  S. 
t?.  Turner,  (W.  D.  Va.  1920)  266  Fed.  248. 

No  permit  authorized  to  be  given  under 
the  National  Prohibition  Act  justifies  the 
removal  of  distilled  spirits  from  a  govern- 
ment warehouse  without  paying  the  tax 
imposed  on  such  liquor  —  the  crime  de- 
nounced by  this  section.  U.  S.  r.  Freidericks, 
(D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)  273  Fed.  188. 

Evidence. —  In  a  prosecution  imder  this 
section  an  element  of  the  offense  is  that  the 
liquor  was  untaxed  which  must  be  proved 
by  the  government.  U.  S.  f.  Turner,  (W.  D. 
Va.   1920)   266  Fed.  248. 

Vol.IV,  p.  71,sec.3318.    [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  685.] 

Seisttre  of  books  and  papers. —  It  has  been 
held  that  when  the  books  required  under  this 
section  are  not  kept  or  are  kept  insufficiently, 
all   documents    showing   transactions   which 


INTERNAL  REVENUE 


477 


ehould  be  bo  recorded  may  be  seized  on  search 
warrant  under  the  pertinent  provisions  of 
the  Espionage  Act.  U.  S.  v.  Kraus,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y. )    1921 )  270  Fed.  678. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  107,  sec.  51.     [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  663.] 

This  section  was  not  repealed  by  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fea*. 
Stat.  Ann.  p.  202).  U.  S.  f?.  Freidericks, 
(D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)  273  Fed.  188. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  110,  sec.  59.     [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  666.] 

This  section  was  not  repealed  by  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  p.  202).  U.  S.  v,  Freidericks, 
(D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)   273  Fed.  188. 

Ko  permit  under  the  National  Prohibition 
Act  would  juetify  the  removal  of  liquors 
from  a  warehouse  in  the  absence  of  the  store- 
keeper. U.  S.  c.  Freidericks,  (D.  C.  N.  J. 
1921)   273  Fed.  188. 

fiemoval  from  warehouse  and  transporta- 
tion distinguished. — "  Failure  to  pay  the  tax 
on  the  liquor  before  removing  it  from  the 
bonded  warehouse,  or  to  remove  it  during 
the  absence  of  the  storekeeper  or  without  his 
knowledge,  which  are  denounced  by  the 
earlier  act,  are  a  different  class  of  offenses 
from  those  of  transporting  liquor  without  a 
permit,  or  without  complying  with  the  other 
requirements  of  the  Enforcement  Act,  rela- 
tive to  transportation.  And  a  conviction  or 
acquittal  or  any  or  all  of  one  class  would 
not  exempt  the  defendant  from  prosecution 
or  conviction  of  any  or  all  of  the  other  class." 
U.  S.  V.  Freidericks,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)  273 
Fed.   188. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  173,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  71.] 

Consolidation  of  indictments. — ^An  indict- 
ment charging  the  manufacture  of  smoking 
opium  in  violation  of  this  section  may  be 
properly  consolidated  and  tried  with  an  in- 
dictment charging  the  concealment  of  smok- 
ing opium  in  violation  of  section  2  of  the 
Act  of  Feb.  9,  1909,  as  amended  by  the  Act 
of  Jan.  17,  1914  {3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
725).  Toy  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C,  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  926. 

Evidence  held  to  show  mairafacture  of 
smoking  opium,  see  Toy  v.  U.  S.,  (G.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  a26. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  176,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  72.] 

Pines. — ^There  cannot  be  an  imposition  of 
two  fines  for  violating  the  same  section  in 
two  different  ways.  Toy  v.  V.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  326. 


Vol.  IV,  p.  177,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  101.] 

ConstitutionaUty. — This  act  is  constitu- 
tional. Oliver  v.  U.  S.,  (CCA.  4th  Cir. 
1920)   267  U.  S.  544. 

Validity  of  state  law  on  same  subject. — 
There  is  no  such  conflict  between  this  act 
and  Minn.  Laws  1915,  chap.  260.  regulating 
traffic  in  habit-forming  narcotic  drugs,  as 
invalidates  the  state  statute,  although  the 
prohibitory  measures  of  the  Federal  statute 
do  not  apply  to  the  disposition  and  dis- 
pensation of  drugs  by  physicians  registered 
under  the  act,  in  the  regular  course  of  pro- 
fessional practice,  provided  records  are  kept 
for  official  inspection,  while,  under  the  slate 
law,  physicians  can  only  furnish  prescrip- 
tions to  addicts,  and  may  not  dispense  the 
drugs  to  such  persons  at  pleasure  from 
stocks  of  their  own.  Minnesota  v.  Martin- 
son, (1921)  256  U.  S.  41,  41  S.  Ct,  425,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (19*19)  144  Minn. 
206,  174  N.  W.  823. 

Purpose  of  -section. —  It  has  been  held  no 
error  to  instruct  the  jury  regarding  this 
section:  "Now,  the  purposes  of  the  act 
of  Congress  are,  first,  to  obtain  a  license  tax 
for  the  government  as  a  part  of  its  revenue; 
incidentally,  its  purpose  is  to  prevent  sales 
being  made  to  those  who  are  opium  addicts, 
or  administering  to  onium  addicts."  Oliver 
V,  U.  8.,  (C  C  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
544. 

IT.  S.  Supreme  Court  decisions  as  con- 
trolling.— ^W^here  the,  United  States  Supreme 
Court  has  determined  the  meaning  of  this 
act  conflicting  rulings  by  the  Treasury  De- 
partment are  to  be  disregarded.  Rothman 
V.  U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  31. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  178,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  102.] 

What  constitutes  violation. — An  offense 
against  the  United  States  by  violation  of 
this  section  arises  where  it  appears  that  for 
a  consideration  the  defendant  issued  an  order 
or  **  prescription  "  for  opium,  not  in  the  regu- 
lar course  of  his  professional  practice,  but  to 
an  "addict,"  for  a  prohibited  use,  and  that 
thereupon,  as  was  intended,  the  addict  pre- 
sented the  prescription  to  and  had  it  filled 
by  a  dealer,  who  had  no  reason  to  believe 
that  it  had  been  wrongfully  issued.  U.  S. 
t?.  Keidanz,(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270  Fed.  686, 
the  court  said: 

"The  act  makes  it  unlawful  for  any  one 
to  'sell,  barter,  exchange  or  give  away' 
opium,  except  in  a  case,  among  others,  where 
it  is  dispensed  or  prescribed  by  a  physician 
*  in  the  course  of  his  professional  practice 
only,*  and  admittedly,  under  the  construction 
recently  placed  upon  these  provisions  by  the 
Supreme  Court  in  Jin  Fuev  Moy,  (No.  44, 
December  6,  1920)  254  U.'  S.  — ,  41  Sup. 
Ct.  98,  66  L.  Ed.  — ,  the  physician  as  well 
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as  the  dealer  may  be  convicted,  where  both 
have   the   requisite  criminal   intent." 

Neceasity  of  proof  that  United  States  was 
defrauded. —  In  order  to  sustain  a  conviction 
under  this  section  it  is  not  necessary  to  show 
that  the  government  has  been  defrauded. 
Hoyt  1?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  792. 

Issuance  of  prescription  by  physicians  — 
In  general. — ^A  physician  may  be  found 
guilty  of  participating  as  a  principal  in  the 
prohibited  sale  of  an  opium  derivative  be- 
longing to  another  person,  where  he  unlaw- 
fully issued  a  prescription  therefor  to  the 
would-be  purchaser,  in  view  of  the  provision 
of  this  section,  making  it  unlawful  for  any 
person  to  sell,  barter,  exchange,  or  give  away 
any  such  drug  except  in  pursuance  of  a  writ- 
ten order,  on  a  form  to  be  issued  in  blank 
for  that  purpose,  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue,  with  exceptions  in  favor 
of  registered  physicians  dispensing  or  dis- 
tributing any  such  drug  to  patients  in  the 
course  of  their  professional  practice  only, 
and  of  the  sale,  dispensing,  or  distribution 
of  the  drugs  by  a  dealer  upon  prescriptions 
issued  by  registered  physicians.  Jim  Fuey 
Moy  V.  U.  S..  (1920)  254  U.  S.  189,  41 
S.  Ct.  98,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  {affirminq 
(W.  D.  Pa.  1918)  253  Fed.  213)  wherein 
the  court  said :  "  It  is  objected  that  the  act 
of  selling  or  giving  away  a  drug  and  the 
act  of  issuing  a  prescription  are  so  essen- 
tially different  that  to  allege  that  defend- 
ant sold  the  drug  by  issuing  a  prescription 
for  it  amounts  to  a  contradiction  of  terms, 
and  the  repugnance  renders  the  indictment 
fatally  defective.  The  government  suggests 
that  the  clause  as  to  issuing  the  prescription 
may  be  rejected  as  surplusage;  but  we  are 
inclined  to  think  it  enters  so  intimately  into 
the  description  of  the,  offense  intended  to  be 
charged  that  it  cannot  be  eliminated,  and 
that  unless  defendant  could  'sell,'  in  a 
criminal  sense,  by  issuing  a  prescription,  the 
indictment  is  bad.  If  'selling'  must  be  con- 
fined to  a  parting  with  one's  own  property, 
there  might  be  difficulty.  But  by  §  332  of 
the  Criminal  Code,  7  Fed.  Stat.  Anno.  2d 
ed.  p.  984,  'whoever  directly  commits  any 
act  constituting  an  offense  defined  in  any 
law  of  the  United  States,  or  aids,  abets, 
coimsels,  commands,  induces,  or  procures  its 
commission,  is  a  principal.'  Taking  this  to- 
gether with  the  clauses  quoted  from  §  2  of 
the  Anti-narcotic  Act,  it  is  easy  to  see,  and 
the  evidence  in  this  case  demonstrates,  that 
one  may  take  a  principal  part  in  a  prohibited 
sale  of  an  opium  derivative  belonging  to  an- 
other person  by  unlawfully  issuing  a  pre- 
scription to  the  would-be  purchaser.  Hence 
there  is  no  necessary  repugnance  between 
prescribing  and  selling,  and  the  indictment 
must  be  sustained.  ...  In  each  case 
where  defendant  was  found  guilty  the  evi- 
dence fully  warranted  the  jury  in  finding 
that  he  aided,  abetted,  and  procured  a  sale 


of  morphine  sulphate  without  written  order 
upon  a  blank  form  issued  by  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue;  and  that  be  did 
this  by  means  of  prescription  issued  not  to 
a  patient,  and  not  in  the  course  of  his  pro- 
fessional practice,  contrary  to  the  prohibi- 
tion of  §  2  of  the  act.  Manifestly,  the 
phrases  '  to  a  patient '  and  '  in  the  course  of 
his  professional  practice  only '  are  intended 
to  confine  the  immunity  of  a  registered  phy- 
sician, in  dispensing  the  narcotic  drugs 
mentioned  in  the  act,  strictly  within  the  ap- 
propriate bounds  of  a  physician's  profes- 
sional practice,  and  not  to  extend  it  to 
include  a  sale  to  a  dealer,  or  a  distribution 
intended  to  cater  to  the  appetite  or  satisfy 
the  craving  of  one  addicted  to  the  use  of  the 
drug.  A  *  prescription  '  issued  for  either  of 
the  latter  purposes  protects  neither  the 
physician  who  issues  it,  nor  the  dealer  who 
knowingly  accepts  and  fills  it.  Webb  v. 
United  States,  249  U.  S.  96,  63  L.  ed.  497, 
39  Sup   Ct.   Rep.   217." 

Good  faith  of  physician  in  prescKWwp.— 
When  a  physician  is  charged  with  imlaw- 
fully  selling  or  prescribing  drugs  under  the 
Harrison  Act,  tfie  case  turns  largely  upon 
his  good  faith  in  prescribing  drugs  to  his 
regular  patients,  for  maladies  requiring  the 
administration  of  the  drug,  or  whether  he 
prescribed  for  persons  seeking  his  profes- 
sional aid  merely  to  procure  the  drug.  Bar- 
hot  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  919. 

Neoeaeity  of  taking  written  order. —  Under 
this  act  a  registered  physician  is  not  re- 
quired to  take  a  written  order,  or  to  keep  a 
record  of  morphine  administered  by  him  to 
a  patient  as  an  element  of  a  good-faith  med- 
ical treatment;  but,  although  registered  and 
taxed  as  a  physician,  and  only  as  a  physi- 
cian, he  cannot  lawfully  eell,  bargain,  or 
give  away  morphine  without  at  least  taking 
a  written  order  therefor.  Loewenthal  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  563. 

Aiding  and  Oibetting  hy  physician. — ^A  phy- 
sician who  issues  a  prescription  which  is 
illegal  under  the  act  because  not  issued  in 
the  attempted  cure  of  the  habit,  knowing  it 
is  to  be  filled  by  a  druggist  who  knows  of 
its  illegality,  aids  and  abets  the  druggist 
in  violating  the  act  and  in  so  doing  commits 
the  substantive  crime.  Harris  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  786. 

Entrapment  of  defendant. —  In  Butts  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  35, 
the  court  in  reversing  a  judgment  of  convic- 
tion for  selling  morphine  on  the  ground  that 
defendant  was  entrapped  into  committing 
the  offense,  said: 

"  When  the  entire  evidence  in  this  record 
is  considered,  it  conclusively  proved  (1)  that 
the  defendant  was  not  and  never  had  been 
engaged  in  dealing  in  morphine,  and  that  he 
never  sold  any  of  it  to  any  one  before  the 
transaction  here  in  issue;  and  (2)  that  the 
conception   of  and  the   intention   to  do  the 
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«cts  which  the  defendant  did  in  this  matter 
did  not  originate  in  his  mind  or  with  him, 
but  were  the  products  of  the  fertile  brains 
of  the  officers  of  the  government,  which  they 
instilled  into  the  mind  of  the  defendant,  and 
by  deceitful  representations  and  inoportuBi- 
ties  lured  him  to  put  into  effect. 

"It  is  not  denied  that  in  cases  where  the 
criminal  intent  originates  in  the  mind  of 
the  defendant,  the  fact  that  the  officers  of  the 
goyernment  used  decoys  or  truthful  state- 
ments to  furnish  opportunity  for  or  to  aid 
the  accused  in  the  conmiission  of  a  crime, 
in  order  suecessfully  to  prosecute  him  there- 
for, constitutes  no  defense  to  such  a  prose- 
cution. Price  V,  United  JStates,  165  U.  S.  311, 
315,  17  Sup.  Ct.  366,  41  L.  ed.  727;  Grimm 
V,  United  tates,  156  U.  S.  604,  610,  15  Sup. 
Ct.  470,  30  L.  ed.  560;  Goode  v.  United 
States,  159  U.  8.  663,  669,  16  Sup.  Ct.  136, 
40  L.  Ed.  297;  Andrews  v.  United  States, 
162  U.  S.  420,  423,  16  Sup.  a.  798,  40  L.  Ed. 
1023;  Fiunkin  v.  United  States,  (€.  C.  A.) 
265  Fed.  1.  But  when  the  accused  has  never 
committed  such  an  offense  as  that  charged 
against  him  prior  to  the  time  when  he  is 
charged  with  the  offense  prosecuted,  and 
never  conceived  any  intention  of  committing 
the  offense  prosecuted,  or  any  such  offense, 
and  had  not  the  means  to  do  so,  the  fact 
that  the  officers  of  the  government  incited 
and  by  persuasion  and  representation  lured 
him  to  commit  the  offense  charged,  in  order 
to  entrap,  arrest,  and  prosecute  him  there- 
for, is  and  ought  to  t)e  fatal  to  the  prosecu- 
tion, and  to  entitle  the  accused  to  a  verdict 
of  not  guilty.  Peterson  r.  United  States,  256 
Fed.  4133,  166  C  C.  A.  509;  United  States  v. 
Echols,  (B.  C.)  253  Fed.  862;  Sam  Yick 
V.  UniUd  States,  240  Fed.  60,  65,  67,  153 
C.  C.  A.  96;  Voves  v.  United  States,  249  Fed. 
191,  192,  161  C.  C.  A.  227;  People  t?, 
McCord,  76  Mich.  200,  42  N.  W.  1106,  1108; 
Woo  Wai  et  al.  v.  United  States,  223  Fed. 
412,  414,  137  C.  C.  A.  604.  There  was  am- 
ple, if  not  conclusive,  evidence  in  this  case 
to  sustain  a  finding  of  the  jury  that  this 
ease  fell  under  the  latter  rule.  The  defend- 
ant had  never  committed  any  such  offense 
as  the  officers  of  the  government  arrested  and 
prosecuted  him  for  prior  to  the  time  when 
they  induced  him  to  do  the  acts  disclosed 
by  this  testimony.  There  is  no  evidence  that 
he  had  ever  contemplated,  much  less  intended 
to  sell  any  morphine.  He  had  never  done 
so  —  he  had  none  to  sell.  The  officers, 
through  their  agent,  Rudolph,  incited,  lured, 
and  persuaded  him  by  false  representations 
to  go  to  a  third  person  and  get  the  morphine 
for  his  acquaintance,  the  officer's  agent,  and 
to  consent  either  to  sell  it  or  to  act  as  the 
agent  of  the  party  from  whom  he  received 
it  in  the  sale  the  officers  betrayed  him  into. 

"  The  first  duties  of  the  officers  of  the  law 
are  to  prevent,  not  to  punish  crime.  It  is 
not  their  duty  to  incite  to  and  create  crime 
for  the  sole  purpose  of  prosecuting  and  pun- 


ishing it.  Here  the  evidence  strongly  tends 
to  prove,  if  it  does  not  conclusively  do  so, 
that  their  first  and  chief  endeavor  was  to 
cause,  to  create,  crime  in  order  to  punish  it, 
and  it  is  unconscionable,  contrary  to  public 
policy,  and  to  the  established  law  of  the  land 
to  punish  a  man  for  the  commission  of  an 
offense  of  the  like  of  which  he  had  never 
been  guilty,  either  in  thought  or  in  deed, 
and  evidently  never  would  £iive  been  guilty 
of  if  the  offiboers  of  the  law  had  not  inspired, 
incited,  persuaded,  and  lured  him  to  attempt 
to  commit  it.  It  was  fatal  error  to  refuse 
to  instruct  the  jury  as  requested,  and  it  is 
unnecessary  to  discuss  the  other  alleged  er- 
rors at  the  trial,  because,  if  they  existed, 
they  will  probably  not  be  conoanitted  again." 

In  Fiunkin  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)  265  Fed.  1,  it  was  contended  that 
government  officers  had  caused  the  defendant 
to  violate  ihe  provisions  of  this  Act  by 
sending  a  drug  addict  to  his  store  to  pur- 
chase morphine  and  cocaine.  Answering  this 
contention,  the  court  said:  ''It  is  argued 
that  the  defendant  was  induced,  through  the 
machinations  and  instigation  of  the  govern- 
ment officers,  to  commit  the  offense,  or,  in 
other  words,  that  he  was  entrapped  by  sudi 
contrivance  of  the  officers  to  do  the  thing 
which  the  law  condemns.  The  evidence  fails 
to  show,  however,  that  such  was  the  case. 
The  officers  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
defendant's  having  the  drugs  in  his  posses- 
sion. They  had  nothing  to  do  with  his 
willingness  to  sell  the  same  for  a  considera- 
tion. They  had  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  conditions  that  prevailed  prior  to 
the  time  they  sent  the  addict  to  the  store 
to  make  the  purchase,  nor  with  the  defend- 
ant's state  of  mind  or  purpose  of  action, 
should  opportunity  present  itself,  of  dealing 
with  the  drug  as  a  commodity  for  sale  to 
those  who  were  willing  to  buy.  Nor  did 
they  offer  any  inducement  to  the  defendant 
to  sell,  except  that  they  did,  through  Collins, 
offer  to  buy,  and  proffered  the  amount  of 
money  that  defendant  fixed  as  the  price  he 
was  willing  to  take.  Nothing  beyond  this 
appears  in  the  testimony.  It  is  true  that  the 
defendant  was  entrapped  by  what  was  done 
to  sell  the  drug  to  tne  government  officers, 
and  to  put  himself  in  a  position  of  yielding 
up  evidence  of  his  commission  of  the  offense. 
But  this  does  not  signify  that  the  govern- 
ment officers  lured  him,  or  incited  or  induced 
him,  to  do  what  he  would  otherwise  have 
done,  if  any  other  addict  had  applied  to 
him  to  purchase  the  drug." 

Indictment  —  Sufficiency, — ^An  indictment 
charging  the  offense  substantially  in  the 
language  of  the  statute  is  sufficient.  Di 
Preta  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270 
Fed.  73.  The  indictment  need  not  negative 
the  exception  of  the  statute  in  favor  of 
physicians.  Di  Preta  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  73. 

An  indictment  for  the  unlawful  sale  of 
morphine  which,   in  addition  to  the  other 
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usual  allegations,  charges  that  the  accused 
at  various  times  between  certain  specified 
dates,  sold,  bartered,  and  gave  away  mor- 
phine to  divers  persons,  both  the  exact  quan- 
tities and  the  names  of  the  recipients  being, 
as  the  indictment  alleged,  to  the  grand  jurors 
unknown,  is  sufficient  as  against  demurrer 
and  a  motion  to  quash,  on  the  ground  that 
it  failed  to  state  the  times  and  places  at 
which  or  the  persons  to  whom  the  drug  was 
furnished.  Gregory  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1921)    272  Fed.   119. 

Charging  acceaaory  with  acta  of  principal. 

—  The  acts  of  the  principal  become  the  acts 
of  the  accessory  or  aider,  and  such  accessory 
may  be  charged  as  having  done  the  act  him- 
self, and  be  indicted  and  punished  accord- 
ingly. Di  Preta  t\  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  270  Fed.  73. 

Duplicity. —  Counts  In  an  indictment  under 
this  section  are  not  duplicitous  because  they 
leave  it  uncertain  whether  defendant,  a 
physician,  is  being  charged  with  being  a 
dealer  generally  or  with  making  a  single 
sale  only  without  registering,  as  in  either 
case  the  offense  is  the  same.  Loewenthal  v, 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  563. 

Examination  of  talesmen. —  In  a  prosecu- 
tion under  this  section  the  refusal  of  the 
court  to  permit  defendant's  counsel  to  ascer- 
tain whether  or  not  any  of  the  jurors  had 
preconceived  ideas  as  to  the  treatment  of 
drug  addicts,  is  not  error.  Hoyt  v.  XJ.  S., 
.(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  792. 

Evidence  —  Other  offenses. —  On  a  prosecu- 
tion under  this  act  for  making  unlawful  sales 
evidence  is  not  confined  to  proof  of  the 
particular  sales  alleged,  the  principle  apply- 
ing that  if  intent  or  motive  be  one  of  the 
elements  of  the  crime  charged  evidence  of 
other  like  conduct  bv  the  defendant  at  aa 
near  the  time  charged,  is  admissible.  Harris 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  C^r.  1921)  273  Fed. 
785. 

Evidence  showing  the  issuance  of  prescrip- 
tions to  numerous  other  persons  than  those 
named  in  the  indictment  is  admissible. 
Dysart  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  77.     The  court  said: 

**  Over  objection,  evidence  was  admitted  to 
the  effect  that  plaintiff  in  error  had  issued 
prescriptions  to  a  large  number  of  persons 
other  than  those  described  in  the  indictment. 
In  his  charge  to  the  jury,  the  court  limited 
the  effect  of  such  evidence  to  the  intent  with 
which  the  prescriptions  for  persons  named 
in  the  indictment  were  issued,  and  distinctly 
charged  the  jury  that  conviction  could  not 
be  based  upon  prescriptions  for  persons  not 
so  named.  As  so  limited  and  explained,  the 
evidence  was  admissible.  It  threw  light  upon 
the  intent  of  plaintiff  in  error  in  respect  to 
the  vital  question  in  the  case  of  whether 
he  was  lawfully  dispensing  drugs  in  the 
course  of  his  practice,  or  was  using  his 
profession  of  physician  as  a  cloak  to  cover 
up  a  violation  of  the  law.*' 

Amount  of  drugs  purchased  hy  defendant, 

—  Evidence  as  to  the  amount  of  drugs  pur- 


chased by  the  defendant,  a  physician,  is  ad- 
missible where  the  question  is  involved 
whether  the  defendant  was  practicing  his 
profession  in  good  faith  in  an  attempt  to 
cure  the  addicts  to  whom  defendant  dis- 
pensed the  drugs,  or  whether  he  was  engaged 
in  handling  the  prohibited  drugs  as  merchan- 
dise. In  determining  that  question  the  jury 
is« entitled  to  have  before  it  information  as 
to  the  quantity  of  the  drugs  purchased. 
Hoyt  t>.  U.  S„  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  792. 

Compliance  with  state  law  as  to  registrtk- 
tion  of  addicts. —  In  a  case  where  it  was 
argued  that  the  court  committed  an  error  in 
not  permitting  counsel  for  defendant  to  bring 
out  facts  and  the  law  in  relation  to  the 
registration  under  the  New  York  state  law 
of  certain  of  the  addicts  named  in  the  indict- 
ment, and  as  to  the  possession  by  those 
addicts  of  state  registration  cards  permitting 
them  to  obtain  certain  quantities  of  narcotics, 
and  it  was  contended  that  the  defendant 
should  have  been  permitted  to  show  that  he 
dispensed  the  drugs  only  to  persons  holding 
such  cards  it  was  said :  "  We  do  not  see 
that  it  was  at  all  material  whether  the 
addicts  had  of  had  not  complied  with  the 
state  law,  or  whether  the  defendant  had  re- 
fused to  treat  any  addicts  who  had  not 
obtained  such  cards.  The  defendant  was  not 
being  tried  for  any  offense  against  the  New 
York  state  law,  but  for  the  violation  of  a 
federal  act."  Hoyt  t?,  U.  S.,  (C.  C  A.  2d 
Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  792. 

Requiring  production  of  record  of  sales. — 
Where  a  defendant  who  is  accused  of  selling 
drugs  in  violation  of  this  act  sets  up  in 
defense  that  the  sale  was  made  in  connection 
with  a  treatment  for  the  cure  of  persons 
addicted  to  the  drug  habit  it  is  proper  to 
require  him  on  cross-examination  to  exhibit 
the  record  of  his  disposition  of  narcotics. 
The  court  said:  "This  was  the  record  re- 
quired by  law  to  be  kept.  Whatever  the 
weight  of  this  testimony,  its  competency  is 
clear  on  the  issues  both  of  good  faith  and 
of  the  character  of  business  conducted  by 
Sims."  Sims  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)    208  Fed.  234. 

Sufficiency, —  Evidence  was  held  sufficient 
to  sustain  conviction  of  a  physician  in  Hoyt 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  792. 

Variance. —  There  is  not  a  fatal  variance 
where  the  indictment  charges  a  physician 
with  making  unlawful  sales  of  morphine 
sulphate  and  the  evidence  shows  the  issuance 
of  prescriptions  and  not  the  sale.  Dysart 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  77. 

Question  for  jury. —  "  It  may  be  true  that 
a  physician's  method  of  treatment  of  drug 
addiction  is  a  question  to  be  determined  by 
the  physician  himself,  and  not  by  a  jurv; 
but  it  can  only  be  true  so  long  as  the 
physician  is  pursuing  his  method  in  his 
honest  endeavor  to  effect  a  cure.  If  that  ia 
not  his  purpose,  and  he  is  dispensing  the 
drug  to  keep  the  addict  comfortable,  ne  is 
violating  the  law,  and  whether  he  is  doing 
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the  ose  thing  or  the  other  is  a  question  the 
jury  must  decide."  Hoyt  v.  V,  8.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)   278  Fed.  792. 

Effect  of  acquittal' — On  one  caumt. — ^An 
acquittal  of  a  physician  on  a  charge  of  pur- 
chasing drugs  for  the  purposes  of  sale  as 
a  dealer  is  not  an  acquittal  on  a  charge  of 
later  selling  some  of  the  drugs  without  the 
use  of  the  order  form  or  without  registering. 
Loewenthal  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  »th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  563. 

On  cotispiracy  charge, — ^An  acquittal  on  the 
charge  of  a  conspiracy  to  violate  this  act 
does  not  prevent  a  conviction  for  committing 
the  substantive  offense.  Harris  v,  U.  8., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  786. 

Judgment  on  conviction  on  several  counts. 
— Where  a  judgment  on  conviction  is  unitary, 
and  covers  conviction  under  each  and  all  ot 
the  several  counts,  and  the  punishment  im- 
posed was  less  than  might  have  been  imposeil 
under  any  one  of  the  counts,  the  judgment- 
is  not  subject  to  reversal,  if  any  of  the  count* 
on  which  conviction  was  had  is  good  and 
sufficient  to  support  the  judgment.  Loewen- 
thai  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  563. 

Objections  on  appeal. — ^Where  officers  were 
permitted  to  testify  as  to  what  drugs  were 
found  on  the  defendant's  premises,  in  a 
prosecution  under  this  act,  an  objection  on 
appeal  to  the  admission  of  such  testimony 
on  the  ground  that  the  search  was  unlawful 
comes  too  late  to  affect  the  admissibility 
of  the  testimony  when  not  made  at  the  trial. 
Sims  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  268 
Fed.  234. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  183,  sec.  6.     [First  ed.; 

1916  Supp.,  p.  106.] 
Baals   of  ezceptton. —  The   exception   pro- 
vided   for    in    this    section    was    based    on 
humanitarian  grounds.     Oliver  v.  U.  8.,  (C. 
C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  644. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  187,  sec.  8.     [First  ed., 

1916  Supp^,  p.  106.] 

The  second  proviso  in  thia  section  applies 
to  all  the  exceptions  in  the  act  and  not 
merely  to  those  found  in  this  section.  Roth- 
man  V.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270 
Fed.  31. 

Posaeaaion  of  prohibited  drngi  aa  ylolatioit 
—  This  section  makes  the  possession  or  con- 
trol of  the  prohibited  drugs  not  only  pre- 
sumptive evidence  of  a  violation  of  its  pro- 
visions, but  also  a  violation  of  section  1  of 
the  Act.  Fiunkin  v.  U.  S.,  (CCA.  9th 
Cir.   1920)   265  Fed.  1. 

Indictment  —  Avermanis  negativing  et^ 
ceptione. —  To  the  same  effect  as  th^  anno- 
tation in  1919  Supplement,  see  Oliver  i;. 
U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)   267  Fed.  544. 

The  words  "  any  of  the  aforesaid  drugs  " 
do  not  permit  a  count  to  be  based  on  each 
drug  found  in  the  possession  of  the  defendant 
at  the  same  time  and  place  and  a  separate 
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conviction  cannot  be  had  on  each  count. 
Braden  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
270  Fed.  441. 

Burden  of  proof. — Where,  in  a  prosecution 
under  this  Act,  the  evidence  discloses  pos- 
session by  the  defendant  of  the  prohibited 
drugs,  the  burden  is  cast  upon  him  to  show 
that  he  has  paid  the  tax.  Fiunkin  v.  U.  S., 
(C  C  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  206  Fed.  1. 

The  burden  of  proving  an  exemption  con- 
tained in  section  6  of  this  Act  (4  Fed.  Stat. 
r^OTpuaiep  01^  w>  Bf   iftSX  *d   (*T>e  n^) 
Oliver  v.  U.  S.,    (O.  €.  A.  4th  Cir.   1920) 
267  Fed.  544. 

Evidence  ■—(  £fa2«  or  deaUng  in  prohibited 
drugs, —  It  being  necessary  to  show  that  de- 
fendant was  one  of  the  classes  of  persons 
required  to  register  under  section  one  of  this 
act,  evidence  is. admissible  to  show  that  he 
sold  or  dealt  in  the  prohibited  drugs  although 
be  is  charged  with  having  them  m  his  pos- 
session. Braden  v.  U.  8.,  (C  C  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  270  Fed.  441. 

Proof  of  overt  acts  in  oaee  of  conspiracy. 
—  If  a  conspiracy  is  proved  to  have  existed 
between  the  defendants,  it  is  not  necessary 
to  prove  that  all  of  the  defendants  did  the 
overt  acts  which  they  are  alleged  to  have 
done.  All  that  is  necessary  is  that  one  or 
more  of  such  parties  did  an  act  to  effect  the 
object  of  the  conspiracy.  Rothman  v.  U.  S., 
(C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  31,  holding 
that  an  acquittal  as  to  one  of  the  substan- 
tive offenses  will  not  prevent  a  conviction 
for  conspiracy. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  228,  sec.  8.     [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  784.] 

Under  the  Act  of  Jnne  23.  2898,  ch.  448, 
sec.  29  —  Recovery  hack  of  torn, —  "Taxes 
paid  upon  certain  legacies  conformably  to 
a  return  made  by  executors  in  accordance 
with  the  War  Revenue  Act  of  June  13,  '189S, 
and  the  regulations  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Department,  may  not  be  recovered  ba/k  for 
want  of  a  formal  assessment  made  before 
the  repeal  of  such  act  by  the  Act  of  April  12, 
1902,  since  such  tax  must  be  deemed  to  have 
been  "  imposed "  within  the  meaning  of  the 
saving  clause  in  the  repealing  act,  preserv- 
ing all  taxes  imposed  prior  to  the  taking 
effect  of  such  act,  there  being  no  basis  for 
the  claim  that  the  amount  of  the  tax  was 
uncertain,  except  the  possibility  that,  the 
estate  not  having  been  settled,  the  l^acies 
might  be  called  upon  to  pay  debts.  Cc^ran 
f.  U.  S.,  (1921)  264  U.  S.  387,  41  Sup.  Ct. 
166,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —,  affirming  (1019) 
64  Ct.  CI.  219. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  232,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  787.] 

Laches. — ^Where  suit  is  brought  on  Decem- 
ber 31,  1919,  under  this  section  for  the  re- 
fund of  inheritance  taxes  assessed  and  col- 
lected on  June  IS,  1902,  under  the  Act  of 
June  13,  1898,  ch.  448,  sec.  29  [4  Fed.  Stat. 
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Ann.  (2d  ed.)  230],  and  application  has 
been  made  to  the  Treasury  Department 
February  18,  1916,  and  rejected  April  19, 
1916,  the  plaintiff  is  barred  by  laches  and 
cannot  recover.  Clowes  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  56 
Ct.  CI.  446,  wherein  it  was  said:  "If  the 
plaintiff's  theory  be  correct,  there  would  be 
absolutely  no  limit  to  the  time  within  which 
claims  for  the  refunding  of  taxes  imder  the 
Act  of  June  27,  1902,  might  be  presented. 
In  this  particular  case  it  appears  that  the 
claim  was  not  presented  for  about  fourteen 
years  after  the  passage  of  that  Act.  IF  no 
specific  statute  is  to  be  invoked  as  limiting 
the  time  within  which  such  claim  must  be 
presented,  if  the  Act  of  July  27,  1912,  has 
no  application  thereto  and  the  right  rests 
solely  upon  the  Act  of  June  27,  1902,  it 
seems  to  us  that  under  that  act  it  must  be 
held  that  claims  must  be  presented  within 
a  reasonable  time,  and  the  period  of  two 
years  provided  by  section  3228,  Revised 
Statutes,  might  even,  by  analogy,  be  regarded 
as  reasonable,  and  that  one  who  allows 
a  claim  of  that  sort  to  rest  for  a  period  of 
fourteen  years  has  been  guilty  of  laches  such 
as  should  bar  a  recovery.  If  a  claim  of  this 
nature  may  lie  dormant  fourteen  years,  it 
may  lie  dormant  an  indefinite  time,  and  we 
cannot  conceive  that  such  a  rule  may  prop- 
erly be  invoked.' 
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Vol.  IV,  p.  236,  sec.  1. 

Laches. — Where  a  banking  company  files 
its  application  for  refund  on  October  6,  1913, 
under  this  section  and  the  application  is 
rejected  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue  on  April  13,  1917,  and  suit  is 
brought  July  25,  1918,  the  plaintiff  is  barred 
by  laches  and  cannot  recover.  Union  Trust 
Co.  t?.  U.  S.,   (1920)   55  Ct.  CI.  424. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  239,  par.-  B.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  186.] 

Dividends. —  To  same  effect  as  first  para- 

fraph   in    1918   Supplement   annotation,   see 
totfregen  v.  Moore,    (E.  D.  Mo.   1920)   264 
Fed.  232. 

Losses  ** incurred  in  trade''  have  been  con- 
strued as  meaning  in  the  actual  business  of 
the  taxpayer  as  distinguished  from  isolated 
transactions.  Thus,  losses  incurred  in  iso- 
lated transactions  on  an  exchange  and  in  no 
way  connected  with  the  regular  business  of 
the  taxpayer  are  not  to  be  deducted  from 
his  gross  income  as  "  losses  incurred  in 
trade.**  Mente  v.  Eiser,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  266  Fed.  161,  11  A.  L.  R.  496.  The 
court  further  said  in  this  connection: 
**  There  is  an  inconsistency  in  making  profits 
derived  from  such  transactions  a  part  of  the 
taxpayer's  gross  incume  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  allowing  him  no  deduction  for  losses; 
but  tax  laws  are  not  required  to  be  perfect, 
or  even  consistent.  It  must  be  determined 
from  the  facts  in  each  case  whether  or  not 
the  losses  claimed  to  be  deducted  have  been 
incurred  in  a  business." 


State  transfer  tax. —  In  determining  the 
amount  of  net  income  under  the  provisions 
of  this  paragraph,  no  deduction  should  be 
made  for  transfer  taxes  paid  to  a  state  upon 
an  inheritance  vesting  within  the  year. 
Prentiss  i\  Eisner,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
267  Fed.  16,  affirming  (8.  D.  N.  Y.  1919) 
260  Fed.  589. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  246,  par.  G.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  161.] 

"Net  ixicome." — The  term  "net  income *• 
as  used  in.  this  paragraph  means  what  has 
actually  been  received,  and  not  that  which, 
although  due,  has  not  been  received,  but  i'.a 
payment  for  some  reason  deferred  or  post- 
poned. Such  income  cannot  be  enlarged  by 
regulations  of  the  Treasurv  Department. 
U.  S.  f>.  Christine  Oil,  etc.,  Co.,  (W.  D.  La. 
1920)  269  Fed.  458,  wherein  it  was  said: 
"The  authority  of  the  Treasury  Department 
to  make  reasonable  regulations  for  the  execu- 
tion of  the  law  would  nut  confer  on  that 
department  the  power  to  add  to  the  income, 
subject  to  the  tax,  as  defined  by  the  law." 

Deferred  payments. — Where  property  has 
been  sold  although  it  appears  that  there  was 
a  profit  on  the  transaction,  deferred  pay- 
ments under  the  contract  of  sale  which  are 
not  represented  by  notes  or  secured  in  any 
way  are  not  income  which  is  subject  to  taxa- 
tion. U.  S.  1?.  Christine  Oil,  etc.,  Co.,  (W.  D. 
La.  1920)   269  Fed.  458. 

Dividends. — The  fact  that  the  stock  of  a 
bankrupt  corporation  was  owned  by  several 
manufacturers  of  moving  picture  films  each 
of  whom  was  under  contract  to  lease  its 
films  to  the  bankrupt  at  a  certain  sum  per 
foot  plus  an  extra  charge  which  was  to  come 
out  of  the  net  profits  of  the  bankrupt  after 
deducting  a  dividend  on  the  preferred  and 
common  stock,  does  not  render  such  pa3rment 
a  dividend  instead  of  a  payment  of  rent  for 
the  films  leased.  Tn  re  General  Film  Corp., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  9()3.  The 
court  said:    " 

''The  common  stock  of  the  bankrupt  was 
$190,000  in  10,000  shares  of  $10  each,  and 
each  of  the  ten  manufacturers  originally 
owned  1,000  shares.  The  government  con- 
tends that  this  fact,  together  with  the  fact 
that  the  extra  footage  charge  was  to  come 
out  of  the  net  profits  after  deducting  7  per 
cent  dividend  on  the  preferred  and  12  per 
cent  on  the  common  stock,  shows  that  the 
payment  is  really  a  declaration  of  a  divi- 
dend to  the  manufacturers  and  not  a  pay- 
ment of  rent  for  the  films  leased  from  them. 
There  is  undoubtedly  great  force  in  this 
argument.  On  the  other  hand,  the  charge 
of  nine  cents  a  foot  for  the  films  was  shown 
to  be  much  below  what  they  seem  to  have 
been  worth,  and  the  additional  payment  was 
not  to  be  made  to  the  manufacturers  in  pro- 
portion to  the  stock  they  held,  but  in  pro- 
portion to  the  amount  of  film  footage  each 
had  furnished  the  bankrupt  during  the  year. 
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They  furnii^hed  difTerent  amounts  and  were 
entitled  to  their  proportion  of  the  flurphis 
without  any  reference  to  the  amount  of  their 
stockholding  or  even  if  they  held  no  stock 
at  all.  The  question  is  one  of  intention,  and 
we  are  not  disposed  to  disturb  the  construc- 
tion which  the  referee  and  the  court  below 
put  upon  the  contract." 

Vol.  IV,  p.  255,  sec.  38.    [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  829.] 

I.  Subdivision  first. 

3.  Nature  of  tax. 

4.  Corporations  subject  to  tax. 

5.  "Carrying    on,"    "  engaged    in "    or 

"  doing  "  business. 

6.  Income. 

n.  Subdivision  second. 

I.  Subdivision  Fibbt 
3.  Nature  of  Taw   (p.  261) 

Basis  of  taxation. — A  fair  interpretation 
of  the  statute  is  that  income  forms  a  basis 
for  taxation  only  for  the  year  in  which  it 
was  received.  Fink  v.  Northwestern  Mut.  L. 
Ins.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
9G8. 

4.  Corporations  Subject  to  Tax  (p.  261) 

In  General  —  Jeicelera*  Safety  Fund  So- 
ciety.—  In  Jewelers'  Safe'^c  Fund  Soc.  f. 
Lowe,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  93. 
it  appeared  that  the  plaintiff  was  incorpo- 
rated by  special  statute  of  the  state  of  New 
York.  It  was  not  an  insurance  company 
under  the  laws  of  that  state.  The  members 
were  not  liable  to  assessment  until  after  each 
loss  occurred,  and  were  not  liable  to  pay  un- 
til after  sixty  days'  notice  of  the  assessment. 
For  their  own  convenience,  however,  they 
deposited  with  the  company  an  amount  esti- 
mated by  it  to  cover  expenses  and  losses  in- 
curred during  the  year,  which  deposits  it 
invested  or  carried  in  bank,  and  so  earned 
interest.  This  interest  belonged,  not  to  the 
company,  but  to  the  depositors.  The  com- 
pany had  no  right  in  the  fund  at  all  until 
a  loss  was  ascertained,  and  the  amount  of 
its  gross  income  was  the  sum  which  it  col- 
lected from  these  deposits  of  the  members 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  operating  expenses 
and  losses.  It  was  hi'ld  that  the  plaintiff 
was  an  insurance  company  not  falling  within 
the  classes  exempted  in  each  act,  and  there- 
fore subject  to  taxation  on  its  net  income. 

5.  "  Carrying  on,**  "  Engaged  in  **  or  "  Doing  " 
Buaineaa  (p.  263)    . 

Wliat  constftutea  "carrying  on,"  "en- 
gaged in"  or  "doing"  business  —  Oeneralb;. 
— ^Where  the  owner  of  a  mining  lease  sub- 
leased the  land  to  a  mining  company  and 
employed  an  engineer  to  superintend  or  in* 
spect  the  mining  operations  carried   on  by 


iiR  lessee  in  order  to  see  that  it  was  carrying 
out  the  terms  of  the  lease  it  was  held  that 
the  owner  of  the  lease  was  "  doing  busines'^ " 
and  subject  to  a  tax  on  the  royalties  re- 
ceived bv  it  under  its  contract  with  the  sub- 
leasee.  Chwnung  Iron  Co.  v.  Lynch,  ( C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)   200  Fed.  368. 

6.  Income  (p.  267) 

Rule  stated  —  Dividends. — To  the  same 
effect  as  the  first  paragraph  of  the  original 
annotation,  see  Fink  v.  Northwestern  Mut.. 
L.  Tns.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.  968. 

Interest  which  has  accrued  but  has  not 
actually  been  collected  does  not  constitute 
taxable  income  under  this  act.  Walker  v. 
Gulf,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (O.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
269  Fed.  885. 

Insurance  premiums  and  interest. —  Pre- 
miums due  and  deferred,  and  interest  due 
and  accrued,  but  not  actually  collected  in 
cash  are  not  income,  within  the  meaning  of 
the  act.  Thus,  interest  on  policy  loans 
which  by  the  terma  of  the  contract  was  added 
to  the  principal  of  the  loan  when  it  became 
due  and  remained  unpaid  by  the  policy 
holders,  is  not  income  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act.  Fink  v.  Northwestern  Mut.  L. 
Ins.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
968. 

II.  SiTBDIYISION  £teOOND    (p.  270) 

Deductions — The  term  "paid-up  capital 
stock  "  of  a  corporation,  as  used  in  subdivi- 
sion 2  of  this  section,  means  such  an  amount 
received  by  the  corporation  as  does  not  ex- 
ceed the  par  value  of  the  outstanding  shares, 
plus  the  amount  received  for  any  part-paid 
stock.  It  does-  not  mean  the  aggregate 
amount  received  by  the  corporation  for  the 
shares,  the  full-paid  stock  receipts,  and  part- 
paid  stock  receipts  issued  by  it,  even  though 
said  sum  be  in  excess  of  the  par  value.  U.  S. . 
f.  New  York,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (D.  C.  Conn.  1919) 
265  Fed.  331. 

As  to  what  constitutes  "paid-up  capital 
stock  "  it  is  said  in  a  case  where  this  ques- 
tion was  involved: 

"The  question  presented  is:  What  did 
Congress  intend  by  the  phrase  '  paid-up  capi- 
tal stock  outstanding  at  the  close  of  the 
year  *  ?  The  plaintiff  in  error  contends  Con- 
gress intended  to  include  as  part  of  the  paid- 
up  capital  stock  all  the  moneys  paid  by  the 
stockholders  for  their  stock,  including  the 
sums  paid  in  excess  of  $100  per  share.  The 
defendant  in  error  claims  the  term  'paid-up 
capital  stock*  refers  to  the  total  par  value;, 
that  is,  $100  for  each  share.  The  plaintiff 
in  error  treated  the  surplus  above  ^100  as 
a  premium  paid  for;  before  1909,  in  its 
books,  it  was  accounted  for  in  its  *  profit  and 
loss  account.'  After  that,  it  was  treated  as 
in  its  *  premium  account.'  The  exopss  paid 
in  price  is,  in  fact,  a  premium  paid  for  the 
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stock;  for  when  such  shareB  of  stock  are 
at  face  value,  they  are  at  par,  and  when 
more  is  paid,  they  are  above  par  or  at  a 
premium.  The  total  of  the  par  value  has 
always  been  considered  capital  stock.  The 
term  '  capital  stock '  has  thus  been  used,  not 
only  in  banking  and  commerce,  but  in  the 
corporation  act«  in  the  several  states.  Full 
force  and  effect  must  be  given  to  the  term 
'  paid-up '  as  used  in  the  statute,  and  its 
use  in  connection  with  'not  exceeding.'  We 
think  the  employment  of  these  words  made 
the  intention  of  Congress  clear  ae  obviously 
nieaning  paid  up  to  par  value,  and  not  ex- 
ceeding that."  New  York,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v. 
U.  S.,   (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  907. 

Depreciation. —  In  Nashville,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v. 
U.  a,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  351, 
the  judge*8  charge  as  to  allowance  for  a  de- 
preciation of  property  which  is  substantially 
given  in  the  following  extract  from  the  opin- 
ion was  held  to  be  correct: 

"The  substance  of  the  charge  otherwise 
was  that  the  question  of  fact  to  be  deter- 
mined was  merely  whether  the  deductions 
made  by  defendant  in  its  excise  tax 
reports  for  the  years  1909  and  1910,  viz. 
$249,024.54  for  the  former  year,  and 
$239,229.70  for  the  latter  year,  were  in  whole 
or  in  part  reasonable  allowances  for  depreci- 
ation of  roadway  during  those  respective 
years;  that  if  such  allowances  were  reason- 
able the  government  is  not  entitled  to  re- 
cover; that  if  they  were  not  reasonable  the 
government  was  entitled  to  verdict  for  1 
per  cent  of  the  amounts  improperly  deducted. 
The  jury  was  specifically  instructed  to  con- 
sider, first,  'the  depreciation,  either  phys- 
ical or  functional,  in  the  value  of  those 
parts  of  the  roadway  which  have  not  been 
repaired  or  renewed  or  replaced*;  and,  sec- 
ond, 'what  has  been  the  effect  of  the  repairs, 
renewals,  and  replacements  that  have  been 
made  to  other  parts,  and  determine  whether, 
after  you  strike  a  final  balance  at  the  end 
of  the  year,  the  roadway  is  of  greater  or 
less  value,  or  of  equal  value,  than  or  to  that 
which  it  was  at  tlie  beginning  of  the  year,' 
and  that  if  it  should  be  found  'that  the 
value  of  the  roadway,  its  actual  value,  is 
as  great  at  the  end  of  the  year,  after  these 
repairs  and  replacements  have  been  made 'for 
which  credit  has  been  given  aa  an  expense 
deduction,  then  there  is  no  depreciation  in 
value  of  .  .  .  the  roadway,  within  the 
meaning  of  the  statute,'  but  that  'if,  after 
making  such  repairs,  replacements,  and  re- 
newals in  the  different  unite  of  the  road- 
way, it  should  be  found  that  some  parts  have 
been  made  more  valuable  by  the  putting  in 
of  new  parts  in  place  of  womout  parts,  yet 
the  depreciation  in  the  rest  of  the  roadway, 
in  the  deterioration,  obsolescence,  etc.,  of 
other  units  which  have  not  been  changed,  and 
so  little  done  in  repairing  and  replacing  that 
at  the  end  of  the  year,  taking  it  as  a  whole, 
the   depreciation   in   value  has  exceeded  the 


repairs,  replacements,  and  renewals,  so  that 
it  is  worth  less  than  it  was,  ...  to  that 
extent  the  railway  is  entitled  to  a  deduction 
of  1  per  cent."* 

Decrease  in  value  of  assets  because  of 
premiums  on  bonds  is  said  not  to  come 
within  any  definition  of  "  depreciation " 
under  this  or  similar  acts  and  is  therefore 
not  deductible.  Fink  p.  Northwestern  Mut. 
L.  Ins.  Co.,  (CCA.  7th  Cir.  1920)  2.7 
Fed.  966. 

An  additum  to  the  reserue  funds  of  a  life 
insurance  company  because  of  liability  on 
supplementary  contracts  not  involving  life 
contingencies  and  canceled  policies  on  which 
a  cash  surrender  value  may  be  demanded  is 
not  deductible  from  gross  income  under  this 
act.  Fink  v.  Northwestern  Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co., 
(C.  C  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  968. 

Money  advanced  to  subsidiary  company.-^ 
It  has  been  held  that  amounts  advanced  by 
a  railway  company  to  a  terminal  company 
organized  by  it  but  which  is  a  separate  ard 
distinct  entity  cannot  be  properly  charged 
by  the  railway  company  as  a  part  of  the  ordi- 
nary and  necessary  expenses  of  maintenance 
and  operation  of  its  business  and  property. 
Walker  t?.  Gulf,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C  C  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)  209  Fed.  886. 

Salaries. — "The  basis  on  which  a  salary 
may  be  allowed  a«  a  valid  deduction  is  that 
it  was  in  fact  an  'ordinary  and  necessary 
expense  (of  the  corporation)  actually  paid 
.  .  .  in  the  maintenance  and  operation  of 
its  business.'  To  be  a  necessary  expense  it 
must  have  been  paid  for  services  actually 
rendered.  Jacobs  &  Davies,  Inc.,  f>,  Ander- 
son, 228  Fed.  605,  606,  148  C.  C  A.  87. 
Whether  services  were  rendered  and  whether 
also  they  were  commensurate  with  the 
salary  paid  are  matters  of  judgment  and  dis- 
cretion reposed  by  general  law  in  the  board 
of  directors  of  the  Corporation.  As  the  board 
of  directors  is  charged  with  the  duty  and 
clothed  with  the  discretion  of  fixing  the 
salaries  of  the  corporation's  oflficers,  the 
government  has  no  right  (until  expressly 
granted  by  statute)  to  inquire  into  and  d'^- 
termine  whether  the  amounts  thereof  a-e 
proper,  that  is,  whether  they  are  too  much 
or  too  little.  But,  while  the  amount  of 
salary  fixed  by  a  board  of  directors  is  pre- 
sumptively valid,  it  is  not  conclusively  so, 
because  the  government  may  inquire 
whether  the  amount  paid  is  salary  or  som?- 
thing  else.  Admittedly  the  government  has 
a  right  to  collect  taxes  on  net  income  of  a 
corporation  based  on  profits  after  all  ordi- 
nary and  necessary  expenses,  including 
salaries,  are  paid.  It  has  a  right,  therefor?, 
to  attack  the  action  of  a  board  of  directors 
and  show  by  evidence,  not  that  a  given  salary 
is  too  much,  but  that,  in  the  circumstances, 
the  whole  or  some  part  of  it  is  not  salar** 
at  all  but  is  profits  diverted  to  a  stockhold- 
ing officer  under  the  guise  of  salary  and  as 
such  is  subject  to  taxation."    U.  S.  v,  Phila- 
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delphia  Knitting  Mills  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1921)    2r3  Fed.   ©57. 

Adding  premiums  from  sale  of  stock  to 
par  valiie» — In  Boston,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  lat  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.. 578,  the 
railroad,  in  its  tax  return  under  this  section 
for  the  year  1909,  treated  premiums  (a  sum 
considerably  over  $5,000,000)  received  from 
the  sale  of  stock,  when  the  stock  was  selling 
above  par,  as  part  of  its  paid-up  capital 
stock,  and  as  something  to  be  added  to  the 
par  value,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the 
amount  of  deduction  upon  the  ground  of  in- 
terest upon  indebtedness,  and  by  including  the 
interest  paid  upon  the  sum  representing  the 
premiums  thus  received  from  the  .  sale  of 
stock  it  increased  the  deduction  from  the 
gross  earnings  considerablv  more  than  a  mil- 
lion dollars,  with  the  result  of  decreasing  the 
tax  in  a  very  considerable  measure  below 
what  would  have  accrued  to  the  government 
if  the  return  had  been  computed  and  the  de- 
duction made  upon  the  basis  of  interest  paid 
upon  its  outstanding  capital  stock  at  its  par 
value.  In  holding  that  such  deduction  was 
invalid,  the  court  said:  ''Judge  Bingham, 
in  the  District  Court,  in  passing  upon  this 
statutory  provision,  said: 

'There  is  nothing  in  the  language  of  the 
clause  in  question  (section  98)  that  justifies 
one  in  concluding  that  Congress  intended  that 
premiums  on  stock  sold  by  a  corporation 
should  be  added  to  its  outstanding  paid-up 
capital  stock  in  determining  deductions  to  be 
made  in  assessing  the  tax  under  this  law.' 

*'  We  think  the  logic  of  the  case  is  pven 
stronger  than  that,  against  the  corporation. 
By  this  we  mean  that,  beyond  the  view  that 
there  is  nothing  in  the  language  of  the  act  to 
justify  such  a  conclusion,  there  is  an  ex- 
press and  unmistakable  negative  against  It. 

"  The  situation  here  is  one  in  which  the  in- 
tention of  Congress  is  not  only  plain,  but  im- 
peratively plain.    The  language  is: 

** '  The  amount  of  interest  actually  paid 
within  the  year  on  *  •  *  indebtedness  to 
an  amount  •  »  •  ^ot  exceeding  the 
paid-up   capital   stock.' 

"Thus  the  language  is  not  only  unmis- 
takably clear,  but  mandatory.  This  is  so 
because  the  words  'not  exceeding'  are  ex- 
press words  of  limitation  —  words  which 
control  the  term  'paid-up,'  and  fix  the  line 
beyond  which  the  deduction  cannot  go. 

"  As  commonly  known,  certificates  of  stock 
represent  the  shares.  When  the  shares  are  at 
face  value  they  are  at  par,  and  when  worth 
more  they  are  above  par,  or  at  a  premium 
(Cent.  Diet.  vol.  4,  p.  4271),  but  by  such 
fluctuations  the  shares  of  stock  do  not  lose 
their  identity  or  character  as  such,  but  re- 
main shares  of  stock;  and  the  sum  total  of 
the  shares,  at  par,  constitute  the  capital  stock 
in  the  sense  in  which  the  term  is  ordinarily 
used  in  banking  and  commerce. 

"It  is  quite  manifest  that  Congress  used 
tlie  term  '  paid-up  capital  stock '  in  the  par 


value  sense.  This  would  be  the  common  and 
ordinary^  understanding  of  the  term;  and  it 
is  perfectly  plain  that  Congress  did  not  in- 
tend a  deduction,  in  this  respect,  beyond  in- 
terest paid  on  indebtedness  to  the  amount  of 
outstanding  capital  stock,  in  the  sense  in 
which  that  expression  is  ordinarily  accepted. 
And'  the  term  *  paid-up,*  in  the  sense  in  which 
it  was  used  in  connection  with  the  limitation 
of  'not  exceeding,'  obviously  means  paid  up 
to  par  value,  but  not  exceeding  that. 

''Premiums  received  from  the  sale  of  stock 
are  not  outstanding  capital  stock;  and  they 
are  no  more  the  capital  stock  of  a  railroad 
than  is  undivided  surplus  in  a  bank  the 
capital  stock  of  a  bank. 

"The  provisions  describing  the  deductions 
to  be  made,  in  order  to  ascertain  the  taxable 
net  ineome,  are  addressed  to  the  business 
publie,  and  to  corporations  generally,  and 
define  the  manner  in  which  tax  returns  shall 
be  made;  and,  in  such  circumstances,  the  ru^e 
would  be  that  Congress  used  the  t^rm  in  the 
sense  of  its  generally  accepted  meaning." 

Vol.  IV,  p.  278,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 
1916  Snpp.,  p.  74.] 

Names  and  addreiMa  of  seller  and  buyer. 
—  Bought  and  sold  slips  are  admissible  in 
evidence  where  although  uone  of  them  give 
the  addresses  of  both  buyer  and  seller  yet 
each  of  them  with  so  few  exceptions  as  to  be 
inunaterial  gives  the  address  of  the  party 
to  be  charged.  This  is  especially  true  where 
there  is  testimony  that  at  the  same  time  that 
each  bought  slip  was  signed,  a  corresponding 
sold  slip  mutatis  mutandis  was  signed  by 
the  party  to  be  charged  thereby,  and  that  at 
the  time  that  each  sold  slip  was  signed  a 
corresponding  bought  slip  mutatis  mutandis 
was  signed  by  the  party  to  be  charged,  it 
being  held  that  thus  the  presumption  arose 
that  the  two  corresponding  slips  which  .evi- 
denced each  contract  set  forth  the  addresses 
as  well  as  the  names  of  the  seller  and  the 
buyer  in  each  contract.  Gettys  v.  New- 
burger,  ( C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921 )  272  Fed.  20». 

Quantity  and  price. — >In  Gettys  v.  Kew- 
burger,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
209,  an  objection  was  made  that  none  of 
the  broker's  slips  stated  the  quantity  or  price 
of  the  cotton  bought  or  sold.  The  court 
held  that  the  contract  was  sufficiently  clear 
when  the  telegram,  broker's  slip,  rule  of  the 
stock  exchange  and  othier  evidence  were  read 
together,  and  further  said:  "When  one 
sends  an  order  to  a  broker  doing  business 
in  an  established  trade  on  one  of  the  great 
public  exchanges  of  the  country  to  buy,  sell, 
or  make  contracts  on  such  an  exchange,  he 
confers  upon  such  broker  authority  to  deal 
in  the  terms  and  language  understood  and 
used  there,  and  in  accordance  with  the  settled 
usage  and  the  by-laws  and  rules  of  the  ex- 
change, even  though  he  may  not  know  their 
terms  or  effect." 


486 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


Vol.  IV,  p.  284,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 

1916  Supp.,  p.  89.] 
Goods  **  remoYed  for  sale." —  Chewing  gum 
transported  by  the  manufacturer  from  the 
place  of  preparation  to  one  of  its  other  fac- 
tories or  warehouses,  as  the  state  of  the  stock 
therein  or  the  condition  of  the  trade  .may 
demand}-  must  be  deemed  subject  to  the  stamp 
tax  imposed  by  this  section,  upon  gum  and 
other  specified  articles  "  sold  or  removed  for 
sale,"  although  the  amount  of  the  tax  is 
determined  by  the  retail  price  or  value  of  the 
article ;  eepecially  in  view  of  section  20  of  this 
act,  under  which  manufacturers  of  such  ar- 
ticles are  required  to  file  monthly  declara- 
tions that  no  such  article  has  been  removed 
from  the  premises  of  such  manufacturer  other 
than  such  as  has  been  duly  taken  account  of 
and  charged  with  the  stamp  tax.  U.  S.  v, 
American  Chicle  Co.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — , 
41  S.  Ct.  648,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  IV,  p.  290,  sec.  11.     [First  ed., 

1916  Supp.,  p.  91.] 

Act  of  1898  preserved. —  The  qualified  re- 
peal of  the  SUmp  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  p.  1903,  sec.  1400)  left  this  provision 
so  far  in  effect  that  unstamped  proxies  are 
invalid.  State  v.  Miller,  (Wis.  1920)  179 
N.  W.  816. 

Construction  of  similar  section  of  Act  of 
June  13,  Z898  —  In  geiteral — In  Oviatt  t\ 
Wojcicky,  (1920)  95  Conn.  662,  111  Atl.  837, 
which  was  action  to  recover  on  a  promissory 
note,  it  was  informally  disclosed  upon  the 
trial  that  the  note  in  question  was  not  duly 
stamped  upon  its  execution  and  delivery  as 
required  by  this  section.  The  defendant 
thereupon  asked  the  court  to  charge  the  jury 
in  effect  that  its  acceptance  by  the  plaintiff 
in  that  condition  not  only  subjected  him  to 
tho  penalty  provided  by  the  Federal  law  for 
its  violation,  but  left  the  note  worthless  as 
the  basis  for  any  action  by  the  plaintiff  upon 
the  debt  which  it  evidences.'  In  refusing  to 
give  this  instruction,  the  court  said:  **  No 
snch  issue  was  in  the  case,  raised  either  by 
the  pleadings  or  otherwise,  and  the  defend- 
ant was  in  no  position  to  take  advantage  of 
any  claimed  dereliction  of  the  plaintiff  as 
suprgested.  We  have,  moreover,  in  an  earlier 
case  involving  a  similar  question  under  the 
federal  Revenue  Act  of  1898,  pointed  out  the 
somewhat  limited  effect  of  a  mere  failure  to 
aflSx  a  stamp  at  the  right  time  and  place. 
Garland  v.  Gaines.  73  Conn.  662,  666,  49 
Atl.  19,  84  Am.  St.  Rep.  182." 

Vol.  IV,  p.  311,  sec.  3450.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  795.] 

Section  as  repealed  by  National  Prohibition 
Act. —  This  section  was  not  repealed  by  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  [1919  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  2021.  U.  S.  v.  One  Cole  Aero  Eight 
Automobile,  (D.  C.  Mont.  1921)  273  Fed. 
934;  U.  S.  V.  One  Essex  Touring  Automobile, 


(N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  266  Fed.  138.  But  compare 
U.  S.  r.  One  Haynes  Automobile,  (C.  C.  A.  5th 
Cin  1921)  274  Fed.  926,  affirming  (S.  D. 
Fla.  1920)  268  Fed.  1003,  holding  that  the 
section  was  repealed  by  such  act. 

R.  S.  sees.  3460  and  3461  as  modifying 
forfeiture  provisions  of  this  section. —  The 
forfeiture  provisions  of  this  section,  in  case 
of  the  removal  or  deposit  and  concealment 
of  goods  or  commodities  upon  which  a  tax 
has  been  imposed  by  the  United  States  and 
has  not  been  paid,  are  not  modified  bv  R.  S. 
sees.  3460  and  3461  (4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d 
ed.)  pp.  321,  322),  so  as  to  prevent  the  for- 
feiture of  interests  for  which  those  sections 
offer  protection.  J.  W.  Goldsmith,  Jr .-Grant 
Co.  17.  U.  8.,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  605,  41  8.  Ct 
189,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Constitutionality  .—-Construing  this  section 
as  authorizing  the  forfeiture  of  an  auto- 
mobile used  in  the  removal  or  the  deposit 
and  concealment  of  distilled  spirits  upon 
which  a  tax  was  imposed  by  the  United 
States  and  had  not  been  paid,  notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  the  seller  of  such  auto- 
mobile, who  had  reserved  title  to  it  as  se- 
curity for  unpaid  purchase  money,  did  not 
participate  in  or  have  knowledge  of  the 
illicit  use  by  the  purchaser,  does  not  render 
such  section  invalid  under  U.  S.  Const.,  14th 
Amend.,  as  taking  property  without  due 
prrx^ess  of  law.  J.  W.  Goldsmith,  Jr.-Grant 
Co.  I?.  U.  S.,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  606,  41  S.  Ct. 
189,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein  the  court 
said :  ''  If  the  case  were  the  first  of  its  kind, 
it  and  its  apparent  paradoxes  might  compel 
a  lengthy  discussion  to  harmonize  the  sec- 
tion with  the  accepted  tests  of  human  con- 
duct. Its  words,  taken  literally,  forfeit  prop- 
erty illicitly  used,  though  the  owner  of  it 
did  not  participate  in  or  have  knowledge 
of  the  illicit  use.  There  is  strength,  there- 
fore, in  the  contention  that,  if  such  be  the 
inevitable  meaning  of  the  section,  it  seems  to 
violate  that  justice  which  should  be  the 
foundation  of  the  due  process  of  law  re- 
quired by  the  Constitution.  It  is,  hence 
plausibly  urged  that  such  could  not  have 
been  the  intention  of  Congress;  that  Con- 
gress necessarily  had  in  mind  the  facts  and 
practices  of  the  world,  and  that,  in  the  con- 
veniences of  business  and  of  life,  property 
is  often  and  sometimes  necessarily  put  into 
the  possession  of  another  than  its  owner. 
And  it  follows,  is  the  contention,  that  Con- 
gress only  intended  to  condemn  the  interest 
the  possessor  of  the  property  might  have  to 
punish  his  guilt,  and  not  to  forfeit  the  title 
of  the  owner,  who  was  without  guilt. 

"  Regarded  in  this  abstraction  the  argument 
Is  formidable;  but  there  are  other  and  mili- 
tating consideration's.  Oongrese  must  have 
taken  into  a^^ount  the  necessities  of  the 
povernnipnt.  its  revenues  and  policies,  and 
was  faced  with  the  necessity  of  making  pro- 
vision against  their  violation  or  evasion,  and 
the  ways  and  means  of  violation  or  evasion. 
In  breaches  of  revenue  provisions  some  forms 
of  property  are  facilities,  and  therefore  it 
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may  be  said  that  Congress  interposes  the 
care  and  responsibility  of  their  owners  in 
aid  of  the  prohibitions  of  the  law  and  its 
punitive  provisions  by  ascribing  to  the  prop- 
erty a  certain  personality,  a  power  of  com- 
plicity and  guilt  in  the  wrong.  In  such 
case  there  is  some  analogy  to  a  deodand,  by 
which  a  personal  chattel  that  was  the  imme- 
diate cause  of  the  death  of  any  reasonable 
creature  was  forfeited.  To  the  superstitious 
reason  to  which  the  rule  was  ascribed.  Black- 
stone  adds  that  '  that  such  misfortunes  are 
in  part  owing  to  the  negligence  of  the  owner, 
and  therefore  he  is  properly  punishable  by 
such  forfeiture/  And  he  ol»erved:  'A  like 
punishment  is  in  like  cases  inflicted  by  the 
Miosaical  law:  ''If  an  ox  gore  a  man  that 
he  die,  the  ox  shall  be  stoned,  and  his  flesh 
shall  not  be  eaten."  And,  among  the  Atheni- 
ans, whatever  was  the  cause  of  a  man's  death, 
by  falling  upon  him,  was  exterminated  or 
cast  out  of  the  dominions  of  the  republic' 
See  also  The  Blackheath  (United  States  v. 
Evans),  195  U.  S.  361,  300,  367,  49  L.  ed. 
236-238,  26  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  4d;  Liverpool, 
B.  &  R.  P.  Steam  Nav.  Co.  v.  Brooklyn  East- 
ern Dist.  Terminal,  251  U.  S.  48,  53,  64  L. 
ed,  130,  132,  40  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  66. 

"But  whether  the  reason  for  §  3450  be 
arti<^cial  or  real,  it  is  too  firmly  fixed  in 
the  punitive  and  remedial  jurisprudence  of 
the  country  to  be  now  displaced.  Dobbins 
Distillery  v.  United  States,  96  U.  S.  395, 
24  L.  ed.  637,  is  an  example  of  the  rulings 
we  have  before  made.  It  cites  and  reviewe 
(Hrior  cases  applying  their  doctrine  and  sus- 
taining the  constitutionality  of  such  laws. 
It  militates  therefore  against  the  view  that 
§  3450  is  not  applicable  to  a  property  whose 
owner  is  without  guilt.  In  other  words,  it 
is  the  ruling  of  that  case,  based  on  prior 
cases,  that  the  thing  is  primarily  considered 
the  olTender.  And  the  principle  and  prac- 
tice have  examples  in  admiralty.  The  Pal- 
myra 12  Wheat.  1,  6  L.  ed.  531." 

Purpose  and  scope  of  section. — "In  the 
present  case  we  have  a  long  and  involved 
single  sentence  to  construe.  The  general 
purpose  to  suppress  an  intended  fraud  on  the 
revenue  by  forfeiture  on  removal,  deposit,  or 
concealment,  both  of  the  articles  taxed  and 
certain  things  connected  with  them,  is  evi- 
dent. The  forfeitures  described  may  be  re- 
ferred to  as  primary  and  secondary.  The 
things  primarily  forfeited  on  the  conditions 
named  are  those  in  the  first  clause  and  are 

(1)  the  taxed  goods  and  commoditief^,   and 

(2)  materials,  utensils,  and  vessels  proper 
and  intended  for  use  in  the  making  of  the 
goods  and  commodities.  As  to  the  la^t  named 
it  is  not  necessary  that  any  goods  or  com- 
modities should  have  actually  been  produced 
from  or  with  them.  The  next  clause,  being 
that  specially  for  construction,  provides  the 
secondary  forfeitures,  that   is,   those  conse- 

?uent  on  the  forfeitures  previously  declared, 
t  begins  'and  in  every  such  case/  These 
words  plainly  mean  that,  whenever  either 
goods    and    commodities   or    materials    and 


utensils  are  forfeited  under  the  preceding 
clause  the  matter  is  not  to  end,  but  as  con- 
sequences thereof  (1)  the  vessels,  casks,  or 
packages  containing  the  goods  and  commodi- 
ties and  (2)  the  vessels,  boats,  carts,  car- 
riages, etc.,  used  in  the  removal,  deposit,  or 
concealment  of  the  things  previously  for- 
feited are  also  to  be  forfeited."  U.  S.  V.  One 
Bay  Horse,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1921)  270  Fed.  590. 

Forfeitttre  —  In  general. —  In  U.  S.  -r.  One 
Bay  Horse,  (N.  D.  6a.  1921)  270  Fed.  590, 
a  horse,  a  wagon  and  a  set  of  harness  were 
declared  forfeited  because  used  for  the  re- 
moval and  deposit  of  a  still  and  other  dis- 
tilling apparatus,  proper  and  intended  to  be 
used  for  the  making  of  distilled  liquors  on 
which  a  tax  was  imposed,  with  intent  to 
defraud  the  United  States  of  the  tax.  It  was 
held,  however,  that  a  rifle  was  not  subject  to 
forfeiture.  The  court  said :  "  Now  the  still- 
ing apparatus,  which  was  with  fraudulent 
intent  removed  and  deposited  in  the  wagon, 
was  forfeited  under  the  first  clause,  and  is 
not  in  question  here.  It  is  therefore  ons 
of  the  instances  covered  by  the  words  '  in 
every  such  case,'  and  these  words  must  be 
satisfied  by  something  that  follows  them  in 
the  statute.  They  cannot  be  satisfied  by  the 
forfeiture  of  casks,  vessels,  and  cases,  for 
stills  involve  no  such,  and  indeed  these  things 
are  limited  to  such  as  contained  the  goods 
and  commodities.  The  secondary  forfeiture, 
following  the  forfeiture  of  utensils,  must 
therefore  relate  only  to  the  boats,  carts, 
carriages,  etc,  used  in  deposit  and  removal, 
and  the  word  '  thereof '  following  them  must 
be  held  to  refer  to  all  the  articles  mentioned 
in  the  firs^  clause  as  forfeited  by  fraudulent 
removal,  deposit,  or  concealment.  As  to  the 
wagon,  horse,  and  harness,  therefore,  a  cause 
of  forfeiture  is  set  forth. 

"  The  rifle  is  not  a  thing  that  could  natu* 
rally  and  ordinarily  be  used  in  the  way  al- 
leged and  no  special  use  thereof  is  shown. 
The  allegations  as  to  it  are  insufficient.'' 

Irmocence  of  automobile  oimcr.— -The  fact 
that  the  seller  of  an  autconobile,  who  had 
reserved  title  to  it  as  security  for  unpaid 
purchase  money,  did  not  participate  in  or 
have  knowledge  of  its  illicit  use  by  the  pur- 
chaser in  the  removal  or  deposit  and  conceal- 
ment of  distilled  spirits  upon  which  a  tax 
was  imposed  by  the  United  States  and  had 
not  been  paid,  will  not  prevent  the  forfeiture 
of  his  title  to  such  automobile,  under  this 
section,  which  provides  for  the  forfeiture  of 
the  contraband  goods,  and  of  every  vessel, 
boat,  cart,  carriage,  or  other  conveyance  what- 
soever, and  all  things  used  in  the  removal 
or  for  the  deposit  and  concealment  of  such 
goods.  J.  W.  Goldsmith,  Jr.-Orant  Co.  v. 
U.  S.,  (1921)  254  U.  8.  505,  41  S.  Ct.  189, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Likewise,  a  vehicle  used  in  furtherance  of 
a  fraud  on  the  revenue  laws  is  subject  to 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  under  this  sec- 
tion despite  the  innocence  or  want  of  knowl- 
edge of  the  owner.    U.  S.  r.  One  W.  W.  Shaw 
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Aatomobile  Taxi,  etc.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1921)  272 
Fed.  4»1. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  313,  sec.  3453.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  in,  p.  797.] 

Scope  of  statute  —  Money  or  checks, — Where 
money  or  a  check  is  found  in  such  relation 
to  contraband  articles  and  apparatus,  that 
a  clear  inference  can  be  made  to  justify  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  the  proceeds  of  the 
illegal  enterprise  and  used  in  the  operation 
and  carrying  on  of  such  business,  the  right 
to  forfeit  such  property  is  clearly  contem- 
plated. U.  S.  V.  One  Machine,  etc.,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1920)  267  Fed.  501. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  323,  sec.  3462.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  804.] 

Conformity  to  state  practice. —  Proceed- 
ings for  arrest  which  include  search  warrants 
should  conform  to  ertate  practice.  Thus,  the 
ascertainment  of  probable  cause  is  a  judicial 
function  which  must  be  exercised  in  conform- 
ity with  the  statutes  of  the  state  in  which 
the  warrant  is  issued.  U.  S.  v,  Maresca, 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  713. 

Requirements  for  search  warrants  —  In 
general, —  "  The  requirements  of  section  3462 
relating'  to  the  showing  to  be  made  as  a 
basis  for  issuing  the  warrant  do  not  meet 
the  mandatory  provisions  of  the  Constitution. 
In  the  language  of  Attorney  General  Knox, 
the  section  '  does  not  state  all  of  that  which 
must  be  stated  in  the  application '  for  the 
search  warrant.  24  Op.  Attys.  Gen.  685,  688. 
In  other  words,  the  constitutional  provision 
is  paramount.  The  showing  under  oath 
essential  upbn  which  to  predicate  the  issu- 
ance of  the  warrant  should  state  pertinent 
facts  from  which  the  magistrate  may  deter- 
mine the  existence  of  probable  cause,  or  there 
should  be  a  hearing  by  him  with  that  purpose 
in  view.  Probable  cause  is  a  legal  conclusion, 
which  is  for  the  magistrate  to  deduce  from 
the  facts  stated,  and  the  mere  assertion  under 
oath  that  the  affiant  believed  and  does  believe 
that  a  fraud  upon  the  revenue  has  been  or 
is  being  committed  is  entirely  insufScient 
upon  which  to  predicate  the  finding  of  prob- 
able cause."  U.  S.  t?.  Pitotto,  (D.  C.  Ore. 
1920)  267  Fed.  603. 

Probable  cause. —  Since  the  Constitution 
plainly  requires  warrants,  whether  for  arrest, 
or  search  and  seizure,  or  both,  to  issue  only 
upon  probable  cause  supported  by  oath  — 
the  words  "probable  cause,"  though  used  in 
a  statute,  are  to  be  interpreted  in  harmony 
with  the  meaning  assignable  to  them  in  the 
Fourth  Amendment.  Therefore  there  must 
be  actual  probable  cause,  not  merely  a  bald, 
tjiough  verified,  assertion  of  su&picion,  and 
to  that  end  the  magistrate  may  inquire  into 
the  truth  of  the  affidavit  offered  as  a  basis 
for  warrant.  On  the  question  whether  there 
was  probable  cause  for  search  and  seizure, 
much  latitude  as  to  evidence  should  be  per- 
mitted; and  if,  at  time  of  hearing,  the  magis- 


trate is  then  of  opinion  that  there  existed 
probaible  cause  when  warrant  issued,  he 
should  sustain  the  seizure.  U.  S.  ff,  Maresca, 
(S.  L.  N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  713. 

Powers  and  duties  of  commissioiieis. — 
The  commissioner  must  obey  the  statutes  in 
so  far  as  they  are  constitutional.  If  any 
statute  enlarges  the  power  to  arrest  or  search 
and  seize,  and  it  is  alleged  that  such  statute 
infringes  constitutional  guaranties,  he  is 
bound  by  repeated  decisions  to  refer  that 
matter  to  the  higher  courts,  unless  the  con- 
stitutional question  be  extraordinarily  plain. 
Yet  if  one  comstructicm  of  an  act  is  plainly 
harmonious  with  the  Constitution,  and  an- 
other with  difficulty  reconcilable  thereto,  he 
must  incline  to  the  former.  U.  S.  i7.  Maresca, 
(S.  D.  K.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  713. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  298,  sec.  304. 

Construction  of  section  by  government 
officers  as  conclusive. —  Where  government 
officers  for  a  long  period  of  time  have  con- 
strued the  term  "rectifier,"  as  used  in  this 
section  and  R.  S.  section  S244  (3  Fed.  SUt. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  104;5)  in  a  certain  manner, 
the  government  will  be  regarded  as  bound 
by  such  construction.  Hence,  where  a  whole- 
sale liquor  dealer  filters  whi^y,  which  act 
did  not  constitute  "  rectifying "  within  the 
previous  construction  of  this  section  by  gov- 
ernment officers,  he  cannot  be  held  liable  to 
pay  the  tax  as  ^a  rectifier  because  of  a  new 
ruling  thereafter  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Kevenue  whereby  filtration  is  re- 
garded as  rectifying.  Jones  v,  Mayes,  (W.  D. 
Ky.  1920)  265  Fed.  365,  wherein  the  court 
said :  "  The  point  which  seems  of  great  im- 
portance is  that  the  contemporary  and  practi- 
cal construction  made  by  the  officers  of  the 
government  who  executed  the  laws  should  be 
given  great  weight,  especially  in  cases  like 
this,  where  the  question  is  a  very  doubtful 
one. 

"  It  would  seem  necessarily  to  follow  that 
all  persons  directly  interested  may  accept 
that  construction  and  confidently  act  ypon 
it.  Furthermore,  it  would  seem  that  this 
course  has  been  made  binding  upoi\  the  gov- 
ernment by  the  action  of  its  own  executive 
officers.  In  this  case  the  practice  was  well 
known  and  long  continued  to  construe  it  as 
the  plaintiff  contends,  and  Congress  did  not 
in  the  act  of  1917  change  that  construction, 
but  expressly  provided  in  section  304  of  the 
act  then  passed  that  it  referred  to  section 
3244,  and  left  that  section  in  full  force  as 
it  had  been  previously  construed  by  the  execu- 
tive officers.  We  think  this  ought  to  be  re- 
garded as  binding  in  this  instance  as  a  con- 
temporary interpretation  by  the  executive 
officers,  and  we  more  than  doubt  the  power 
of  the  executive  officers  to  change  the  law  as 
thus  stated.  Especially  should  we  emphauze 
this  where  taxation  was  imposed  under  the 
statute.  It  may  fairly  be  assumed  that  Con- 
gress intended  under  these  circumstances  that 
the  previous  construction  should  be  binding 
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upon  the  officers  of  the  United  Statee.  The 
only  attempt  to  change  that,  as  we  have  seen, 
was  the  ex  post  facto  attempt  made  in  1919, 
after  the  plaintifT  had  acquired  rights  under 
the  old  construction." 

In  Mayes  f.  Jones  &,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  121,  the  court  said  re- 
garding this  question :  "  It  has  been  re- 
peatedly held  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  that,  where  the  meaning  of 
a  statute  is  doubtful,  the  construction  given 
by  the  department  charged  with  its  execution 
should  be  given  great  weight.  Robertson 
V.  Downing,  127  U.  S.  607,  8  Sup.  Ct.  328, 
32  L.  Ed.  269;  U.  S.  v.  Healey,  160  U.  S. 
136,  16  Sup.  Ot.  247,  40  L.  Ed.  369.  It  has 
also  been  held  by  the  Supreme  Court  that  — 

"  *  The  re-enactment  by  Congress,  without 
change,  of  a  statute  which  had  previously 
received  long-continued  executive  construc- 
tion, is  an  adoption  by  Congress  of  such 
construction.'  U.  S.  r.  Hermanos,  209  U.  S. 
337-339,  28  Sup.  Ct.  532,  533  (52  L.  ed.  821)  ; 
U.  S.  V,  Falk,  204  U.  S.  143-152,  27  Sup. 
Ct.  191,  61  L.  ed.  411. 

"This  rule  of  interpretation  applies  with 
full  force  to  this  case,  for  the  reason  that 
section  304  of  the  Revenue  Act  of  October  8, 
1917,  provides  that  the  tax  shall  be  levied 
only  upon  distilled  spirits  and  mixtures 
produced  in  such  manner  that  the  person 
so  rectifying,  purifying,  refining,  or  mixing 
the  same  is  a  rectifier  within  the  meaning 
of  section  3244,  R.  S. 

"  Congress  is  presumed  to  have  known  the 
long-continued  executive  construction  given 
to  paragraph  3  of  section  3244,  R.  S.,  when 
it  enacted  this  Revenue  Act  of  October  3, 
1917.  It  is  also  presumed  to  have  known 
the  rule  of  construction  announced  by  the 
Supreme  Court  in  U.  S.  v.  Hermanos  and 
U.  S.  17.  Falk,  supra.  Buekley  v.  Stephens, 
29  Ohio  St.  620-622.  The  conclusion  follows 
that  it  intended  to  adopt  this  construction 
as  fully  and  completely  as  if  it  had  written 
it  into  the  act  itself." 

"  Purifying  "  or  "  refining,"  as  used  in  this 
section,  undoubtedly  means  the  removal, 
chemical  change,  or  modification  of  objection- 
able soluble  matter,  held  in  solution  in  the 
distilled  spirits,  united  therewith  and  form- 
ing a  constituent  and  integral  part  thereof, 
so  that  its  removal,  chemical  change,  or 
modification  will  change  or  alter,  in  some 
degree,  at  least,  the  character  or  quality  of 
the  entire  volume  of  the  distilled  spirits. 
Mayes  r.  Jones,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  121. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  305,  sec.  200. 

Constitutionality.— The  rights  of  the 
several  states  to  regulate  descent  and  dis- 
tribution are  not  unconstitutionally  inter- 
fered with  by  the  tax  imposed  by  this  Act 
upon  the  transfer  of  the  net  estates  of 
decedents.  New  York  Trust  Co.  t?.  Eisner, 
( 1921 )  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  Sup.  Ct.  506,  66  U. 


S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  {affirming  (8.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
263  Fed.  620)    wherein  the  court  said: 

"  The  statement  of  the  constitutional 
objections  urged  imports  on  its  face  a  dis- 
tinction that,  if  correct,  evidently  hitherto 
has  escaped  this  court.  See  United  States  v. 
Field,  Feb.  28,  1921  [255  U.  S.  257,  41  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  256].  It  is  admitted,  as  since 
Knowlton  t\  Moore,  178  U.  S.  41,  44  L.  ed. 
969,  20  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  747,  it  has  to  be, 
that  the  United  States  has  power  to  tax 
legacies,  but  it  is  said  that  this  tax  is  cast 
upon  a  transfer  while  it  is  being  effectuated 
by  the  state  itself,  and  therefore  is  in  intru- 
sion upon  its  processes;  whereas  a  legacy 
tax  is  not  imposed  until  the  process  is  com- 
plete. An  analogy  is  sought  in  the  difference 
between  the  attempt  of  a  state  to  tax  com- 
merce among  the  states  and  its  right  after 
the  goods  have  become  mingled  with  the 
general  stock  in  the  state.  A  consideration 
of  the  parallel  is  enough  to  detect  the  fallacy. 
A  tax  that  was  directed  solely  against  goods 
imported  into  the  state,  and  that  was  deter- 
mined by  the  fact  of  importation,  would  be 
no  better  after  the  goods  were  at  rest  in 
the  state  than  before.  It  would  be  as  much 
an  interference  with  conmierce  in  cme  case 
as  in  the  other.  I.  M.  Darnell  &  Son  Co.  v. 
Memphis,  208  U.  S.  113,  52  L.  ed.  413,  28 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  247;  Welton  v.  Missouri,  91 
U.  S.  276,  23  L.  ed.  347.  Conversely,  if  a 
tax  on  the  property  distributed  by  the  laws 
of  a  state,  determined  by  the  fact  that  dis- 
tribution has  been  accomplished,  is  valid, 
a  tax  determined  by  the  fact  that  distribu- 
tion is  about  to  begin  is  no  greater  inter- 
ference and  is  equally  good. 

"Knowlton  v.  Moore,  178  U.  S.  41,  9upra>, 
dealt)  it  is  true,  with  a  legacy  tax.  But  the 
tax  was  met  with  the  same  objection:  that 
it  usurped  or  interfered  with  the  exercise 
of  state  powers,  and  the  answer  to  the  objec- 
tion was  based  upon  general  considerations 
and  treated  the  'power  to  transmit  or  the 
transmission  or  receipt  of  property  by  death  * 
as  all  standing  on  the  same  footing.  178 
U.  S.  57,  59.  After  the  elaborate  discussion 
that  the  subject  received  in  that  case,  we 
think  it  unnecessary  to  dwell  upon  matters 
that  in  principle  were  disposed  of  there. 
The  same  may  be  said  of  the  argument  that 
the  tax  is  direct,  and  therefore  is  void  for 
want  of  apportionment.  It  is  argued  that 
when  the  tax  is  on  the  privilege  of  receiving 
the  tax  is  indirect  because  it  may  be  avoided ; 
whereas  here  the  tax  is  inevitable,  and  there* 
fore  direct.  But  that  matter  also  is  dis- 
posed of  by  Knowlton  v,  Moore,  not  by  an 
attempt  to  make  some  scientific  distinction, 
which  would  be  at  least  difficult,  but  on  an 
interpretation  of  language  by  its  traditional 
use,  — on  the  practical  and  historical  ground 
that  this  kind  of  tax  always  has  been  re- 
garded as  the  antithesis  of  a  direct  tax,-^ 
'  has  ever  been  treated  as  a  duty  or  excise, 
because  of  the  particular  occasion  which 
gives   rise   to   its   levy.'     178   U.   S.    81-88. 
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I'pon  this  point  a  page  of  history  is  worth 
a  volume  of  logic. 

**  The  inequalities  charged  upon  the  statute, 
if  there  is  an  intestacy,  are  all  inequalities 
in  the  amounts  that  beneficiaries  might  re- 
ceive in  case  of  estates  of  different  values, 
of  different  proportions  between  real  and 
personal  estate,  and  of  different  numbers 
of  recipients;  or,  if  there  is  a  will,  affect 
legatees.  As  to  the  inequalities  in  cane  of 
a  will,  they  must  be  taken  to  be  contemplated 
by  the  testator.  He  knows  the  law  and  the 
consequences  of  the  disposition  that  he  makes. 
As  to  intestate  successors,  the  tax  is  not 
imposed  upon  them,  but  precedes  them;  and 
the  fact  that  they  may  receive  less  or  diff- 
erent sums  because  of  the  statute  does  not 
concern  the  United  States." 

As  to  the  constitutionality  of  this  act  in 
construing  it  as  applicable  to  a  transfer 
made  before  the  passage  of  the  act  where 
the  transferor's  death  occurred  after  the  act 
took  effect,  it  has  been  said: 

"  In  our  opinion  the  act,  if  so  construed, 
is  not  void  aa  denying  due  process  of  law, 
or  as  violating  the  Fifth  Amendment  to  the 
Constitution.  Billings  v.  United  States,  232 
U.  S.  261,  282,  283,  34  Sup.  Ct  421,  58 
L.  ed.  596;  Brushaber  v.  Union  Pacific  R.  R. 
Co.,  240  U.  S.  1,  23  24,  36  Sup.  Ct  236, 
60  L.  ed.  403,  Ann.  Cas.  1917)6,  713,  L.  R. 
A.  101 7I>,  414.  Nor  do  we  think  the  tax  is 
to  be  classified  as  a  direct  tax,  and  thus 
void  as  within  the  constitutional  require- 
xnent  of  apportionment.  It  is  clearly  an 
excise  or  duty  tax."  Kor  is  the  provision 
unconstitutional  merelv  because  it  is  retro- 
active. Shwab  V,  Doyle,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1020)    260  Fed.   321. 

An  executor  cannot  raise  the  question  of 
the  constitutionality  of  this  provision  on  the 
ground  that  it  interferes  with  vested  rights  of 
the  transferees,  as  the  rule  applies  in  such  a 
case  that  one  attacking  a  statute  as  uncon- 
stitutional, must  show  that  the  alleged  uncon- 
stitutional feature  injures  him.  Shwab  f;. 
Doyle,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  260  Fed.  321. 

Nature  of  tax. —  To  same  effect  as  1020 
Supplement  annotation,  see  Randolph  v, 
Craig,  (M.  D.  Tenn.  1020)  267  Fed.  093; 
Hazard  v.  Blisa,  (R.  I.  1021)   113  Atl.  469. 

"  It  is  true  that  the  tax  purports  to  be 
aaaeased  against  the  estate,  but  in  truth  and 
in  fact  it  ia  not,  but  upon  the  transfer  thereof 
to  those  whom  the  law  or  the  decedent  has 
given  it.  If  it  were  upon  the  estate  itself, 
the  same  would  be  a  direct  tax  and  the  stat- 
ute would  be  in  conflict  with  the  federal  Con- 
stitution, requiring  all  direct  taxes  to  be 
levied  according  to  population."  Gheen*s 
Succession,  (1021)   148  La.  1017,  88  So.  253. 

**  The  federal  tax  under  the  act  of  1916,  on 
the  other  hand,  is  not  a  succession  tax,  but 
an  estate  tax,  not  a  tax  on  what  comes  16 
.the  beneficiaries  or  heirs,  but  upon  what  is 
left  by  the  decedent.  In  this  respect  it  differs 
from  the  legacy  tax  imposed  by  the  United 
States  War  Revenue  Act  of  1898    (30  Stat. 


448).  The  act  of  1916  entitles  the  tax  an 
*  estate  tax,'  and  in  terms  imposes  it  upon 
the  net  estate  of  the  decedent  as  a  unit.  It 
is  not  apportioned  among  the  various  trans- 
ferees, and  bears  no  relation  to  the  separate 
amounts  which  they  are  to  receive.  The  dis- 
tinction between  a  succession  tax  and  an  es- 
tate tax  is  a  recognized  distinction,  and,  so 
far  as  we  are  aware,  it  has  been  held  with- 
out exception  that  the  federal  tax  under  the 
act  of  1916  is  of  the  latter  character.  It  is 
not  possible,  in  our  judgment,  to  take  any 
other  reasonable  view  of  it."  In  re  Miller, 
(Cal.  1921)   195  Pac.  413. 

Construction. —  In  construing  this  Act  the 
rule  has  been  applied  that  as  all  persons  and 
property  within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  sov- 
ereignty are  subject  to  taxation,  and  since 
the  property  cannot  speak  and  the  persons 
have  no  direct  voice  in  wording  the  tax  laws, 
it  is  a  fundamental  duty  of  the  law-givers 
to  make  the  scope  of  a  tax  law  definite  and 
.  its  meaning  clear;  and  therefore  all  doubts 
respecting  scope  and  meaning  are  to  be  re- 
solved in  favor  of  the  taxpayer.  First  Trust, 
etc.,  Bank  v.  Smietanka,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir. 
1920)   268  Fed.  230. 

State  laws  as  rules  of  decision. — The  ques- 
tion as  to  what  extent  a  widow's  interest 
in  her  husband's  estate  is  taxable,  if  at  all, 
is  to  be  determined  by  the  statutes  and  rules 
of  decision  in  the  state  where  the  decedent's 
property  is  located.  Randolph  t?.  Craig, 
(M.  D.  Tenn.  1020)   267  Fed.  003. 

Deduction  in  computing  state  tax. — '*  What^ 
ever  amount  has  been  paid  to  the  tax  collector 
of  the  United  States  is  a  matter  between  it 
and  the  heirs  or  succession  representative, 
and  cannot  be  considered  in  fixing  the  amount 
of  inheritance  tax  due  the  state."  Gheen'* 
Succession,   (1021)    148  La.  1017,  88  So.  253. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  306,  sec.  202. 

Scope  of  section. — ^This  section  evidences 
an  intent  on  the  part. of  Congress  that  the 
tax  should  apply  to  all  transfers  in  contem- 
plation of  death,  whether  made  before  or 
after  the  passage  of  the  act,  provided  the 
transferor's  death  occur  after  the  act  took 
effect.  The  evident  theory  of  this  section 
is  that  transfers  intended  to  take  effect  after 
the  death  of  the  grantor,  as  well  as  those 
made  in  contemplation  of  death,  are  equally 
testamentary  in  character.  Such  classifica- 
tion is  within  the  power  of  Congress.  The 
theory  of  taxation  on  account  of  transfers 
testamentary  in  character  is  that  death  is 
the  generating  source  of  the  tax.  Shwab  v, 
Doyle,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  260  Fed.  321. 

Retroactive  operation. — This  section  has 
been  construed  as  having  a  retroactive  oper- 
ation and  as  including  transfers  made  prior 
to  the  passage  of  the  act  by  one  dying  after 
its  enactment.  Union  Trust  Co.  v.  Wardell, 
(N.  D.  Cal.  1021)  273  Fed.  733. 

State  laws  as  rules  of  constructioiL — 
"  From  the  form  of  the  Federal  Estate  Tax 


INTERNAL  REVENUE 


4d1 


Act,  it  is  evident  the  Congress  intended 
that  the  act  should  operate  not  in  opposition 
to  but  in  harmony  with  the  many  different 
state  acts  with  which,  because  of  its  very 
terms,  it  would  come  into  contact.  Lederer 
V.  Northern  Trust  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.)  262  Fed.  52. 
Therefore  in  creating  an  estate  tax,  the 
Congress  very  wisely  leveled  the  tax  at  that 
property  of  decedents  which  is  subject  to 
distribution  as  part  of  their  estates  accord- 
ing to  the  laws  of  different  states  (section 
202),  after  deducting  therefrom  such  ex- 
penses, claims  and  charges  against  estates 
as  are  allowed  by  the  laws  of  the  etates 
under  which  they  are  administered  (section 
203).  Thus  it  appears  that  the  Federal 
Estate  Tax  may  reach  property  in  one 
state  when  it  would  fail  to  reach  like  prop- 
erty in  another,  according  as  the  laws  of 
distribution  and  administration  vary  in  dif- 
ferent states."  Lederer  r.  Pearce,  (C.  C.  A. 
3d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  497. 

Under  the  Internal  Revenue  Act  of  Octo- 
ber 3,  19x3,  if  a  decedent's  estate  produced 
an  in^crement  which  was  payable  only  at 
times  and  to  persons  not  determinable  at  the 
time,  such  increment  during  a  tax  year  was 
not  an  income  of  that  tax  year  which  was 
assessable.  First  Trust,  etc.,  Bank  v. 
Smietanka,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
230. 

**In  contemplation  of  death."— In  Shwab 
r.  Doyle,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
321,  in  the  case  of  an  absolute  gift  inter 
vivos  claimed  by  the  government  to  have 
been  testamentary  in  character,  the  court 
said  regarding  the  meaning  of  the  phrase 
"in  contemplation  of  death":  "Oa  princi- 
ple, and  without  present  reference  to  author- 
ity, the  ultimate  question  concerns  the  motive 
which  actuated  the  grantor;  that  is  to  say, 
whether  or  not  a  specific  anticipation  or 
expectation  of  her  own  death,  immediate  or 
near  at  hand  (as  distinguished  from  the 
general  and  universal  expectation  of  death 
some  time),  was  the  immediately  moving 
cause  of  the  transfer." 

Presumption  ai  to  transfers. —  In  holding 
that  an  instruction  was  not  erroneous  which 
stated  that  the  presumption  afforded  by  sub- 
division b  of  this  section  could  be  taken  into 
account  in  determinating  the  fact  of  "con- 
templation of  death,"  the  court  said: 

"The  provision  in  question  raises  a  pre- 
sumption of,  fact,  not  a  presumption  of  law, 
and  under  well-settled  rules  a  presumption 
of  fact  may  be  taken  into  account  in  deter- 
mining the  ultimate  fact.  The  presumption 
is  merely  a  rule  of  evidence  whose  enactment 
18  within  the  legislative  competency."  Shwab 
r.  Doyle,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
321. 

Property  passing  under  power  of  appoint- 
ment.—  Property  passing  by  the  execution 
of  a  power  of  appointment  given  in  a  will 
is  not  subject  to  taxation  under  this  section. 
Field   V.   U.    S.,    (1921)    255   U.   S.   257,   41 


St.  Ct.  256,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(1920)  55  Ot.  CI.  430;  lederer  f.  Pearce, 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  497. 

Community  property. —  In  the  oase  of  com- 
munity property  the  federal  tax  is  imposed 
on  the  transfer  of  the  net  estate,  and  whether 
there  is  a  transfer  upon  the  death  of  the  hus- 
band depends  upon  the  statutes  and  rule 
of  decision  in  the  state  where  the  parties 
reside  and  the  propertv  is  situate.  Blum  v. 
Warden,   (N.  D.  Cal.  i920)   270  Fed.  309. 

Life  insurance  policies. — A  life  insurance 
policy  in  which  the  insured  reserved  to  him- 
self the  right  to  change  the  beneficiary  re- 
mains a  part  of  his  estate  and  the  proceeds 
thereof  are  subject  to  tax.  And  where  the 
insured  provided  in  making  a  transfer  of  an 
endowment  policy  that  if  he  were  living  at 
its  maturity  the  amount  then  becoming  due 
under  it  should  be  paid  to  him,  the  proceeds 
of  the  policy  are  part  of  his  estate  and  sub- 
ject to  tax.  Gaither  v.  Miles,  (D.  C.  Md. 
1920)  268  Fed.  692. 

Where  life  insurance  policies  which 
amounted  to  less  than  four  per  cent  of  the 
insured's  estate  were  transferred  two  years 
before  his  death,  it  was  held  that  they  did 
not  form  such  a  material  part  of  his  estate 
as  to  throw  on  his  executor  the  burden  of 
proving  that  they  were  not  parted  with  in 
contemplation  of  death.  Gaither  r.  Miles, 
(D.  C.  Md.  1920)    268  Fed.  692. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  307,  sec.  203. 

Deductibility  of  state  inheritance  and  suc- 
cession taxes  in  determining  net  value. — 
State  inheritance  and  succession  taxes  on 
Uie  rights  of  individual  beneficiaries  are  not 
deductible  from  the  value  of  the  gross  estate 
of  a  decedent  when  determining  the  net  value 
of  such  estate  for  the  purpose  of  the  tax 
imposed  by  the  Act  of  September  8,  1916, 
upon  the  transfer  of  the  net  estates  of  de- 
cedents, as  charges  against  the  estate  that 
are  allowed  by  the  laws  of  the  jurisdiction 
under  which  the  estate  is  being  administered. 
Such  charges  are  those  only  which  affect  the 
estate  as  a  whole.  New  York  Trust  Co.  i\ 
Eisner,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct  606, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A,  6th 
Cir.   1920)  263  Fed.  620. 

A  state  transfer  tax  imposed  on  the  estate 
of  a  decedent  has  been  held  to  be  a  charge 
which  may  properly  be  deducted.  In  this 
connection  it  was  said  in  a  case  involving 
the  question  whether  such  a  tax  imposed  by 
the  state  of  New  York  should  be  deducted: 
*'The  state  of  New  York  had  the  right  to 
impose  the  tax  it  did  impose  on  this  estate, 
acting  through  its  Surrogate's  Court,  which 
was  and  is  the  court  of  competent  jurisdic- 
tion. When  that  tax  was  imposed,  it  became 
a  charge  upon  and  against  the  estate,  and 
this  fact  is  clearly  recognized  by  the  act 
of  Congress  above  referred  to.  It  was  not 
the  policy  or  purpose  of  Congress  to  impose 
a  tax  upon  the  amount  of  a  tax  already  paid 
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from  the  estate  of  a  decedent  or  to  the  state 
in  \irhich  such  estate  is  being  administered. 
I  think  the  tax  paid  the  state  of  New  York 
and  imposed  by  the  laws  of  that  state,  and 
approved  and  allowed  by  the  Surrogate's 
Court,  was  and  is  one  of  'such  other 
charges  against  the  estate  as  are  allowed  by 
the  laws  of  the  jurisdiction  whether  within 
or  without  the  United  States  under  which 
the  estate  is  being  administered,'  and  that 
it  follows  that  the  Commissioner  and  Col- 
lector of  Internal  Revenue  in  imposing  the 
tax  due  the  United  States  should  have  made 
the  proper  deduction  for  and  on  account  of 
such  payment  to  the  state."  Sayre  v, 
Brewster,   (N.  D.  X.  Y.  1920)   268  Fed.  653. 

Widow's  homestead  and  dower  rights  un- 
der state  statutes. — ^Where  under  the  laws 
of  the  state  the  widow  does  not  receive  either 
her  homestead,  dower  or  year's  support  in 
succession  to  her  husband  or  by  transfer 
from  him,  but  takes  them  under  the  statu- 
tory provisions  vesting  these  rights  in  her 
independently  of  her  husband  and  adversely 
to  his  estate,  the  property  assigned  to  her 
as  dower,  homestead  and  year's  support,  not 
being  transferred  to  her  from  her  husband, 
is  not  part  of  his  estate  on  which  the  tax  is 
imposed  by  the  Federal  Estate  Tax.  Randolph 
V,  Craig,  (M.  D.  Tenn.  1920)  267  Fed.  993. 

Widow's  right  to  support. — Where  under 
the  laws  of  the  state  a  widow's  right  to  sup- 
port is  not  limited  to  a  case  af  actual  de- 
pendency on  the  decedent  a  charge  therefoi; 
should  be  deducted  as  a  ''charge  against  the 
estate"  under  the  Federal  Estate  Tax  Law. 
Randolph  v.  Craig,  (M.  D.  Tenn.  1920)  267 
Fed.  993.    The  court  said: 

"  While  it  would  apparently  be  true  that 
in  so  far  as  the  Federal  Estate  Tax  itself 
is  concerned,  she  would  not'  be  entitled  to 
support  during  the  administration  of  the 
estate  —  whatever  the  period  —  unless  de- 
pendent upon  the  decedent,  under  the  terms 
of  clause  a  (1)  of  section  203,  nevertheless 
her  claim  for  a  year's  support  should  in  any 
event  be  deducted  as  a  charge  against  the 
estate  allowed  by  the  laws  of  Tennessee; 
there  being  nothing  in  the  Tennessee  statutes 
or  decisions  in  reference  to  a  year's  support 
which  limits  the  widow's  right  to  a  year's 
support  to  cases  of  actual  dependency  upon 
the  decedent." 

Deduction  before  determining  state  suc- 
cession tax. — The  tax  imposed  by  this  act  is 
to  be  deducted  before  computing  a  state  suc- 
cession tax.  In  re  Miller,  (Cal.  1921)  195 
Pac.  413. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  308,  sec.  204. 

Payment. — The  estate  tax  is  made  a 
charge  on  the  estate,  and  is  to  be  paid  out 
of  it  by  the  administrator  or  executor  sub- 
stantially as  other  taxes  and  charges  are 
paid.  It  becomes  due,  not  at  the  time  of 
the  decedent's  death,  but  one  year  thereafter, 
as  the  statute  plainly  provides.    It  does  not 


segregate  any  part  of  the  estate  from  the 
rest  and  keep  it  from  passing  to  the  admin- 
istrator or  executor  for  purposes  of  adminis- 
tration, but  is  made  a  general  charge  on  the 
gross  estate,  and  is  to  be  paid  in  money 
out  of  any  available  funds,  or,  if  there  Ix* 
none,  by  converting  other  property  into  money 
for  the  purpose.  U.S.Woodward,  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  615,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

1918  Supp.,  p.  309,  sec.  209. 

Scope  of  section. — This  section  pertains 
merely  to  the  remedy  for  the  collection  of 
the  tax.  Shwab  i;.  Doyle,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1920)   269  Fed.  321. 

Annuities. — The  principle  that  the  vendor 
of  an  annuity  enters  at  once  into  the  pos- 
session and  enjoyment  of  the  price  pftid  for 
it  which  does  not  on  the  death  of  the  an- 
nuitant figure  as  a  part  of  his  estate  for 
taxation  purposes  has  been  applied  in  the 
case  of  a  transfer  of  property  by  a  father 
to  his  son,  the  latter  guaranteeing  the  pay- 
ment to  the  former  of  a  certain  per  cent  on 
the  agreed  value  of  the  property  during  the 
life  of  the  father.  Polk  v.  Miles,  (D.  C.  Md. 
1920)   268  Fed.  176. 

When  resort  to  transferee  permissible. — 
It  is  only  when  the  estate  proves  insufficient 
for  the  purpose  that  resort  may  be  had,  un- 
der this  section  to  the  personal  responsi- 
bility of  the  transferee  or  to  the  property 
transferred,  and  even  then  a  right  of  action 
over  is  given  to  the  transferee.  Shwab  f?. 
Doyle,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  321. 

Pleading. —  Wliere  a  coniplaint  seeks  to  re- 
cover the  entire  amount  of  a  tax  paid  to  the 
government  and  groups  several  payments 
into  one'  cause  of  action  it  is  good  as  against 
a  demurrer  which  alleges  that  no  cause  of 
action  is  set  up  in  the  complaint  where  the 
complainant  is  entitled  to  recover  a  part 
of  the  sum  so  paid.  Sayre  r.  Brewster, 
(N.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)   268  Fed.  553. 

Transfer  when  not  in  contempUtion  of 
death.— Polk  v.  Miles,  (D.  C.  Md.  1920)  268 
Fed.  175. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  312,  sec.  1. 

Persons  subject  to  tax. — The  tax  is  imposed 
on  citizens  of  the  United  States  regardless 
of  their  place  of  residence,  or  residents  of 
the  United  States  regardless  of  their  citizen- 
ship, and  upon  the  income  of  nonresident 
aliens  from  sources  within  the  United  States. 
Lawrence  v.  Wardell,  (N.  D.  Cal.  1920)  270 
Fed.  682, 

1918  Supp.,  p.  313,  sec.  2. 

Power  of  Congress. —  Congress  has  very 
ample  authority  to  adjust  ito  income  taxes 
according  to  its  discretion,  and  the  rules  it 
prescribes  for  the  ascertainment  of  taxable 
income  are  binding  upon  the  courts,  unless 
they  are  palpably  arbitrary  and  unjust.  Safe 
Deposit,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Miles,  (D.  C.  Md.  192U 
273  Fed.  822. 
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Scope  of  tax  generally.— What  is  taxable 
U  the  gain,  profit  or  income  derived  from 
the  sale  or  dealing  in  property,  whether  real 
or  personal.  The  tax  is  to  be  levied  on -noth- 
ing else  except  gains,  profits,  and  income, 
and  upon  them  only  when  actually  realized 
in  money  or  Sn  money's  worth,  and  in  de- 
termining what  is  included  therein  the  courts 
will  look  through  form  to  substance.  Safe 
Deposit,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Miles,  (D.  C.  Md.  1921) 
273  Fed.  822. 

Meaning  of  "income**  as  affected  by  con- 
struction of  werd  in  other  acts. — The  word 
"  income  "  must  be  given  the  same  meaning 
in  all  of  the  Income  Tax  Acte  of -Congress 
that  was  given  to  it  in  the  Federal  Corpo- 
ration Excise  Tax  Act.  Merchants'  Loan, 
etc.,  Co.  V.  Smietanka,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  509, 
41  8.  Ct.  386,  65  U.  S..  (L.  cd.)  —. 

Meaning  of  "  income  **  at  affected  by 
language  of  will. — A  testator  cannot,  hy 
declaring  in  his  wil]  that  accretions  of  sell- 
ing values  shall  be  considered  principal,  and 
not  income,  render  such  items  nontaxable 
under  Federal  int:ome  tax  legislation,  if  the 
terms  of  such  legislation  are  broad  enough 
to  include  them.  Merchants'  I^an,  etc.  Co. 
V.  Smietanica,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  509,  41 
Sup.  Ct.  386,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

Stock  dividends  as  income. —  To  the  same 
effect  or  the  annotation  under  this  catchline 
in  1920  Supplement,  8ee  Walsh  v.  Brewster, 
(1921)  266  U.  S.  536,  41  Sup.  Ct.  392,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  revertnng  in  part  and 
affirnUng  in  part  (D.  C.  Conn.  1920)  268 
Fed.  207. 

Computing  tax  on  stock  sold  where  stock 
dividend  declared. — As  to  the  computation 
of  the  tax  in  such  cases  it  has  been  said: 

"  The  second  point  is  raised  by  Eisner  v. 
Macomber,  252  U.  S.  189,  40  Sup.  Ct.  189,  64 
L.  ed.  521,  9  A.  L.  R.  1570,  and  must  be 
ruled  by  its  implications.  Under  the  doc- 
trine of  that  case  a  stock  dividend  is  not 
regarded  as  new  property  at  all.  The  old 
certificate  represented  precisely  the  same 
property  as  the  old  and  new  do  thereafter. 
Xhe  old  shares  have  proliferated,  as  it  were, 
and  although  the  right  they  represented  has 
now  suffered  a  cellular  division  into  smaller 
units  of  greater  number,  that  is  all  that  has 
happened.  In  view  of  this,  it  seems  to  me 
difficult  to  avoid  regarding  the  old  and 
new  shares  together  as  anyUiing  more  than 
the  evidence  of  a  right  which  has  persisted 
unchanged  through  the  declaration  of  the 
dividend.  It  might  have  been  possible  to 
look  at  the  new  shares  as  declared  from  the 
surplus,  and  the  surplus  as  not  included  in 
the  old  fihares  (at  least  not  in  the  same 
sense  as  the  new  shares  comprise  it)  ;  but 
all  such  notions  were  expressly  repudiated 
in  the  prevailing  opinion.  If  so^  each  of 
the  new  shares,  whether  contained  in  the 
old  or  the  new  certificate,  represents  a  part 
of  the  original  property  purchased  and  in 
selling  the  first  certificate  the  stockholder 
has  not  sold  the  whole  of  what  he  originally 
bought,  and  should  not  be  credited  with  the 


whole  purchase  price.  Judge  Rose,  in  Safe 
Deposit,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Miles,  (D.  C.)  27S  Fed. 
822,  has  adopted  the  same  theory  of  com- 
puting an  income  tax  in  a  stronger  case. 
There  the  plaintiff  sold  some  '  rights '  de- 
clared upon  his  stock,  and  Judge  Rose  com- 
puted his  profit  in  substantially  the  same 
way  as  I  suggest  here. 

"The  plaintiff  answers  this  argument  by 
saying  that,  if  so,  all  shares  at  any  time 
held  by  a  stockholder  must  be  brought  into 
hotchpot  and  averaged.  I  scarcely  think  that 
consistency  requires  me  to  go  so  far.  The 
law  may,  and  in  fact  does  recognize  an 
identity  in  every  share,  which  can  indeed 
be  traced  upon  the  books  of  the  company,  at 
least  until  certificates  are  consolidated,  and 
later  subdivided.  The  purchase  of  a  number 
of  shares  can  be  earmarked  by  the  certificate, 
and  it  is  an  enormous  convenience  to  keep 
the  purchases  separate.  Yet  it  is  possible 
and  consistent,  when  new  shares  are  declared 
to  attribute  them  ratably  in  subdivisions  ot 
those  already  issued.  They  are  not  so  en- 
tered on  the  books,  it  is  true;  but  the  books 
are  not  kept  in  accordance  with  the  under- 
lying doctrme  of  Eisner  v.  Macomber,  supra, 
in  any  event.  At  least  the  earlier  certificates 
need  not  lose  their  separate  identity  because 
new  shares  are  filiated  to  them  in  proper 
proportion. 

"An  illustration  will  make  clear  what  I 
mean.  Suppose  a  man  has  certificate  A, 
for  100  shares,  bought  at  $100,  certificate  B, 
for  100,  bought  at  $150,  and  certificate  C, 
for  100,  bought  at  (^00.  Suppose,  further, 
that  a  stock  dividend  of  60  per  cent,  is 
declared,  and  he  gets  one  certificate  D,  for 
160  shares  without  paying  anything.  If  he 
sells  certificate  A,  he  would  be  deemed  to 
sell,  not  the  whole  of  his  first  purchase, 
but  only  two-thirds  of  it,  and  he  could  credit 
himself  with  only  $6,666.  If  he  sold  certiff- 
cate  B,  he  would  credit  himself  with  $10,- 
000,  and  if  certificate  C  with  $13,333.  If 
he  sold  certificate  D,  he  could  credit  himself 
with  $15,000,  made  up  of  $3,333  from  hie 
first  purchase,  $5,000  from  his  second  and 
$6,666  from  hie  third.  If,  on  the  other  liand, 
he.  sold  only  a  part  of  certificate  D,  some 
arbitrary  rule  of  apportionment  mu»t  be 
adopted,  allocating  the  shares  sold  among 
his  purchases.  The  most  natural  analogy  is 
with  payment  upon  an  open  account,  where 
the  law  has  always  allocated  the  earlier  pay- 
ments to  the  earlier  debts,  in  the  absence 
of  a  contrary  intention.  *  Accordingly,  if  all 
the  new  shares  were  not  sold  at  once^  I 
think  the  first  sales  should  be  attributed  to 
the  first  purchases  still  remaining  unsold 
when  the  stock  dividend  was  declared.  I  do 
not  see  that  this  method  will  result  its  con- 
fusion in  its  application,  and  it  carries  into 
effect  the  underlying  theory  of  Eisner  v. 
Macomber,  supra,* 

"  The  tax  at  baif  was  not  computed  quite 
in  this  way,  because  all  the  purchases  before 
the  declaration  of  the  stock  dividend  were 
brought   into  hotch-pot.     This   I  think  was 
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inconsistent  with  the  theory  of  the  identity 
of  the  Bihares  involved  in  each  purchase.  It 
must,  therefore,  be  recalculated,  which  the 
parties  have  kindly  consented  to  do,  if  they 
are  told  the  rule.  *  The  credits  will  be  com- 
puted as  follows:  Upon  each  certificate  held 
on  March  1,  -1913,  two-thirds  its  value  on 
that  day;  i.  e.,  $2S0.  Upon  each  certificate 
bought  at  $100,  $&&%.  Upon  each  certificate 
for  stock  dividend  shares,  if  issued  against 
any  specified  earlier  certificate,  the  »Ame 
credit  per  share  as  the  shares  of  that  certifi- 
cate. If  the  certificate  of  new  shares  is  not 
so  earmarked,  or  if  but  one  certificate  was 
issued  for  the  new  shares,  then  credit  will 
be  allowed  of  two-thirds  the  value  of  the 
shares  on  March  1,  1913,  until  half  the 
number  of  shares  have  been  sold,  which  the 
plaintiff  held  on  March  1,  1913,  and  retained 
till  the  stock  dividend."  Towne  v.  McElli- 
gott.    (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)   274  Fed.  960. 

Dividend  from  surplus. — "  A  dividend  may 
be  income  to  the  stockholder,  though  declared 
out  of  property  which  has  long  since  become 
a  part  of  the  economic  capital  of  the  cor- 
poratin.  Peabody  v.  Eisn«r  supra;  Lvnch 
t?.  Hornby,  247  U.  S.  339,  38  Sup.  Ct.  "543, 
02  L.  ed.  1149.  True,  it  must' not  be  a 
dividend  in  liquidation.  Lynch  v.  Turrish, 
247  U.  S.  221,  38  Sup.  Ct.  537,  62  L.  ed. 
1087.  And  perhaps  it  must  on  that  account 
be  from  a  corporate  surplus,  since  otherwise 
it  is  hard  to  avoid  regarding  it  as  in  liquida- 
tion. But  it  makes  no  difference  that  it 
distributes  to  the  stockholder  property  which 
is  not  current  profit,  but  the  means  of  pro- 
ducing current  profit.  He  must  still  pay 
an  income  tax  upon  it,  though  in  his  eyes 
it  is  a  part  of  his  capital."  New  York  Trust 
Co.  t?.  Edwards,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274 
Fed.  952. 

Sale  of  sabscnption  right.— Where  a  stock-  ■ 
holder  sells  his  right  to  subscribe  for  shares 
in  the  corporation,  the  tax  is  not  assessed 
on  the  entire  amount  received  by  him  but 
on  the  gain  or  profit  realized  on  the  trans- 
action. Safe  Deposit,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Miles,  (D. 
C.  Md.  1921)    273  Fed.  822. 

Cost  of  bonds  as  including  interest  during 
time  preceding  allotment. — A  purchaser  of 
bonds  through  an  underwriting  agreement 
under  which  he  did  not  receive  any  interest 
upon  the  amount  paid  prior  to  the  allotment 
of  the  bonds  to  him,  some  years  later,  is 
not  entitled  to  have  interest  for  the  time  so 
elapsed  added  as  a  part  of  the  cost  to  him 
of  such  bonds,  when  computing  the  taxable 
income  under  the  Federal  income  tax  legisla- 
tion, arising  out  of  the  sale  of  such  bonds 
at  a  profit.  Walsh  v.  Brewster,  (1921)  266 
U.  S.  636,  41  Sup.  Ct.  392,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  reversing  in  part  and  affirming  in  part 
(D.  C.  Conn.  1920)  268  Fed.  207. 

Debenture  bonds  voted  from,  a  surplus  or 
undivided  profits  have  been  held  subject  to 
taxation  as  "  income."  Doerschuck  r.  U.  S., 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)   274  Fed.  739. 

Distribntion  of  stock  acquired  in  another 
corporation. —  In    New    York    Trust    Co.    t?. 


Edwards,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  952, 
a  pipe  line  company  offered  to  buy  an  oil 
company's  pipe  line  assets  for  a  specified 
sum  and  to  give  in  payment  its  own  shares 
to  be  directly  distriouted  by  the  pipe  line 
company  pro  rata  among  the  oil  company's 
stockholders.  This  offer  the  oil  company 
accepted  and  the  contract  bound  the  buyer 
so  to  distribute  the  stock,  which  it  did.  The 
court  held  that  the  new  shares  were  income 
under  the  law  and  taxable  as  such. 

Gain  derived  from  sale  of  property  which 
has  appreciated  in  value. —  Taxable  income 
under  this  section,  as  amended,  includes  the 
gain  derived  from  the  sale  of  personal  prop- 
erty which  has  appreciated  in  value  during 
a  series  of  years  over  its  market  value  on 
March  1,  1913,  if  acquired  before  that  date. 
Eldorado  Coal,  etc.  Co.  v.  Mager,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  522,  41  *Sup.  Ct.  390,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ;  Goodrich  v.  Edwards,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  527,  41  Sup.  Ct.  390,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)   — . 

However  it  is  only  where,  and  to  the  extent 
that,  a  gain  over  the  original  investment  is 
realized  upon  a  sale  of  property  acquired 
before  March  1,  1913,  and  worth  less  on  that 
date  than  when  acquired,  that  there  can  be 
any  taxable  income  arising  out  of  such  sale, 
assessable  under  this  section,  as  amended, 
since  this  legislation  plainly  imposes  the 
income  tax  on  the  proceeds  of  sales'  of  per- 
sonal  property  to  the  extent  only  that  gains 
are  derived  therefrom  by  the  vendor.  In 
other  words  paragraph  (C)  is  applicable 
only  where  a  gain  over  the  original  capital 
investment  has  been  realized  after  March  1, 
1913,  from  a  sale  or  after  disposition  of 
Toperty.    Goodrich  v.  Edwards,   (1921)   256 

.  S.  527,  41  Sup.  Ct.  390,  «5  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ;  Walsh  v.  Brewster,  (1921)  ^55  U.  S. 
536,  41  Sup.  Ct.  392,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
reversing  in  part  and  affirming  in  part  (D. 
C.  Conn.  1920)  268  Fed.  207. 

A  gain  or  profit  derived  from  the  sale  by 
a  testamentary  trustee  of  personal  property 
of  the  estate  which  has  appreciated  m  value 
over  its  market  value  on  March  1,  1913,  the 
testator  having  died  prior  to  that  date,  and 
the  property  being  among  the  assets  which 
came  to  the  trustee,  is  taxable  under  this 
section,  as  amended.  Merchants'  Loan,  etc., 
Co.  1?.  Smietanka,  (1921)  25i5  U.  S.  609,  41 
Sup.  Ct.  386,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  •— . 

Testamentary  trustee  as  taxable  person. — 
A  testamentary  trustee  is,  by  the  express 
provisions  of  the  different  income  tax  acts, 
a  taxable  person.  Merchants*  Loan,  etc.,  Co. 
V.  Smietanka,  ( 1921 )  255  U.  S.  509,  41  Sup. 
Ct.  386,  65  U.  S.    (L.  ed.)   —. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  325,  sec.  10. 

Effect  of  dissolution  of  corporation  before 
enactment.-^  Where  a  corporation  sold  all 
its  property,  distributed  the  proceeds  to 
stockholders,  thereby  became  dissolved,  re- 
ported its  net  income  for  1916  and  paid  IJie 
federal  excise  tax  of  one  per  cent  thereon. 
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all  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  Act,  which 
imposed  a  tax  of  two  per  cent  on  the  net 
income  for  that  year  of  all  corporations, 
it  was  held  that  the  stockholders  were  liable 
for  the  extra  one  per  cent.  U.  S.  v.  Mc- 
Hatton,  (D.  C.  Mont.  19ftO)  266  Fed.  602. 
The  court  said:  "Where  defendants  took 
the  corporation's  property,  there  was  rigfht 
in  plaintiff  to  tnereafter  impose  further 
taxes.  To  pay  any  such  taxes  was  then  an 
ohiicration  of  the  corporation.  The  right  was 
in  its  nature  inchoate;  the  obligation  was 
contingent.  Defendants  took  subject  there- 
to. The  contingency  happened;  the  right 
vested.  The  act  of  Sept^ber  8,  1916,  to 
this  extent  taxes  effect  by  relation  as  of  the 
first  of  the  year,  and  prior  to  distribution 
and  disBolution." 

1918  Suppv  p.  327,  sec.  11  (a). 

Sdncational  institution. — ^Although  a  cor- 
poration conducting  a  military  school  is 
operated  exclusively  for  educational  purposes 
and  all  the  shareholders  are  officers,  direc- 
tors and  teachers  in  the  institution,  it  is  not 
exempt  from  taxation  under  this  section 
where  a  charge  is  made  for  the  services 
rendered  to  the  pupils  and  a  dividend  is 
declared  from  the  earnings.  Kemper  Mili- 
tery  School  t>.  Crutchley,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1921) 
274  Fed.  125. 

Income  from  funds  loaned  to  and  belong- 
ing to  charitable  devisee. —  Where  a  testator 
left  his  residuary  estate  to  one  to  hold  tem- 
porarily as  trustee  for  a  hospital  subject 
to  the  payment  of  certain  annuities  and  the 
trustee  invested  the  funds  of  the  estate  in 
the  form  of  a  loan  to  the  hospital  on  which 
loan  the  charitv  paid  an  interest  sufficient 
to  take  care  of  the  administrative  charges 
and  the  annuities,  it  was  held  that  the  in- 
come was  not  subject  to  taxation.  Tlie  court 
eaid: 

"As  justification  for  assessing  this  tax,  it 
contended,  however,  that  as  the  act  of  1916 
forbids  taxation  on  *  any  income  rp^**»ive(i  bj^ 
any  .  .  .  corporation  .  .  .  for  .  .  • 
charitable  .  .  .  purposes,'  ihui  the  in- 
come of  this  residuary  estate  waa  not  exempt 
because  it  has  not  been  '  received,'  but  re- 
mains in  the  hands  of  the  trustee.  But, 
apart  from  the  fact  that  the  corpus  of  the 
residuary   estate  has    in    fact   already   been 

*  received  '  by  the  hospital  in  the  shape  of 
a  mortgage,  and  the  hospital  itself  is  pro 
forma  paying  to  its  own  trustee  the  money 
which,  pro  forma,  constitutes  the  income 
here  taxed,  the  construction  thus  urged  and 
the  effect  given  to  the  word  *  received '  does 
not  commend  itself  to  our  judgment.  The 
sections  in  question  in  the  acts  of  1'913  and 
1916  are  to  be  considered  and  construed 
jointly.  They  concern  the  same  subject- 
matter,  and  that  of  1916  was  evidently 
meant  to  continue  the  broad  and  absolute 
purpose  and  provisions  of  the  act  of  1913 

*  that  nothing  in  this  section  shall  apply 
.  .  .  to  any  corporation  .  .  .  operated 
exclusively  for     .     .     .     charitable     .     .     , 


purposes. '  Such  being  the  case,  the  residuary 
estate  w^hich  produced  this  income  being  the 
property  solely  of  the  hospital,  no  one  but 
the  hospital  owning  the  income  thereof,  and 
the  temporary  holding  of  the  income  being 
by  a  trustee,  who  was  the  agent  and  repre- 
sentative solely  of  the  hospital,  it  is  clear 
that  when  substance  and  spirit,  and  not 
mere  form  and  words,  are  the  interpreters 
of  the  statute,  the  receipt  of  this  income  by 
the  hospital's  agent  and  representative  was 
in  truth  and  reality  a  receiving  by  the  hos- 
pital, for  he  who  acts  by  the  hand  of  another 
himself  acts.''  Lederer  r.  Stockton,  (C.  C. 
A.  3d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  676. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  329,  sec.  12. 

Depletion  denned. — As  to  what  constitutes 
depletion  it  has  been  said :  "  We  cannot 
conceive  any  substantial  distinction  as  ap- 
plied to  a  mine  between  that  depreciation 
or  allowance  for  capital  assets  consumed 
which  was  sought  by  mine  owners  under  the 
earlier  acts,  and  that  depletion  which  was 
expressly  allowed  by  the  amendment  of  1916. 
From  every  point  of  view,  this  kind  of  de- 
preciation or  allowance  was  depletion,  and 
this  allowed  depletion  is  depreciation  or 
diminution  of  capital,  and  when  the  question 
of  right  to  the  allowance  arises  as  hetweeia 
fee  owner  and  lessee,  it  q^n  make  no  differ- 
ence whether  the  claimed  allowance  is  called 
by  one  name  or  by  the  other."  Weiss  T. 
Mohawk  Min.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  195M)) 
264  Fed.  502.  In  passing  on  the  right  of 
exemption  in  such  a  case  for  depletion,  thie 
court  further  said:  "We  think  the  sub- 
stantial principles  established  by  the 
decisions  are  that  both  the  royalty  received 
by  the  fee  owner  and  the  sums  received  by 
the  operating  lessee  above  the  cost  of  opera- 
tion are  income ;  that  the  statutory  reduction 
for  *  depletion '  cannot  be  twice  credited, 
once  to  the  fee  owner,  and  once  to  the  lessee; 
and  that  the  exemption  belongs  of  right  to 
the  fee  owner." 

Deduction  for  salaries  paid. —  On  the  ques- 
tion of  a  deduction  by  a  corporation  for 
salaries  it  has  been  said: 

"  The  case  is  an  easily  imaginable  one 
that  those  interested  in  what  is  called  a 
close  corporation,  and  which,  in  every  respect, 
except  its  formal  organization,  is  a  partner- 
ship, might  resort  to  the  expedient  of  dis- 
tributing profits  bv  fixing  a  Tscale  of  salaries 
proportioned  to  tJbe  shares  or  interests  of 
its  officers  in  the  corporaticm.  To  encourage 
and  promote  devotion  to  the  interests  of  the 
employer,  and  to  increase  the  efficiency  of 
employees,  the  plan  of  giving  employees  a 
share  in  profits  along  with  stockholders  has 
become  more  or  less  common.  In  the  case 
of  a  corporation  taxpayer,  the  tax  is 
measured  by  the  profits  which  fiow  to  the 
corporation  from  the  business  in  which  it 
is  engaged,  and  this  is  not  affected  by  what 
the  corporation,  through  its  managers  or  the 
actton  of  its  stockholders,  may  do  with  its 
profits  after  they  have  been  received.    When 
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the  employee  is  only  an  employee,  and  not 
in  any  sense  a  stockholder,  the  argument  is 
at  least  a  plausible  one  that  what  he  receives 
he  receives  as  compensation  for  his  services, 
and  it  is  none  the  less  compensation  for 
services,  whether  it  .is  received  in  the  form 
of  a  fixed  salary  or  on  the  sliding  scale, 
controlled  by  commissions  or  measured  by 
the  profits  which  through  his  eifort  come 
to  the  corporation.  When  the  stockholder 
is  only  a  stockholder,  and  in  no  sense  an 
employee,  what  he  received,  whatever  it  may 
be  called,  is  clearly  given  to  him  as  profits. 
When,  however,  the  one  to  whom  the  pay- 
ment is  made  is  both  employee  and  stock- 
holder, the  difficulty  of  characterizing  the 
payments  made  to  him  is  increased;  but  the 
essential  difference  between  what  is  compen- 
sation for  services  and  what  is  a  distrlbo- 
tion  of  profits  has  not  changed. 

^'The  position  to  which  counsel  for  the 
United  States  returns,  asserting  the  right 
of  the  United  States  to  have  a  jury  deter- 
mine what  is  fair  compensation  for  the 
services*  rendered,  and  that  all  beyond  this 
sum  is  a  distribution  of  profits,  is,  it  seems 
to  us,  an  untenable  position,  becauae  it  is 
clearly  the  right  of  the  employer  to  fix  and 
determine  what  he  shall  ipay,  assuming,  of 
course,  that  the  employee  is  willing  to  ac- 
cept of  what  is  thus  filled.  He  may  be  un- 
duly, or  indeed  'unwisely,  liberal,  but  an 
error  of  judgmoit  of  this  kind  cannot  affect 
his  right.  We  say,  the  position  is  untenable 
not  upon  the  ground  that  Congress  could  not 
limit  what  should  be  allowed  for  deductions 
by  reason  of  executive  salaries,  but  on  the 
ground  that  Congress  has  not  thus  far,  and 
by  the  tax  acts  in  question,  established  any 
such  limitation.  Nothing  short  of  the  legis- 
lative strong  hand  could  fix  any  such  limita- 
tion. There  is  practically  no  guide  to  deter- 
mine what  should  be  paid,  or  measure  of 
payment,  other  than  the  judgment  of  those 
whose  money  is  being  paid.  To  object  to  a 
salary,  for  illustration,  of  $25,000,  which  a 
corp<»ration  might  well  deem  it  to  be  to  its 
interest  to  pay  to  one  man  as  its  president, 
because  other  men  might  be  found  willing  to 
accept  the  position  for  $5,000,  or  even  for 
$1,000,  would  be  recognized  at  once  as  an 
objection  without  weight.  On  the  other  hand, 
freedom  to  pay  over  the  profits  of  a  corpora- 
tion to  its  stockholders  under  the  guise  of 
paying  salaries  is  recognized  to  be  fraught 
with  danger  of  an  evasion  of  the  tax  laws. 
In  order  to  determine  what  may  be  done 
and  what  may  not  be  done,  recourse  can  be 
had  only  to  the  drawing  of  the  line  indicated. 
That  line  is  drawn  by  an  answer  to  the 
question  how  much,  if  any,  of  what  is  paid 
to  a  stodcholder,  is  paid  by  way  of  a  dis- 
tribution of  profits.  This  question  can  only 
be  answered  by  a  finding  based  upon  evidence, 
and,  if  there  is  no  evidence,  there  can  be 
no  finding.  Whenever,  in  the  wisdom  of 
Congress,  this  protection  to  the  United 
States  is  deemed  madequate  to  prevent 
escape  from  just  taxation.  Congress  may  try 


a  simple  enactment  limit  the  deductions 
which  may  be  made  on  account  of  payments 
of  salaries  to  stockholders."  U.  S.  v.  Phila- 
delphia Knitting  Mills  Co.,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920) 
26S  Fed.  270. 

Expenditvres  for  improvements. —  Where 
a  corporation  is  conducting  a  military  school 
for  private  pecuniary  gain  it  is  not  entitled 
to  a  deduction  from  its  gross  income  of  ex- 
penditures for  new  buildings  or  for  per- 
manent improvements  or  betterments  made 
to  increase  the  value  of  the  property  or 
estate.  Kemper  Military  School  v.  Crutch- 
ley,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1921)  274  Fed.  126. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  335,  sec.  14. 

Claim  for  refund. — This  act  removed  the 
legal  disability  imposed  by  B.  S.  sec.  3228 
[3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  {2d  ed.)  1037]  which  pre- 
vented the  government  from  discharging  its 
moral  obligations  but  did  not  repeal  B.  S. 
sees.  3226  and  3227  [3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d 
ed.)  1034,  1037].  Public  Service  Corp.  v. 
Herold,   (D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)   273  Fed.  282. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  336,  sec.  1. 

Covenant  by  lessee  ts  to  payment  of 
''taxes,  duties,  and  assessments'*  as  requir- 
ing pa5rment  of  federal  income  tax. —  See 
Sharon  R.  Co.  v.  Erie  R.  Co.,  (1020)  29% 
Pa.  St.  306,  112  Atl.  242. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  341,  sec.  200. 

Recovery  by  corporation  of  dividends  paid 
before  enactment. — ^A  corporation  which  de- 
clared a  dividend  before  the  enactment  of  the 
statute,  and  which  is  thereafter  compelled 
to  pay  an  excess  profits  tax  for  a  portion 
of  the  period  in  which  the  dividend  was 
earned,  is  not  entitled  to  recover  from  the 
stockholders  the  part  o.^  the  dividend  which 
would  not  have  been  paid  had  the  tax  been 
deducted  from  the  pro&te  before  declaring 
it.  Overland  Sioux  City  Co.  v,  Clemens, 
(la.  1920)    179  N.  W.  954. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  343,  sec.  201. 

Application. — ^The  statute  applies  to  all 
trades  and  businesses  without  regard  to  their 
class  or  character.  Cartier  v.  Doyle,  (W.  D. 
Mich.  1920)  269  Fed.  647. 

''As  the  20  per  cent  paragraph  is-  the 
only  one  in  which  the  deduction  is  stated, 
and  in  the  succeeding  paragraph  the  tax  is 
clearly  placed  upon  the  differences  in  the 
percentagee  of  invested  capital,  it  is  appar- 
ent that  it  was  the  intention  of  Congress,  by 
the  repeated  use  of  the  words  '  in  excess  of ' 
and  'not  in  excess  of,'  to  have  the  same 
meaning  apply  to  those  words  where  used 
in  the  first  paragraph  as  where  used  in  the 
subsequent  paragraphs,  thus  imposing  no  tax 
upon  the  net  income  up  to  the  amount  of  the 
deduction,  but  imposing  the  lowest  rate  of 
tax  upon  the  difference  between  the  deduc- 
tion and  15  per  cent  of  the  invested  capital. 
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impoftittg  the  next  tax  upon  the  difference 
between  15  and  20  per  cent  of  the  invested 
capital,  and  so  on,  until  in  the  last  percent- 
age paragraph  the  highest  rate  of  60  per 
cent  applies  to  all  net  income  in  excess  of 
33  per  cent  of  invested  capital/'  Ehret  Mag- 
nesia Mfg.  Ck>.  9.  Lederer,  (£.  D.  Pa.  1921) 
273  Fed.  680. 

" Invested  capital.''— The  term  "Invested 
capital,"  as  here  used,  includes  all  working 
capital  consisting  of  money  or  property  em- 
ployed by  a  partnership  in  the  business  or 
for  its  benefit,  and  furnished  or  *'paid  in" 
by  one  or  more  of  the  partners.  It  does  not 
include  borrowed  money.  So  in  the  case  of 
a  partnership  money  borrowed  from  banks 
or  individuals  other  than  members  of  the 
firm,  and  solely  upon  the  credit  of  the  firm, 
must  be  excluded  and  may  not  be  con- 
sidered. But  where  the  evidence  showed  that, 
for  every  dollar  of  money  borrowed  from  the 
bank,  property  of  one  of  the  members  of 
the  firm,  exceeding  in  value  the  amount  of 
the  loans,  was  deposited  with  the  bank  and 
pledged  as  collateral  security  for  the  repay- 
ment of  such  borrowed  money  it  was  held 
that  the  property  so  furnished  and  pledged 
became  a  part  of  the  working  capital,  and 
was  used  and  employed  in  the  business  of 
the  company  to  the  same  extent  as  if  it  had 
been  paid  directly  into  the  firm  treasury. 
Cartier  r.  Doyle,  (W.  D.  Mich.  1920)  269 
Fed.  647. 

Where  a  partnership  has  invested  capital, 
within  the  purview  and  meaning  of  that 
term  as  employed  in  the  statute,  more  than 
nominal  in  amount,  excess  profits  taxes  upon 
its  income  cannot  be  assessed  under  the  pro- 
visions of  section  209  of  the  statute,  and,  if 
the  amount  of  such  invested  capital  cannot 
be  satisfactorily  determined,  excess  profits 
taxes  must  be  assessed  under  sections  201 
and  210  in  accordance  with  the  proper  regu- 
lations prescribed  by  the  Commissioner  of 
Internal  Revenue.  If  the  partnership  has 
invested  capital  more  than  nominal  in 
amount,  it  is  not-  in  a  position  to  complain 
of  the  regulations  promulgated  or  of  the 
method  employed  in  determining  the  amount 
of  the  firm's  invested  capital,  which  forms 
the  basis  of  the  computation  of  the  taxes, 
where,  under  the  imdisputed  evidence,  the 
arbitrary  or  suppositious  invested  capital 
fixed  upon  was  larger  in  amount  than  the 
invested  capital  actually  possessed  and  em- 
ployed, and  the  taxes  imposed  were  corre- 
spondingly diminished.  These  taxes  are 
assessed  upon  percentages  of  income  to  in- 
vested capital.  The  larger  the  capital,  the 
smaller  the  percentage  and  resulting  tax. 
Cartier  t?.  Boyle,  (W.  D.  Mich.  1920)  269 
Fed.  647. 

''Single  trade  or  business." — ^Where  the 
principal  business  of  a  partnership  was  deal- 
ing in  lumber  it  was  held  that  in  the  assess- 
ment of  excess  profits  taxes,  the  income  de- 
rived from  a  single  timberland  deal  should 
not  be  eoneidered  and  treated  by  itself,  and 


separate  and  apart  from  other  partnership 
income  or  profits,  but  should  be  included  in 
its  income  for  the  purpose  of  taxation.  Car- 
tier  V.  Doyle,  (W.  D.  Mich.  1920)  269  Fed. 
647. 

The  dednctioa  must  first  be  allowed  in  de- 
termining net  income  to  be  taxed  at  rate  of 
twenty  per  cent.  Greenport  Basin,  etc.,  Co. 
V.  U.  S.,  <E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed.  58. 

Brokers. —  Members  of  a  partnership  who 
buy  and  sell  lumber,  undertake  and  assume 
all  the  risks,  and  enjoy  all  the  benefits  of 
a  merchandising  business  are  not  "  brokers  " 
as  tiie  term  is  used  in  this  section.  Cartier 
V.  Doyle,   (W.  D.  Mich.  1920)  269  Fed.  647. 

Effect  of  departmental  .regulations. — 
"While,  in  doubtful  cases,  departmental 
regulations  may  be  an  aid  in  construction 
and  interpretation,  they  can  neither  add  to 
nor  subtract  from  plain  congressional  en- 
actments." Cartier  v.  Doyle,  (W.  D.  Mich. 
1920)   269  Fed.  647. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  347,  sec.  207a. 

Constitutionality. —  Defining  invested  capi- 
tal according  to  the  original  cost  of  the 
property,  to  the  exclusion  of  present  higher 
.values,  as  is  done  by  this  subdivision  for 
the  purpose  of  computing  the  war  excess 
profits  tax  imposed  upon  corporations,  ex- 
cept that  the  tangible  property  paid  in  prior 
to  January  1,  1914,  may  be  taken  at  its 
actual  csuA  value  on  that  date,  but  in  no 
case  exceeding  the  prior  value  of  the  original 
stock  or  shares  specifically  issued  for  it,  and 
provided  that  intangible  property  purchased 
bona  fide  prior  to  March  3,  1917,  shall  be  in- 
cluded in  invested  capital  at  a  value  not  to 
exceed  the  actual  cash  value  at  the  time  of 
purchase,  does  not  make  the  act  productive 
of  such  baseless  and  arbitrary  discrimination 
as  to  render  the  tax  invalid  under  the  due 
process  of  law  clause  of  the  Fifth  Amendment 
to  tlhe  Federal  Constitution.  LaBelle  Iron 
Works  V.  U.  S.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41 
S.  Ct.  528,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Invested  capital  as  applied  to  ore  lands. — 
Neither  the  increased  value  of  the  ore  lands 
of  a  corporation,  though  the  result  of  an  ex- 
tensive exploration  and  development  work, 
nor  the  surrender  of  old  stock  in  the  corpo- 
ration in  exchange  for  new  issues,  based  on 
such  increased  values,  can  be  regarded  as 
within  the  provision  of  this  subdivision  by 
which  invested  capital  is  defined  for  the 
purpose  of  computing  the  war  excess  profits 
tax  imposed  by  that  act,  as  "actual  cash 
paid  in,"  or  "  the  actual  cash  value  of  tangi- 
ble property  paid  in,  other  than  cash,  for 
stock  or  shares  in  such  corporation,"  or 
"paid-in  or  earned  surplus  and  undivided 
profits."  LaBelle  Iron  Works  v.  U.  S., 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  528,  65  U.  8. 
(L.  ed.)  — . 

Increase  of  value  by  appreciation.— In- 
crease in  the  value  of  property  by  apprecia- 
tion, first  added  to  surplus  on  the  books  of 
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th«  company  and  then  declared  ae  a  &tock 
dividend,  ib  not  undivided  profits,  paid-in 
surplus,  earned  surplus,  nor  invested  capital 
within  tihe  meaning  of  this  section.  LaBelle 
Iron  Works  v.  U.  S.,    (1920)   56  Ct.  CI.  462. 

Honey  expended  in  improying  process. — 
When  money  has  been  earned  and  spent  in 
improving  a  secret  proccsp,  its  increased 
value  due  only  to  that  expenditure  maV  fig- 
ure as  an  asset  in  estimating  under  section 
207  "earned  eurplus,"  if  any,  as  an  element 
of  "  invested  capital."  Lincoln  Chemical  Co. 
V.  Edwards,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  272  Fed.  142. 

A  secret  process  was  held  to  be  "  intangi- 
ble property"  in  Lincoln  Chemical  Co.  v. 
Edwards,  (S..D.  N.  Y.  1921)  272  Fed.  142. 

Patents  from  which  a  corporation  derives 
its  sole  revenue  by  way  of  royalties  or 
licensee  are  held  not  to  be  "  invested  capi- 
tal." De  Laski,  etc..  Circular  Woven  Tire  Oo. 
V.  Iredell,   (D.  C.  N.  J.  1920)   268  Fed.  377. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  348,  sec.  209. 

"Capital''  defined. — ^The  word  capital  «.s 
here  used  is  said  to  mean  a  situation  where 
a  man  has  laid  out  money  or  other  form 
of  property  from  which  he  receives  a  return 
without  any  personal  participation  on  his 
part  in  the  activities  which  in  the  end  yield 
that  return.  It  does  not  refer  to  a  man's 
capacitv  for  labor.  Porter  r.  Lederer,  (E.  D. 
Pa.  1920)    267  Fed.  739. 

The  lesser  rate  of  assessment  is  to  be  fol- 
lowed only  in  those  cases  in  which  money 
or  property  plays  no  part  in  the  source  of 
the  income,  or  such  small  part  as  to  be  prac- 
tically negligible.  Porter  v.  Lederer,  (E.  D. 
Pa.  1920)   267  Fed.  739. 

Profits  not  with^awn. — ^The  mere  fact 
that  the  profits  of  a  business  having  no  capi- 
tal are  not  wholly  withdrawn,  does  not  make 
of  such  undrawn  profits  a  capital  fund,  where 
although  they  were  allowed  to  accumulate 
they  were  not  "  used  or  employed  in  the 
business."  Porter  v.  Lederer,  (E.  1).  Pa. 
1920)   267  Fed.  739. 

Income  from  patents.^A  corporation  de- 
riving its  income  solely  from  royalties  or 
licensee  from  patents  is  said  to  be  a  corpo- 
ration "having  no  invested  capital  or  not 
more  than  a  nominal  capital'  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section.  De  Laski,  etc.,  Cir- 
cular Woven  Tire  Co.  v.  Iredell,  (D.  C.  N.  J. 
1920)   268  Fed.  377.    The  court  said: 

**  It  seems  clear  that  patents  do  not  fall 
within  the  term  '  capital ';  and  it  also 
seems  to  be  clear  that  this  is  what  was  in 
mind  when  Congress  made  the  distinction 
between  *  invested  capital,*  which  is  defined 
under  section  207  to  include  the  actual  cash 
value  of  patents  paid  for  in  stock  or  shares, 
and,  also  such  other  intangible  property 
which  had  been  paid  for  in  money  or  stock, 
and  also  what  was  in' mind  when  the  word 
'  capital '  is  used  alone  in  section  209,  pre- 
ceded by  the  word  'nominal';  that  is,  in 
the  sense   of   something  in  name  only   em- 


ployed in  or  available  for  production.  The 
distinction  is  between  those  employing  those 
stored-up  concrete  things,  essential  to  pro- 
ductive labor,  and  those  employing  these 
things  existing  in  name  only.  Patents  were 
never  capital  in  an  economic  sense.  Con- 
gress included  them  within  the  term 
'  invested  capital '  to  the  extent  only  of  the 
investment  in  them;  if  no  investment  in 
them,  then  they  remain  in  the  same  class 
as  that  intangible  something  which  makes 
for  the  wealth  of  the  professional  man,  the 
broker,  or  others  engaged  in  a  personal  serv- 
ice, which  could  never  be  'capital,'  except 
in  name  only. 

"  The  decision  of  this  case,  however,  need 
not  depend  solely  upon  the  meaning  of  the 
word  '  capital,'  to  be  found  in  the  distinc- 
tion between  *  invested  capital '  and  '  nominal 
capital,'  as  used  in  the  act.  The  patents 
which  the  plaintiff  owned  were  the  concrete 
embodiment  of  the  skill  which  the  plaintiff 
possessed  in  its  field  of  activity.  This  skill 
or  service  it  bartered  for  a  consideration. 
Such  skill  or  service  is  like  the  service  a 
lawyer  in  large  practice  renders  for  an  an- 
nual retainer,  and  is  very  nearly  akin  to 
the  service  which  a  commission  house  renders 
to  those  who  buy  and  sell  through  it,  or 
the  service  of  a  concern  engaged  in  selling 
or  leasing  real  estate,  and  in  writing  insur- 
ance. The  plaintiff's  sourte  of  income  was 
that  which  certain  persons  were  willing  to 
pay  it  for  the  use  of  its  skill  and  knowledge. 
It  is  true  that  skill  and  knowledge  had  reen 
reduced  to  concrete  form;  but  the  pavment 
was  for  the  use  of  the  skill  and  knowledge, 
and  not  for  any  part  or  parcel  of  the  form 
to  which  the  «kill  and  knowledge  had  been 
reduced.  Hence  it  would  seem  that  in  a 
very  real  sense  the  plaintiff  was  engaged  in 
rendering  a  personal  service,  and  was  not 
employing  'capital,*  and  certainly  no  more 
than  a  '  nominal  capital.' " 

Commissions  received  by  executor. — Com- 
missions received  by  an  attorney  for  services 
rendered  as  an  executor  are  not  subject  to 
the  tax  imposed  bv  this  section.  Lederer  t?. 
Cadwalader,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  753.     The  court  said: 

"Taxes  on  income  from  a  'trade  or  busi- 
ness '  clearly  mean  taxes  on  the  trade, 
business,  profession,  or  occupation  of  the 
taxpayer  himself.  This  is  the  plain  meaning 
of  the  statute,  and  any  other  construction 
distorts  the  simplicity  of  the  language  and 
requires  that  we  read  into  the  language 
something  it  does  not  contain.  A  single, 
isolated  activity  of  the  character  of  the  ex- 
ecutorship of  the  plaintiff  does  not  consti- 
tute a  trade,  business,  profession,  or  voca- 
tion under  the  facts  of  this  case." 

Commission  business. — Where  persons  are 
engaged  in  a  commission  business  it  has  been 
held  that  they  are  in  a  "  trade  or  business 
having  no  invested  capital  or  not  more  than 
a  nominal   capital"  within  the  meaning  of 
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that  clause  as  used  in  this  section.  Porter 
V.  Lederer,  <E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  267  Fed.  739. 

Effect  of  treasury  rulinst. — Treasury  rul- 
ings indicating  that  the  word  "  invested " 
was  omitted  in  the  act  by  oversight  in  the 
phrase  "  not  more  than  a  nominal  ( invested ) 
capital"  can  neither  modify  nor  add  to  the 
clearly  expressed  language  of  Congress. 
De  Laski,  etc.,  Circular  Woven  Tire  Co.  t;. 
Iredell,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1920)  2&8  Fed.  377. 

Burden  of  proof  in  action  for  refund. — 
Lincoln  Chemical  Co.  r.  Edwards,  (S.  D.  N. 
Y.   1921)   272  Fed.  142. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  350/ sec.  300. 

The  "taxable  person"  intended  by  this 
section  is  the  person  or  corporation  actually 
manufactui*ing  the  munitions,  and  hence  does 
not  include  individuals  who- advanced  money 
to  a  corporation  to  send  an  agent  abroad  to 
secure  a  munition  contract  but  who  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  actual  manufacture 
of  the  munitions.  Traylor  Engineering, 
etc.,  Co.  V,  Lederer,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  399,  affirming  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  266 
Fed.  583. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  351,  sec  301. 

**  Sale  and  delivery."—-  It  is  held  that  con- 
sidering the  context  of  the  act  the  word^ 
"sale  and  delivery"  must  be  read  "sale  or 
delivery."  Dayton  Brass  Castings  Co.  f>. 
Gilligan,   (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)   267  Fed.  872. 

"Any  part  of." — Under  a  regulation  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  providing 
that  "'Any  part  thereof,*  as  used  in  this 
section  is  any  article  relatively  complete 
within  itself  and  designed  or  manufactured 
for  the  special  purpose  of  being  used  as  a 
component  part  of  a  completed  munition,  and 
which,  by  reason  of  some  peculiar  character- 
istic, loses  its  identity  as  a  commercial  com- 
modity, and  which,  without  further  treat- 
ment, cannot  be  used  for  any  purposes  other 
than  that  for  which  it  was  designed,"  it  has 
been  held  that  rough  castings  designed  or 
manufactured  for  the  special  purpose  of  be- 
ing used  as  a  component  part  of  a  completed 
munition  after  further  progressive  treatment 
an4  which  could  not  be  used  for  any  other 
purpose  than  that  for  which' they  were  in- 
tended were  "relatively  complete."  Dayton 
Brass  Castii^s  Co.  i;.  Gilligan,  (S.  D.  Ohio 
1920)  267  Fed.  872. 

Manufacturer. —  If  the  application  of 
labor  to  an  article  effects  some  transformation 
in  the  character  of  the  article,  and  converts 
it  into  a  new  and  different  article,  having  a 
distinctive  name,  character,  or  use,  such 
article  is  a  manufactured  article,  and  the 
person  producing  it  is  a  manufacturer.  Day- 
ton Brass  Castings  Co.  v.  Gilligan,  (S.  D. 
Ohio  1920)  267  Fed.  872,  holding  a  person 
to  be  a  "  manufacturer "  where  labor  per- 
formed on  metal  changed  its  form  into  rough 
given  shaped  castings  adapted  to  use  after 
further  treatment,  as  essential  parts  of  fuses. 


1918  Supp.,  p.  351,  sec.  302. 

Profits  shared  with  others.—  In  computing 
the  amount  of  net  profits  on  which  a  muni- 
tion manufacturer  is  taxed  there  can  be  no 
deductions  made  on  account  of  payments 
made  to  third  persons  by  the  manufacturer 
under  an  agreement  to  nhare  the  profits  of  a 
contract  in  consideration  of  the  aid  given  by 
the  third  persons  in  securing  it.  Traylor 
Kngineering,  etc.,  Co.  ©.  Lederer,  (C.  C.  A.  .W 
Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  399,  affirming  (E.  D.  Pa. 
1920)    266  Fed.   383. 

Payments  to  persona  engaged  in  a  common 
venture  made  under  a  contract  by  which  in 
substam^e  they  were  to  share  in  the  profits 
which  were  ultimately  yielded  in  proportion 
to  each  one's  advancement  are  not  to  be  de- 
ducted in  computing  the  net  profits.  Tray- 
lor Engineering,  etc.,  Co.  r.  Lederer,  (E..  D. 
Pa.  1920)  266  Fed.  583,  wherein  the  court 
said:  "Without  any  thought  of  escaping  the 
payment  of  taxes,  but  to  bring  about  what  is 
believed  to  be  a  more  just  distribution  of 
profits,  it  is  not  unusual  to  pay  dividends,  in 
the  form  of  salaries,  to  executive  officers  of 
corporations.  The  illustration  of  wage  bonus 
used  in  presenting  the  argument  of  counsel 
for  plaintiff  is  one  for  which  he  is  not  re- 
sponsible. Whether  in  strict  principle  even 
this,  if  measured  by  and  dependent  upon 
profits,  is  within  the  deductions  allowed  by 
the  act  of  Congress,  the  distinction  between 
an  ordinary  wage  bonus  and  the  case  of  what 
is  really  a  division  of  profits  is  that  the  one 
bears  a  normal  relation  to  the  value  of  the 
service  rendered;  the  purpose  of  the  pay- 
ment of  the  bonus  being  to  stimulate  the 
wage-earner  to  add  to  the  productiveness  of 
his  labor,  but  the  other  has  no  such  normal 
relation. 

^'  Without  prolonging  the  discussion  by  go- 
ing into  all  the  refinements  of  the  argument, 
we  rest  the  ruling  now  made  upon  the  broad 
proposition  (concretely  stated  with  respect 
to  the  facts  of  this  case)  that  it  is  not  the 
meaning  of  the  act  of  Congress  that  a  cor- 
poration may  pay  out  of  its  profits  to  those 
interested  with  it  in  a  common  venture 
$1,000  for  every  dollar  such  persons  have  put 
into  the  venture,  nor  that  it  may  pay  them 
$1,000,000  as  a  premium  for  going  on  a 
surety  bond  for  that  sum,  and  thereby  reduce 
the  measure  of  the  excise  tax  which  the  cor- 
poration would  otherwise  have  been  called 
upon  to  pay.  The  reason  is  that  obviously 
such  payments  are  not  made  as  compensation 
for  moneys  advanced  or  services  rendered,  but 
are  made  by  way  of  distribution  of  profits 
among  the  joint  ventures,  and  what  is  more 
to  the  point  the  act  of  Congress  does  not 
permit  deductions  to  be  made  for  such  pay- 
ments before  finding  what  are  the  profits 
made  within  the  meaning  of  the  taxing  law." 

1918  Supp.,  p.  352,  sec.  303. 

"  Disposes  of." — It  is  said  that  these  words 
as  here  used  mean  something  more  than  the 
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word  "  sell "  and  must  have  a  distinctive 
meaning  beyond,  that  word.  They  were  in- 
tended to  embrace  every  sort  of  transaction 
or  device  other  than  a  sale.  They  are  words 
of  general  use  and  not  of  legal  technicality. 
Many  shades  of  meaning  have  been  assigned 
to  them.  That  meaning  should  be  given  to 
them,  if  possible,  which  will  consist  with,  and 
not  defeat,  the  object  of  the  act,  or  lead  to 
injustice  to  manufacturers.  To  pass  an 
article  over  into  the  control  of  another,  to 
part  with  it,  to  relinquish  it,  to  get  rid  of  it, 
actually  to  remove  it,  is  to  dispose  of  it. 
Dayton  Brass  Castings  Go.  v.  GiUigan,  (8. 
D.  Ohio  1920)  267  Fed.  872. 

"  Fair  market  price." —  "  To  prevent  avoid- 
ance of  the  tax  on  manufactured  articles  and 
parts  of  articles  mentioned  in  section  301, 
Congress  established  a  standard,  by  com- 
parison with  which  the  fair  dealing  of  the 
manufacturers  might  be  tested.  An  article 
or  part  of  an  article  owned  by  a  manufac- 
turer, whether  his  ownership  be  entire  or 
qualified,  has  a  value.  The  standard  of  value 
set  up  by  the  statute  is  the  'fair  market 
value.'  If  the  manufacturer,  enjoying  the 
full  ownership  of  an  article,  or  a  part  of  it, 
sold,  or,  having  but  a  qualified  ownership 
therein,  disposed  of,  his  entire  interest  for 
what  that  interest,  whatever  it  might  be, 
would  fairly  sell  for  on  the  market,  he  was 
taxable  on  the  net  profits  only  as  the  same 
were  determined  by  section  302.  If  he  sold 
or  disposed  of  his  interest  for  less  than  it 
would  thus  sell  for  on  the  market,  his  tax 
was  to  be  computed  for  the  taxable  period  >n 
the  gross  amount  received  or  accrued  from 
the  sale  or  disposition  of  such  article,  or  part 
thereof.  Such  is  the  signiilcance  of  the  term 
'  the  fair  market  price '  occurring  in  section 
303."  Dayton  Brass  Castings  Co.  t?.  GiUi- 
gan, (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  267  Fed.  872. 

1918  Suppv  p.  368,  sec.  800. 

Kature  of  section. — Statutes  of  this  kind 
are  not  remedial  laws,  nor  are  they  founded 
on  any  permanent  public  policy.  They  im- 
pose burdens  upon  the  public  and  restrict 
the  pursuit  of  occupations  and  the  enjoy- 
ment of  property.  If  a  tax  is  to  be  sustained 
in  any  given  case  it  must  come  clearly  within 
the  letter  of  the  statute.  Edwards  v.  Wabash 
R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  610. 

Temporary  bonds  issued  before  Act  took 
effect. —  Where  temporary  bonds  which  were 
issued  before  this  Act  took  effect  were  to  be 
exchanged  at  a  later  date  for  permanent 
bonds  it  was  held  that  neither  the  temporary 
nor  permanent  bonds  were  subject  to  the 
tax.  The  court  said:  ''The  issuance  of  the 
temporary  bond  was  for  the  purpose  of  secur- 
ity only.  The  plaintiff  below  entered  the  en- 
tire amount  of  the  bond  as  an  outstanding 
obligation.  The  book  entry  shows  that  the 
maker  intended  to  pass  title  to  the  tem- 
porary bond  of  the  Guaranty  Trust  Company, 
and  intended  that  when  it  did  so  such  bond 


should  be  an  obligation  of  the  company,  is- 
sued and  outstanding.  And  when  the  under- 
writers and  subscribers  paid  money  on  the 
faith  of  this  security,  and  when  receipts 
therefor  in  the  form  mentioned  above  were 
given^  a  binding  obligation  to  the  extent  of 
the  money  so  advanced  was  created.  The 
underwriters  and  subscribers,  in  so  advanc- 
ing the  money,  could  rely  implicitly  upon  the 
covenants  and  provisions  of  the  trust  agrees 
ment  and  the  terms  of  the  temporary  bond, 
which  was  given  as  security.  The  temporary 
bond  was  properly  issued  and  duly  authenti- 
cated. The  Guaranty  Trust  Ocanpany  did 
not  hold  it  as  a  mere  agent.  It  was  the 
bearer  and  holder  of  the  bond.  By  the  terms 
of  the  transaction,  the  authentication  upon 
the  bond  was  conclusive  evidence  that  the 
bond  had  been  issued,  and  that  the  Guaranty 
Trust  Company  was  entitled  to  the  benefit 
of  the  trust  created  by  the  trust  agreement. 
The  Guaranty  Trust  Company  took  as  trustee 
for  itself  and  its  fellow  underwriters  and 
subscribers.  This  was  an  issue.  The  liabil- 
ity to  a  stamp  duty,  as  well  as  the  amount 
thereof,  is  determined  by  the  terms  found  in 
the  instrument.    .    .    . 

"It  was  never  intended  by  the  statute  to 
impose  the  tax  on  the  exchange  of  the  perma- 
nent bonds  for  temporary  bonids,  or  upon  the 
exchange  of  registered  or  unregistered  bonds, 
or  vice  versa,  or  for  the  substitution  of  sev- 
eral small  bonds  for  one  large  one,  and  vice 
versa.  For  us  to  hold  as  contended  for  by 
the  defendant  below,  would  be  to  reach  such 
.a  conclusion.  No  additional  tax  is  required 
upon  the  issuance  of  a  permanent  or  definite 
bond  in  substitution  for  a  temporary  bond 
which  has  been  delivered.  The  term  '  issued,' 
as  used  in  the  statutes,  implies  not  merely 
delivery,  but  delivery  of  an  instrument  creat- 
ing or  renewing  an  obligation,  and  not  merely 
fumiBhing  a  different  expression  of  a  pre- 
existing obligation."*  Edwards  t?.  Chile  Uop- 
per  Co..  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  452. 

CsrtiMcates  in  exchange  for  stock. —  -Cer- 
tificates of  stock  issued  in  exchange  for  other 
stock  are  not  subject  to  the  tax  not  bein^ 
evidence  of  an  original  issue  of  stock.  The 
court  said:  "The  question  remains  whether 
the  documents  upon  which  the  tax  has  been 
imposed  are  the  evidence  of  an  original  issue 
of  stock.  A  stock  certificate  is  a  document 
which  is  the  evidence  of  the  number  of 
shares  of  stock  which  the  holder  of  it 
owns.  And  the  tax  is  laid,  not  on  each 
stock  certificate  that  is  issued,  but  on 
each  original  issue  of  certificate.  The  lan- 
guage is  used  to  indicate  the  first  issuance 
of  the  stock,  and  this  is  emphasized  by  the 
use  of  the  words,  in  the  same  connection, 
'whether  on  organization  or  reorganization.* 
When  a  corporation  issues  for  the  first  time 
a  certificate  of  the  stock,  that  certificate  is 
an  original  issue.  The  tax  is  placed  on  the 
original  issue.  The  word  '  original '  is  defined 
by  Webster  as  'pertaining  to  the  origin  or 
beginning;  preceiding  all;  first  in  order.' 
Plainly,  then,  it  was  not  intended  to  tax  the 
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plaintiff  cm  each  issue  of  certificates,  but 
only  on  each  original  issue  of  certificates 
which  preceded  all  other  issues  which  mig^t 
subsequently  be  made,  when  the  original  cer- 
tificates were  surrendered  and  new  ones  issued 
in  their  place,  either  to  the  original  owner 
or  to  those  to  whom  the  original  owners  had 
transferred  them/'  Edwards  v.  Wabash  K. 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  «10. 

Recovery  of  tax  wrongfully  exacted. — 
*'One  who  denies  the  legality  of  the  tax 
should  have  a  color  of  certain  remedy  after 
payment  under  protest.  He  cannot  interfere 
by  injunction  with  the  government's  collec> 
tion  of  its  revenue,  and  the  action  at  law  to 
recover  back  what  he  has  paid  is  the  alterna- 
tive left.  .  The  citizen  who  is  obli- 
gated to  pay  the  tax  which  he  deems  illegal 
may  do  so,  even  though  to  his  disadvantage, 
by  paying  under  protest  and  later  asserting 
his  legal  right  of  protest  by  the  liberty  of 
promptly  bringing  suit  for  its  recovery.  He 
has  an  equal  right  to  do  this,  as  he  might 
have  the  legal  right  to  interpose  a  defense 
for  the  collection  of  the  tax."  In  such  a  case 
the  collector  is  a  proper  party  defendant. 
Edwards  v.  Chile  Copper  Co.  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1»21)  273  Fed.  452. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  384,  sec.  1004. 

Amended  return. —  The  fact  that  the  false 
statement  is  made  by  an  officer  in  an  amended 
return  will  not  excuse  him  from  liability 
under  this  section.  Levy  v.  V.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
3d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  942,  wherein  it  was 
said:  ''While  amended  or  corrected  income 
tax  returns  may  not  be  prescribed  by  the 
statute,  they  are  nevertheless  allowed  and 
received  by  the  Treasury  Department  in  the 
administration  of  the  Income  Tax  Law,  and 
on  such  returns  taxes  are  assessed  by  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue.  When 
so  assessed,  these  are  the  taxes  which  under 
the  law  are  charged  against  and  collected 
from  the  taxable." 

1919  Supp.,  p.  91,  sec.  200. 

"Income  tax"  defined. — ^An  income  tax  is 
not  upon  any  specific  sum  of  money,  but  is 
a  personal  tax,  measured  by  sums  of  money 
received  (or  possibly  accrued)  to  the  person 
taxed  during  a  certain  period  —  1.  e.,  the 
calendar  year.  Pennsylvania  Cement  Co.  v. 
Bradley  Contracting  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
274  Fed.  1003. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  91,  sec.  201. 

stock  dividends  at  income. —  See  Loom  is  9. 
Wattles,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
876.  See  also  annotation  to  1918  Supp., 
p.  313,  sec.  2,  eupra,  492. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  94,  sec.  210. 

Persons  subject  to  tax. —  The  tax  is  im- 
posed on  citizens  of  the  United  States  re- 
gardless of  their  place  of  residence,  or  resi- 


dents of  the  United  States  regardless  of  their 
citizenship,  and  upon  the  income  of  nonresi- 
dent aliens  from  sources  within  the  United 
States.  Thus,  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
who  resided  in  the  Philippine  Islands  during 
the  entire  year  of  1918  is  subject  to  the  tax 
imposed  by  the  revenue  act  of  that  year. 
Lawrence  t?.  Wardell,  (N.  D.  Cal.  1920)  270 
Fed.  982. 

Regulations  issned  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Internal  Revenve,  which  describe  in  detail 
the  method  of  computing  the  excess  profits 
tax  have  no  binding  force,  if  they  alter, 
amend,  or  extend  the  statute.  Greenport 
Basin,  etc.,  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (B.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
269  Fed.  58. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  97,  sec.  213a. 

Comi>ettsation  of  reoeivsr. — ^Although  the 
services  rendered  by  a  receiver  extend  over 
a  period  of  several  years  the  compensation 
awarded  him  when  given  in  one  sum  is  tax- 
able as  of  the  year  when  it  is  received  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  the  court  in 
making  its  order  divides  the  compensation 
according  to  the  services  rendered  in  each 
year.  Jackson  t*.  Simietanka,  (N.  D.  III. 
1920)  267  Fed.  932,  affirmed  (C.  C.  A.  7th 
CiT.  1921)  272  Fed.  970. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  99,  sec.  214. 

Estate  taxes. —  The  amount  of  the  federal 
estate  tax  laid  by  the  Act  of  September  8, 
1916,  (1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.,  p.  305) 
which  accrued  and  was  paid  during  the 
year,  may  be  deducted  by  executors  from 
gross  income  when  making  their  return  of 
the  income  of  the  testator's  estate  for  the 
taxable  year,  for  the  purpose  of  the  income 
tax  imposed  by  the  Act  of  February  24,  1919, 
upon  the  net  income  received  by  estates  of 
deceased  persons  during  the  period  of  ad- 
ministration or  settlement,  which  statute, 
in  this  section,  makes  express  provision  for 
the  deduction  of  taxes  paid  or  accrued  within 
the  taxable  year,  imposed  by  the  authority 
of  the  United  States,  except  income,  war 
profits,  and  excess  profits  taxes.  U.  S.  v. 
Woodward,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct. 
616,65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — -. 

Profits  embeszled. — ^A  person  may  charge 
off  as  a  loss,  profits  which  were  made  on  a 
sale  of  stocks  but  which  were  embezzled  by 
his  broker.  Black  v.  Bolen,  (W.  D.  Okla. 
1920)  268  Fed.  427. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  103,  sec.  219. 

Transfer  of  assets  of  joint  stock  company 
to  trustee.— A  dissolution  of  a  joint  stock 
company  and  the  transfer  of  its  assets  to 
one  as  trustee  of  a  trust  estate  has  been 
sustained  though  the  motive  in  so  doing  was 
to  reduce  the  amount  of  future  taxation.  In 
such  a  case  it  was  said :  "  Bearing  in  mind 
the  rule  of  construction  which  the  Supreme 
Court   announced    in   the   case   of   GK>uld   v. 
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Oould,  246  U.  S.  151,  3S  Sup.  Ct.  53,  62  L. 
£d.  211,  and  numerous  other  cases?  to  the 
effect  that  the  provisions  of  the  taxing  stat- 
utes are  not  to  be  extended  by  implication 
beyond  the  clear  import  of  the  language 
used,  and  that  they  are  to  be  construed  most 
strongly  against  the  government  and  in  favor 
of  the  taxpayer,  it  is  the  opinion  of  this 
court  that  the  right  to  change  the  status 
of  an  organization,  or  to  dissolve  an  organi- 
zation in  any  legal  manner,  is  not  made 
ineffectual  because  the  motive  impelling  the 
change  is  to  reduce  or  avoid  taxation  in  the 
future.  The  right  so  to  do  is  an  incidental 
right,  inseparably  connected  with  an  indi- 
vidual's right  to  own  and  control  his  prop- 
erty. It  is  practically  identical  with  the 
the  sale  by  a  citizen  of  tax-burdened  securi- 
ties and  the  investment  of  the  proceeds 
thereof  in  tax-exempt  ones,  for  the  purpose 
of  reducing  or  avoiding  taxation. 

"  It  is  not  unnatural  that  any  thoughtful 
business  man  take  such  steps.  It  is  alto- 
gether different  from  tax  dodging,  the  hiding 
of  taxable  property,  or  the  doing  of  some 
unlawful  or  illegal  thing  in  order  to  avoid 
taxation."  Weeks  i?.  Sibley,  (N.  D.  Tex. 
1920)  269  Fed.  155. 

Restraining  payment  of  tax  by  trustee. — 
An  equitable  proceeding  may  be  maintained 
by  a  beneficiary  of  a  trust  to  restrain  the 
payment  by  the  trustee  of  a  tax  in  compli- 
ance with  a  ruling  by  the  Bureau  of  Internal 
Bevenue  where  it  is  claimed  by  the  complain- 
ant that  the  tax  is  illegal.  Weeks  v.  Sibley, 
(N.  D.  Tex.  1920)  269  Fed.  155. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  106,  sec.  222a. 

Citizen  of  United  States  in  Philippines. — > 
A  citizen  of  the  United  States  residing  in 
the  Philippines  may  be  allowed  a  credit  for 
the  amount  of  income  taxes  paid  to  the 
Island  treasury.  Lawrence  t\  Wardell,  (C. 
C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  405. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  118,  sec.  252. 

Refund  as  matter  of  rii^ht. —  Under  this 
section  the  refund  is  a  matter  of  riglit  with- 
out proof  or  duress  or  protest.  Greenport 
Basin,  etc.  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
269  Fed.  58. 

Filing  claim  for  refund  as  condition  prece- 
dent to  suit. —  It  is  not  necessarv  before 
commencing  a  suit  to  obtain  a  refund  of  a 
part  of  an  income  tax  paid  under  protest  that 
the  plaintiff  should  file  a  claim  for  a  refund. 
Black  V.  Bolen,  (W.  D.  Okla.  1920)  268  Fed. 
427. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  118,  sec.  253. 

Sufficiency  of  indictment. — An  indictment 
charging  a  conspiracy  to  defeat  and  evade 
the  income  tax  imposed  by  the  federal  stat- 
utes and  alleging  as  the  only  overt  act  the 
filing  of  a  false  return  with  the  collector  of 
internal  revenue  will  be  quashed  where  it 
appears  that  there  had  been  a  previous 
acquittal    under    an    indictment    charging   a' 


conspiracy  to  defraud  the  United  States  and 
which  charged  the  same  overt  act.  U.  S. 
r.  Rachmil,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270  Fed.  86». 

1919  Supp.,  p.  120,  sec.  261. 

A  citizen  of  the  United  States  residing  in 
the  Philippines  is  subject  to  the  Income  Tax 
I/aw  under  the  act  of  1918.  Lawrence  v. 
Wardell,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
405. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  131,  sec.  402. 

Time  of  transfer. —  The  clause  ''whether 
such  transfer  is  made  or  accrued  before  or 
after  the  passage  of  this  act "  was  used  in 
this  section  to  elucidate  wiUiout  changing 
the  law  and  to  put  at  rest  any  controversy 
on  the  subject.  Shwab  v.  Dovle,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  321.    ' 

1919  Supp.,  p.  140,  sec.  600a. 

This  section  was  not  repealed  bv  the  Xa- 
tional  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  p.  202  et  seq.).  U.  S.  t7.  Freidericks, 
(D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)  273  Fed.  188. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  140,  sec.  600b. 

This  section  was  not  repealed  bv  the  Na- 
tional Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  p.  202  et  seq.).  tJ.  S.  t>.  Freidericks, 
(D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)  273  Fed.  18«. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  143,  sec.  604. 

This  section  was  not  repealed  by  the  Na- 
tional Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  p.  202  et  seq.).  U.  S.  t\  Freidericks, 
(D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)  273  Fed.  188. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  153,  sec.  628. 

"Soft  drinks." — Sweet  cider  is  taxable 
under  this  section  as  a  soft  drink.  Monroe 
Cider  Vinegar,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Kiordan,  (W.  D. 
X.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  736.  The  court  said: 
*'  Sweet  cider  is  commonly  understood  to  be 
a  soft  drink,  and  as  drinks  of  that  descrip- 
tion are  specifically  taxed,  the  assessment  in 
question  in  my  opinion,  was  in  contempla- 
tion of  the  act.  In  enacting  the  law  Con- 
gress had  in  mind  the  essential  distinction 
between  hard  and  soft  cider,  and  the  com- 
prehensive term  '  soft  drinks '  was  used  to 
include  it  and  other  soft  drink  beverages 
fairly  and  reasonably  coming  within  tha^ 
classification.  It  is  not  conceivable  that  the 
law-making  power  intended  to  exclude  sweet 
eider,  which  has  less  than  one-half  of  1  per 
centum  of  alcohol,  from  taxation,  and  to  tax 
other  soft  drinks  which  also  have  hardly 
any  alcoholic  content.  In  Bradford  v.  Jones, 
142  Ky.  820,  135  S.  W.  290,  the  words  *  sof t 
drinks '  were  held  to  mean  n  on  intoxicating 
bevprapes.  and  the  court  took  judicial  notice 
of  the  fact  that  such  beverages  were  sold  in 
places  where  there  were  formerly  sold  in- 
toxicating liquors.  Such  has  become  the 
common  understatiding  and  therefore,  the  Ian- 
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giiage  of  the  statute  must  be  taken  in  the 
sense  in  which  it  will  be  nndersKiood  by  the 
public.  U.  S.  V.  Isham,  17  WalL  496,  21  L. 
Ed.  728;  Brown  v.  Piper,  91  U.  S.  42,  23 
L.  EU.  200.  Giving  effect  to  the  rules  ci 
construction  enunciated  in  these  adjudications 
requires  me  to  hold  that  the  trords  'other 
soft  drinks,'  as  used  in  the  statute,  clearly 
include  for  taxation  the  beverage  sweet  cider. 
There  is  no  ambiguity  in  the  term,  and  its 
meaning  is  plain,  when  we  adhere  to  the 
common  understanding.  The  doctrine  of  nos- 
citur  a  sociis  or  ejusdem  generis,  urged  by 
plaintiff,  need  not  be  called  upon  to  assist 
In  interpreting  the  statute,  in  view  of  the 
apparent  intent  with  which  the  term  was 
used  in  the  statute." 

Basis  of  computation  of  tax. —  The  basis 
for  computing  the  amount  of  the- tax  on  sweet 
cider  sold  in  containers  is  held  to  be  the 
price  of  the  beverage  and  container.  Monroe 
Cider  Vinegar,  etc.,  Co.  v,  Riordan,  (W.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921 )  274  Fed.  73d. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  160,  sec.  900. 

Games. —  Qui ja  boards  are  games  or  imple- 
ments with  which  games  are  played  within 
the  sense  of  the  word  ''games"  as  used  in 
this  section  and  subject  to  tax.  Baltimore 
Talking  Board  Co.  r.  Miles,  (D.  C.  Md.  1921) 
273  Fed.  631.  The  court  said:  *' One  of  these 
boards  is  a  thing  which  one  or  more  people 
employ  for  their  amusement  or  sport,  and 
with  which  they  think  they  are  playing  at 
a  game.  The  .use  of  it  is  all  the  more  in- 
teresting, in  that  it  gives  results  which  the 
players  may  not  always  suppose  to  be  fore- 
tellable.  In  this  respect  it  resembles  various 
games  of  solitaire,  the  telling  of  fortunes  by 
cards,  etc.  It  is  quite  clearly  among  the 
general  class  of  things  which  Congress  in- 
tended to  tax,  and  it  is  sufficiently  identified 
by  the  worde  it  used. 

"  'mere  is  a  subordinate  question  raised. 
The  plaintiff  says  that  the  larger  part  of 
its  sales  were  of  small-sized  boards,  sold  by 
it  at  a  low  price  to  merchants,  who  distrib- 
uted them  as  advertisements.  It  claims  that 
in  any  event  they  are  not  taxable,  because 
they  are  children's  tovs  or  games,  and  as 
such  are  excepted  by  the  act  itself.  It  may 
be  that  there  are  some  who  think  that  those 
who  use  ouija  boards  are  childish  enough. 
That  is  a  matter  of  opinion  upon  which 
courts  need  not  take  sides.  They  are  not 
the  sort  of  thing  which  would  interest  many 
who  are  children  in  years.  The  picture  on 
the  envelope  in  which  the  plaintiff  distributes 
these  diminutive  bo'ards  show  that  those  who 
are  supposed  to  use  them  are,  for  the  most 
part,  adults. 

"It  follows  that  the  tax  was  properly  col- 
lected, and  the  defendant  is  entitled  to  a 
verdict.** 

1919  Supp.,  p.  170,  sec.  1006. 

Constitutionality. —  This  act  is  constitu- 
tional. "This  provision,  by  confining  pur- 
chases to  the  drugs  in  the  packages,  or  from 


the  packages  stamped,  clearly  tends  to  con- 
fine the  purchases  and  dealings  in  such  drugs 
to  those  which  have  paid  the  internal  revenue 
tax  levied.  A  compliance  with  this  law  by 
all  purchasers  would  extend  all  transactions 
to  such  drugs  as  had  paid  the  internal  reve- 
nue tax-'*  Gilmore  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1920)  2e^  Fed.  719. 

Purpose. —  The  purpose  of  the  statute  is 
to  prohibit  the  purchasoi,  sale  and  distribu- 
tion of  narcotics.  Dean  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
0th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  694. 

Sufficiency  of  indictment. — An  indictment 
which  charges  that  the  defendant  "  did  know- 
ingly, unlawfully,  and  willfully  sell,  dispense, 
and  distribute*'  derivatives  of  opium  and 
derivatives  of  coca  leaves,  has  been  held  suffi- 
cient to  show  that  he  was  a  person  who  was 
required  to  register  under  the  Act  of  Decem- 
ber 17,  1914,  and  the  amendment  of  Febru- 
ary 24,  1919,  Bacigalupi  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  367.  So  an  indict- 
ment under  this  section  has  been  held  suffi- 
cient which  charged  that  the  defendant  did 
knowingly,  etc.,  "  purchase,  sell,  dispense, 
and  distribute  cocaine  in  and  from  a  certain 
tin  box,  which  said  tin  box  was  not  then 
and  there  the  original  stamped  package  con- 
taining said  cocaine,"  and  that  said  defend- 
ant did  have  in  his  possession  the  said  tin 
box  containing  cocaine,  consisting  of  about 
one-half  an  ounce,  and  t^at  the  "  said  tin  box 
tlien  and  there  containing  said  cocaine  did 
not  then  and  there  bear  and  have  afllxed 
thereon  appropriate  tax  paid  stamps  as  re-' 
quired  by  the  act  of  Congress  approved  De- 
cember 17,  1914,  known  as  the  Harrison 
Narcotic  Law."  Dean  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  695.  And  in  Dean 
V.  U.  S..  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
695,  an  indictment  was  held  sufficient  as 
against  objection  not  raised  in  the  court 
below. 

In  Bierriero  v.  U.  '8.,  (C.  C-  A.  4th  Cir. 
1921)  271  Fed.  912;  Senick  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  4th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  918,  it  was  con- 
tended that  to  convict  under  this  section  it 
must  be  alleged  and  proved  "that  the  ac- 
cused is  one  of  those  persons  required  to 
register  and  pay  the  special  tax,"  even  if 
untaxed  and  unstamped  drugs  be  found  in  his 
possession.  The  court  said:  "We  are  not 
of  that  opinion.  The  clause  above  quoted 
includes,  not  only  those  who  purchase,  but 
also  those  who  sell  and  dispense,  and  the 
latter  are  specifically  required  to  register  and 
pay  the  special  tax.  Therefore  an  indict- 
ment in  the  language  of  the  statute,  charg- 
ing that  defendant  '  did  sell,  dispense  and 
distribute,'  as  in  this  case,  alleges  by  neces- 
sary implication  that  he  is  within  the  class 
required  to  register.  And  if  there  be  proof 
that  unstamped  drugs  were  found  in  his 
possession,  the  clause  in  question  creates  the 
presumption  that  he  has  violated  the  amended 
section.  The  burden  is  then  upon  him  to 
show  that  he  is  not  in  the  class  required 
to  register,  and  that  his  possession  was  not 
unlawful." 

Evidence. —  Under  this  section  prima  facie 
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proof  is  made  of  the  violation  of  the  statute 
by  evidence  that  the  accused  had  the  pos- 
session of  prohibited  narcotics  to  which  are 
not  affixed  appropriate  tax  paid  stamps.  In 
this  respect  uie  offense  is  not  dissimilar  to 
some  other  offenses  against  the  United  States, 
such  as  the  offense  of  having  in  possession 
dies  adaptable  to  counterfeiting  or  having 
possession  of-  imported  opium.  Dean  v.  U.  S. 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  19i20)  266  Fed.  694.  Sucll 
provision  of  this  section  is  permissible,  Ich: 
while  the  possession  of  drugs  cannot  of  itself 
be  made  a  crime,  possession  may  be  made 
prima  facie  evidence  of  some  other  offense. 
Pierriero  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  912;  Senick  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  918. 

An  instmction  in  a  prosecution  under  this 
section  on  possession  as  prima  facie  evidence 
of  violation  held  not  to  be  erroneous  in 
Pierriero  v.  U.  S.,  (CCA.  4th  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  912. 

Sentence. —  Where  under  this  act  a  verdict 
of  guilty  is  rendered  upon  several  counts,  and 
the  sentence  does  not  exceed  that  which  might 
be  properly  imposed  upon  conviction  on  the 
oounts  which  are  good,  the  sentence  must 
stand.  Bacigalupi  v,  U.  S.,  (CCA,  9Ui 
Cir.  1921 )  274  Fed,  367. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  174,  sec.  1100. 

Note  without  stamps  as  evidence^ — A 
promissory  note  is  inadmissible  as  evidence 
where  the  required  documentary  stamps  are 
not  affixed  thereto.  U.  S.  v»  Masters^  (E.  D. 
Mo.  1920)  264  Fed.  250. 


p.   177,   sec.   1107, 


1919   Supp., 
subd.  4. 

''Right  to  subscribe  for  or  to  receive  such 
aharea." — In  Marconi  Wireless  Tel.  Co.  v. 
Duffy,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)  273  Fed.  197,  the 
plaintiff,  for  the  purpose  of  consolidating  its 
property  and  business  with  certain  properties 
and  business  of  the  General  Electric  Com- 
pany, contracted  to  transfer  its  assets,  with 
minor  exceptions^  to  the  Badio  Corporation 
of  America  (hereinafter  called  Radio),  in 
exchange  for  2,000,000  shares  each  of  Radio's 
preferred  and  conunon  stock.  Stodc  was  is- 
sued with  the  revenue  stamp  required  by  law 
attached  thereto.  Subsequently  plaintiff  was 
required  by  defendant  to  pay  an  additional 
tax  upon  the  shares  so  issued  direct  to  plain- 
tiff's stockholders^  amounting  to  the  sum  of 
$5,000,  the  stamps  for  which,  upon  the  de- 
fendant's directions,  were  affixed  to  plaintifi^s 
minute  book,  and  canceled  by  the  defendant 
despite  the  plaintiff's  protest.  The  court 
said :  "  In  considering  the  question  at  issue 
we  must  not  ignore  the  substantial  difference 
between  a  corporation  and  its  stockholders. 
.  .  .  The  property  sold  to  Radio  was  the 
plaintiff's  property,  and  could  be  sold  only 
by  it.  To  effect  the  sale  the  consent  of  the 
stockholders  was  necessary;  but  it,  and  not 


the  stockholders,  held  the  legal  title,  and  it 
alone  could  vest  such  title  in  the  purchaser. 
The  stockholders  eventually  would  share  in 
the  consideration  of  the  sale,  but  this  could 
be  brought  about  only  by  means  of  dividends 
or  similar  methods  of  distribution.  The 
stock  issued  by  Radio  to  the  plaintifl*'s  stock- 
holders was  the  consideration  for  the  prop- 
erty sold  to  it  by  the  plaintiff.  Had  the 
plaintiff  received  the  stock  as  seemingly  was 
originally  contemplated,  and  disposed  of  it* 
whether  to  ite  stockholders  or  to  other  par- 
ties, a  tax  such  as  was  here  imposed  would 
have  had  to  be  paid.  Undoubtedly  it  was 
within  the  power  of  plaintiff,  upon  obtaining 
the  necessary  authority,  to  direct  Radio  to 
issue  the  stock  to  its  (plaintiff's)  stock- 
holders. But  this  authority  —  resolution  of 
the  plaintiff's  board  of  directors  —  was  noth- 
ing less  than  a  transfer  of  plaintiff's  rights 
to  such  shares  of  stock,  and  is  covered  by 
one  of  the  quoted  methods  of  transferring 
shares  or  certificates  of  stock  taxable  under 
subdivision  4,  viz.,  a  transfer  of  'rights  to 
subscribe  for  or  to  receive  such  shares.'  .  .  . 
Such  transfers  having  been  effected,  the  chal- 
lenged tax  was  justified,  and  the  stamps  were 
properly  affixed  to  the  plaintiff's  minute  book, 
as  it  evidenced  the  transfer." 

1919  Supp.,  p.  179,  sec.  1200. 

Constittttioiiality. —  This  section  imposing 
a  tax  of  ten  per  cent  on  an  establishment 
using  child  labor  contrary  to  its  provisions 
is  unconstitutional.  George  t?.- Bailey,  (W.  D. 
N.  C.  1921)  274  Fed.  «39.  The  court  said: 
"  It  will  be  noted  that  this  section  is  practi- 
cally a  reproduction  of  the  material  provi- 
sions of  the  Owen-Keating  bill;  the  only 
difference  being  that  under  that  bill,  the 
product  of  an  establishment  using  child  labor, 
was  forbidden  transportation  in  interstate 
commerce,  and  in  the  present  act  an  estab- 
lishment using  child  labor  contrary  to  its 
provisions  is  subject  to  a  tax  of  ten  per  cen- 
tum, upon  the  net  income  derived  from  its 
operations.  The  question  which  suggests  it- 
self in  the  outset  is  whether  the  last  act  is 
intended  to  raise  revenue.  It  will  scarcely 
be  insisted  that  such  is  its  object.  It  is  more 
reasonable  to  conclude  that  the  purpose  of 
the  tax  feature  is  to  impose  a  penalty  in 
order  to  deter  the  violation  of  the  child 
labor  provision.  It  would  be  a  rather  non- 
productive revenue  system  which  imposed 
taxes,  the  effect  of  ifdiich  would  be  to  anni- 
hilate the  subject  of  taxation,  or  to  prohibit 
the  exercise  of  the  privilege  for  which  the 
tax  is  levied. 

"  In  the  case  of  Collins  v.  New  Hampshire, 
171  U.  S.  30.  33,  34,  18  Sup.  Ct.  766,  76t> 
(43  L.  Ed.  60),  the  following  is  found: 

"'The  direct  and  necessary  result  of  a 
statute  must  be  taken  into  consideration  when 
deciding  as  to  its  validity,  even  if  that  result 
is  not  in  so  many  words  either  enacted  or 
distinctly  provided  for.  In  whatever  lan- 
guage a  statute  may  be  framed,  its  purpose 
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must  be  determined  by  its  natural  and  reason- 
able effect.' 

"  Tliis  doctrine  is  reaffirmed  in  the  Dagen- 
hart  Case,  supra.  In  what  are  ealled  the 
Pipe  Line  Cases,  234  U.  S.  54&-560,  34  Sup. 
Ct.  956,  d58  (58  L.  Ed.  459),  the  Supreme 
Court  used  this  language  which  is  quoted  be- 
fore in  this  opinion; 

** '  The  control  by  Congress  over  interstate 
commerce  cannot  authorize  the  exercise  of 
authority  not  entrusted  to  it  by  the  Consti- 
tution.' 

"  If  that  principle  applies  to  the  authority 
of  Congress  in  the  regulation  of  commerce, 
there  is  no  reason  why  it  should  not  apply 
in  raising  revenue  by  taxation,  for  the  power 
delegated  to  the  United  states  to  levy  and 
collect  taxes,  is  no  more  elastic  than  the 
power  delegated  by  the  commerce  provision. 
As  bearing  upon  this  point  the  following  is 
quoted  from  the  opinion  in  Veazie  Bank  9. 
Fenno,  75  U.  S.  (8  Wall.)  533,  19  L.  Ed. 
482,  which  was  a  case  involving  the  right  of 
the  federal  government  to  levy  taxes  upon 
state  banks: 

"  *  There  are,  indeed,  certain  virtual  limita- 
tions, arising  from  the  principles  of  the  Con- 
stitution itself.  It  would  undoubtedly  be  an 
abuse  of  the  power  if  so  exercised  as  to  im- 
pair the  separate  existence  and  independent 
self-government  of  the  states  or  if  exercised 
for  ends  inconsistent  with  the  limited  grants 
of  power  in  the  Constitution/ 

"  By  the  Constitution  the  federal  govern- 
ment is  invested  with  power  by  congressional 
legislation  'to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  duties, 
imposts  and  excises,  to  pay  the  debt  and  pro- 
vide for  the  common  defense  and  general  wel- 
fare of  the  United  States.'  But  nowhere  in 
the  Constitution  can  be  found  authority  to 
the  national  government  to  regulate  labor 
within  the  states. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  prime  question 


(( 


in  this  case  and  the  authorities  bearing  upon 
It,  the  conclusion  seems  to  be  irresistible  that 
the  national  Legislature  cannot  do  indirectly 
that  which  it  is  forbidden  by  the  Constitu- 
tion to  do  directly;  and  it  being  definitely 
determined  by  the  highest  court  of  the  land 
that  the  right  to  regulate  labor  is  inherent 
in  the  states,  then  Congress  cannot  intervene 
to  control  it,  either  by  way  of  interstate 
commerce,  efforts  to  levy  taxes,  or  by  any 
other  method." 

Power  of  Congress. —  The  right  to  regulate 
labor  within  a  state  is  a  state  function  and 
Congress  is  forbidden  by  the  Constitution  to 
interfere  with  it.  George  t?.  Bailey,  (W.  D. 
N.  C.  1921 )  274  Fed.  639. 

Injunction  against  collection  of  tax. —  This 
act  being  unconstitutional  an  injunction  may 
be  granted  to  restrain  the  collection  of  the 
tax  imposed,  as  R.  S.  sec.  3224  (3  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1032)  forbidding  a  suit  to 
restrain  the  collection  of  any  tax  is  inappli- 
cable. George  r.  Bailey,  (W.  D.  N.  C.  1921) 
274  Fed.  639. 

1919  Suppv  p.  192,  sec.  1320. 

Fees  of  clerk  of  court. —  The  clerk  of  the 
court  is  entitled  to  his  fee  "for  receiving, 
keeping  and  paying  out  money  "  where  Lib- 
erty Bonds  are  deposited  as  authorized  by 
this  section.  McGovem  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
7th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  262. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  193,  sec.  1400. 

Invalidity  of  unstamped  instramants  not 
affected  by  repeal. —  The  limitation  on  the 
repeal  of  the  Stamp  Tax  Act  does  not  leave 
in  force  the  provision  of  the  Act  of  189S 
(4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  291,  note) 
invalidating  unstamped  proxies.  State  t\ 
MUIer,  (Wis.  1921)  181  N.  W.  745,  reversing 
on  rehearing  (Wis.  1920)   179  N.  W.  815. 
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Vol.  IV,  p.  337,  sec.  1  [A].     [First 

ed.,  vol.  Ill,  p.  809.] 

VI.  Validity  of  state  statutes. 
3.  Contracts. 
VIII.  Persons,  etc.,  subject  to  act. 
2.  Telegraph  companies. 
X.  Transportation  within  state  or  terri- 
tory. 
1.  Transportation  within  state. 

VI.  Validity  of  St  ate.  Statutes 

3.  Contracts  (p.  341) 

Where  coal  mining  companies  had  con- 
tracts to  deliver  coal  outside  the  state  and 
an  order  of  a  state  conmiission  requiring 
them  to  deliver  their  coal  to  parties  within 
the  state  was  made  the  court  held  that  an 
interlocutory  injunction  should  be  issued,  the 


court  saying:  ''That  the  operation  of  the 
statute,  as  indicated  by  the  orders  of  the 
conmiission,  is  a  direct  interference  with  in- 
terstate commerce.  When  the  coal  is  severed 
from  the  ground  it  becomes  an  article  of 
commerce,  and  the  owner  of  that  commodity, 
under  the  commerce  clause  of  the  Federal  Con- 
stitution (article  1,  §  8,  see  Vol,  X,  p  410), 
which  recognizes  no  state  lines,  has  the  right 
so  far  as  the  state  is  concerned,  to  sell  and 
to  contract  to  sell  his  entire  output  to  citi- 
zens of  other  states.  The  orders  are  also  an 
interference  with  interstate  commerce  by 
reason  of  the  showing  in  the  bill  that  the 
output  of  three  of  the  five  mines  that  are 
being  operated  by  the  complainants  had  been 
contracted  to  the  Pennsylvania  Company,  an 
interstate  carrier,  under  a  contract  meeting 
the  approval  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission, which  approval  carries  an  implied 
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finding  of  fact  that  the  coal,  so  used,  is 
directly  consumed  in,  or  in  aid  of,  interstate 
commerce."  Vandal ia  Coal  Co.  u.  Special 
Coal,  etc.,  Commission,  (D.  C.  Ind.  1920) 
268  Fed.  572. 

VIII.  Persons,  ETC.,  Subject  to  Act 
2.  Telegraph  Companies  (p.  343) 

In  generaL — To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  Western  Union  Tel. 
Co.  r.  Sims,  (Ind.  1921)  131  N.  E.  520; 
Western  Union  Tel.  Co.  v.  Bushnell  (Ind. 
App.  1920)  128  N.  E.  49,  wherein  "it  was 
held  that  a  telegraph  company  was  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  act  although  the 
point  of  origin  and  the  point  of  destination 
of  the  message  transmitted  were  within  the 
same  state. 

X.  Tbawsportation  Within  State  ob 

Tebbitobt 

I.  Transportation  Within  State  (p.  340) 

Transportation  of  a  passenger  and  baggage 
under  an  interstate  ticket  would  be  none 
the  less  interstate  commerce  because  the 
transportation  in  question  was  only  one  stage 
of  the  journey,  lying  between  two  points  in 
the  same  state.  Galveston,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v. 
Woodbury,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  357,  41  S.  Ct. 
114,  65  U.  S.  (L,  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (Tex. 
1919)  209  S.  W.  432. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  351,  sec.  1  [B].    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  113.] 

V.  Tban8P(»tation  as  Including  What 

1.  In  General  (p.  353) 

Agreement  to  fnmish  car. — An  agreement 
by  an  express  company  to  furnish  a  car  is 
not  a  separate  and  distinct  contract,  but  is  a 
part  of  the  contract  of  transportation.  The 
furnishing  of  the  car  was  merely  a  part  or  an 
incident  of  the  entire  transaction.  The  stock 
could  not  have  been  transported,  nor  the 
carriage  completed,  except  that  a  car  was 
furnished  for  that  purpose.  Transportation 
means  not  only  the  physical  instrumentalities, 
but  all  services  in  connection  with  the  re- 
ceipt, handling,  and  delivery  of  the  property 
transported.  Cecil  r.  Southern  Express  Co., 
(1921)    191  Ky.  2&2,  229  S.  W.  1041. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  355,  sec.  1  [C].    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  .113.] 

II.  "Just  and  Keasonable"  charges. 
1.  In  general. 
8.  Telegraph  messages. 

II.  "  Just  and  Reasonable  "  Charges 

1.  In  General  (p.  356) 

Object  of  provisions  as  to  just  and  reason- 
able charges. —  In  construing  this  provision 
and  section  3,  it  has  been  said :  "  Obviously 
^be  legislative  motive  for  the  enactment  of 


those  provisions  was  to  protect  parties  pro* 
curing  the  services  of  the  carriers  mentioned 
from  exactions  by  such  carriers  of  unjust 
or  unreasonable  charges  for  such  services, 
and  from  being  made  the  victims  of  undue 
or  unreasonable  discriminations  against  such 
parties,  and  in  favor  of  others  having  similar 
dealings  with  the  carriers.  It  is  not  to  be 
supposed  that  those  provisions  were  intended 
to  nave  the  effect  of  enabling  a  carrier  to 
escape  liability  for  a  breach  of  its  under- 
taking to  render  a  service  in  the  line  of  the 
business  in  which  It  is  engaged  by  showing 
that  the  party  for  whom  that  service  was 
undertaken  was,  without  the  knowledge  or 
fault  of  that  party,  charged  less  therefor 
than  its  reasonable  value,  or  than  was  ex- 
acted of  others  for  similar  services,  or  other- 
wise was  accorded  undue  preferential  treat- 
ment. The  provisions  were  intended  for  the 
benefit  of  parties  unjustly  -discriminated 
against,  and  were  not  intended  to  enable  a 
carrier  to  shield  itself  from  the  consequences 
of  a  breach  of  its  obligation  to  a  party  who 
was  an  unconscious  recipient  of  the  carrier's 
preferential  treatment."  Western  Union  Tel. 
Co.  f.  Esteve,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268 
Fed.  22. 

8.  Telegraph  Messages  (p.  358) 

What  constitutes  interstate  message. —  A 

message  sent  to  another  point  in  the  same 
state  but  relayed  through  a  point  outside  the 
state  is  an  interstate  message.  Western 
Union  Tel.  Co.  v.  Speight,  (1920)  254  U.  S. 
17,  41  S.  Ct.  11,  05  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  (re- 
veiling  (1919)  178  N.  C.  146,  100  S.  E.  351)  ; 
Western  Union  Tel.  Co.  v.  Beasley,  (Ala. 
1921)  87  So.  858  {oterruling  Western  Union 
Tel.  Co.  V,  Glover,  ( 1920)  17  Ala.  App.  374, 
86  So.  164);  Western  Union  Tel.  Co.  t>. 
Brent,  (1921)   191  Ky.  603,  230  S.  W.  921. 

Limitation  of  liability. —  Since  the  amend- 
ment of  June  18,  1910,  providing  that  tele- 
graph and  cable  messages  may  be  classified 
into  day,  night,  repeated,  unrepeated,  letter, 
commercial,  press,  government,  and  such  other 
classes  as  are  just  and  reasonable,  and  dif- 
ferent rates  be  charged  for  the  different 
classes  of  messages,  the  sender  of  an  un- 
repeated cablegram  from  a  foreign  country 
is,  without  assent  in  fact,  bound  as  a  matter 
of  law  by  the  provision  in  the  company's 
lawfully  established  tariff,  limiting  liability 
for  mistake  in  transmission  of  unrepeated 
cablegrams  to  the  amount  of  the  company's 
share  of  the  tolls  collected,  where  such  tariff 
offers  alternative  rates  for  repeated  and  un- 
repeated cable  messages,  since  any  deviation 
from  the  lawful  rate  would  violate  the  statu* 
tory  requirement  of  equality  and  uniformity 
of  rates.  Western  Union  Tel.  Co.  v.  Esteve, 
(1921)  25<J  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  584,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  cd.)  — ,  reversing  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1O20) 
268  Fed.  22.  To  the  same  effect,  see  West- 
ern Union  Tel.  Co,  t?.  Brent,  (1921)  191  Kv. 
503,  230  S.  W.  921. 

Neither  the  fact  that  the  message  was  tele- 
phoned in  so  that  the  sender  did  not  know 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 


507 


of  a  rule  printed  on  the  blank  as  to  unre- 
peated  messages  nor  the  fact  that  the  tele- 
graph company  bad  not  filed  its  rules  with 
the  Interstate  Conomerce  Commission  obvi- 
ates the  binding  effect  of  the  rule.  Grand 
Rapids  Showcase  Co.  v.  Postal  Tel.  Cable 
Co.,  (Mich.  1021)   183  K.  W.  731. 

A  telegraph  company  is  not  liable  for  de- 
lay in  the  transmission  of  an  interstate  tele- 
gram, for  an  amount  in  excess  of  the  price 
of  the  message,  where  the  contract  between 
the  sender  and  the  company,  approved  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  so  provides. 
Western  Unicm  Tel.  Co.  v.  Thompson,  ( 1920) 
123  Miss.  441,  86  So.  278. 

The  federal  decisions  being  binding,  a  state 
court  is  bound  to  sustain  the  validity  of  a 
limitation  of  liability  for  mistake  or  non- 
delivery where  the  message  is  an  interstate 
one.  Kyan  i?.  Colorado  Postal  Tel.  Co.,  (Colo. 
1921)  195  Pac.  645.  See  further  to  the 
same  effect.  Brewer  v.  Postal  Tel.  Co.,  (Mo. 
App.  1920)  223  S  W.  949. 

Reasonableneta  of  rules  on  telegraph 
blanks. —  Where  the  telegraph  blank  on  which 
the  message  involved  w«i8  written  is  on  file 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
as  are  the  rules  governing  unrepeated  mes- 
sages and  like  matters,  questions  of  the  rea- 
sonableness of  the  regulations  on  the  back 
of  the  blank  are  primarily  for  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  to  determine.  Czizek 
r.  Western  Union  Tel.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)  272  Fed.  223. 

Mental  anguish. —  The  transmission  of  a 
telegram  between  two  points  in  the  same 
state  over  a  route  passing  out  of  the  state 
is  none  the  less  interstate,  so  as  to  prevent 
the  application  of  the  rule  of  the  local  law 
permitting  a  suit  to  recover  damages  for 
mental  anguish  because  of  a  mistake  in  de- 
livery, although  it  would  have  been  physically 
possible  to  send  the  message  over  a  route 
lying  wholly  within  the  state,  the  course 
adopted  being  more  convenient  and  less  ex- 
pensive for  the  telegraph  companv.  Western 
Union  Tel.  Co.  t.  Speight,  (1920)  254  U.  S. 
17,  41  Sup.  Ct.  11,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
{reversing  (1^1»)  178  N.  C.  146,  100  S.  E. 
351 )  wherein  it  was  further  held  that  the 
burden  rests  upon  the  plaintiff  in  a  suit 
against  a  telegraph  company  to  recover  for 
mental  suffering  due  to  a  mistake  in  the 
transmission  of  a  telegram  to  show  the 
motive,  if  material,  of  the  telegraph  com- 
pany in  transmitting  the  message  between 
two  points  in  the  same  state  over  a  route 
passing  through  another  state.  Also  that, 
any  liability  to  the  addrea^jee  of  a  telegram 
which  might  arise  because  of  the  motive  with 
which  the  telegraph  company  transmitted 
the  message  between  two  points  in  the  same 
state  over  a  route  passing  through  another 
state  would  not  be  a  liability  for  an  intra- 
state transaction  that  never  took  place,  but 
for  the  unwarranted  conduct  of  the  company 
and  the  resulting  loss. 

In  an  action  for  negligent  delay  in  trans- 
mitting a  telegram  a  state  court  must  apply 


the  federal  rule  which  forbids  the  recovery 
of  damages  for  mental  anguish,  and  this 
though  the  interstate  character  of  the. mes- 
sage was  not  pleaded  by  the  defendant. 
Nichols  V.  Western  Union  Tel.  Co.,  (Nev. 
1920)    191  Pas.  573. 

Punitive  damaget. —  Under  Act  Cong.  June 
18,  1910,  c.  309  (36  Stat.  539),  and  the 
conmion  law  as  accepted  and  enforced  by  the 
federal  courts,  a  telegraph  company  is  not 
liable  for  punitive  damages  for  delay  in  the 
transmission  of  an  interstate  telegram,  re- 
sulting from  the  willful  disregard  of  the 
senders  rights  on  the  part  of  the  company's 
agent,  unless  the  agent's  wrongful  act  was 
authorized  or  approved  by  the  company. 
Western  Union  Tel.  Co.  r.  Thompson,  (1920) 
123  Miss.  441,  86  So.  273. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  359,  sec  1  [D].     [First 
ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  113.] 

"  Practice."— It  is  said  that  the  word 
"  practice "  as  used  in  this  section  covers  a 
large  field  but  that  occasional  and  even  com- 
mon assertion  of  right  do  not  make  such  a 
practice,  its  essence  being  uniformity. 
Francesconi  v.  Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  687. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  359,  sec.  1  [E].    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  114.] 

I.  Validity  of  state  statutes. 
VI.  Acts  constituting  violation. 

I.  Validity  of  State  Statutes  (p.  360) 

Statute  at  to  effect  of  stipulation  in  pais 
is  not  affected  by  this  section.  Van  Zant  t*. 
Kansas  City  Southern  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  1921) 
232  S.  W.  696,  wherein  the  court  said :  "  The 
plain  and  obvious  import  of  that  part 
of  the  Hepburn  Act  under  consideration  is 
to  prohibit  the  issuance  by  an  interstate  car- 
rier of  interstate  free  passes  to  any  persons, 
except  those  of  certain  designated  classes, 
and  to  subject  both  the  carrier  issuing  such  a 
pass  and  the  person  using  it,  in  violation  of 
its  prohibition,  to  certain  penalties.  With 
respect  to  the  issuance  of  passes  to  persons 
coming  within  the  exception,  nothing  is  said: 
there  is  no  reference  whatever  to  the  form  or 
provisions  of  any  such  pass,  or  to  the  under- 
taking thereby  assumed  by  the  carrier  issu- 
ing it,  or  to  the  liability,  if  any,  that  may  be 
incurred  in  the  transportation  thereunder, 
for  a  failure  on  the  part  of  the  carrier  to  ex- 
ercise care  or  otherwise.  As  evidenced  by  the 
language,  the  sole  purpose  of  the  enactment 
of  these  provisions  was  to  prohibit  the  issu- 
ance of  free  transportation  by  interstate 
carriers.  However,  the  issuance  to  certain 
classes  of  persons  was  excepted  from  the  op- 
eration of  the  act.  So  far  as  the  cases  coming 
within  the  exception  were  concerned,  the  law 
remained  unchanged.  After  the  passage  of 
the  act,  as  to  the  persokis  named  in  the  ex- 
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ception,  the  carrier  could  issue  free  interstate 
passes,  on  such  conditions  and  under  such 
stipulations  as  it  saw  fit,  or  it  could  refuse 
to  issue  them  at  all,  just  as  it  could  and  did 
do  prior  thereto.  The  only  regulation  of 
interstate  free  passes  undertaken  by  the  act 
was  to  prohibit  their  issuance  and  use,  ex- 
cept with  respect  to  the  persons  specifically 
excluded  from  its  operation.  .  .  .  Our 
own  conclusion  is  that  Congress  has  not 
legislated  on  the  subject  of  the  rights  and 
liabilities  of  the  parties  in  cases  of  the  inter- 
state carriage  of  passengers  under  free  passes, 
not  coming  within  the  prohibition  of  the 
Hepburn  Act,  or  respecting  the  validity  of 
stipulations  or  conditions  annexed  to  such 
passeei  exempting  the  carrier  from  liability, 
and  that  therefore  these  matters  remain  the 
subject  of  regulation  by  the  several  states.'' 

VI.  Acts  Coitstitutino  Violation  (p.  363) 

Sufficiency  of  information. — An  informa- 
tion charging  a  violation  of  this  section  need 
not  negative  the  exceptions  specified  there- 
in. Krause  t?.  U.  6.  (C.  C.  A.  »th  Cir.  1920) 
267  Fed.  183. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  363,  sec.  1  [F].     [First 

ed.,  1912  Siipp.,  p.  115.] 

VI.  Owm&BSHip  BY  Railroad  of  Stock  nr 
Mining  Company  (p.  366) 

A  contract  which  an  anthracite  coal  com- 
pany, controlled  by  an  interstate  railway 
carrier  through  stock  ownership  and  common 
cheers,  made  with  a  sales  company,  the 
stockholders  In  which  were  practically  iden- 
tical with  those  in  the  railway  company, 
whereby  the  coal  company  is  to  sell  the  coal 
mined  I>y  it  to  the  sales  company,  the  latter 
to  pay  therefor  at  65  per  cent  of  the  New 
York  prices,  and  to  sell  no  other  coal  than 
that  purchased  from  the  coal  company,  there 
being  further  provisions  that  the  coal  com- 
pany shall  leaae  all  its  facilities,  structures, 
and  trestles  to  the  sales  company ;  that  either 
party  shall  have  the  right  to  abrogate  and 
cancel  the  contract  upon  giving  six  months' 
notice,  and  that  the  sales  company  shall  not 
buy  coal  except  from  the  coal  company, — 
violates  both  the  commodities  clause  of  the 
Act  of  June  29,  1906,  set  out  in  the  text, 
making  it  unlawful  for  any  railway  company 
to  transport  in  interstate  commerce  any 
article  which  it  may  own  or  in  which  it  may 
have  any  interest,  and  the  Sherman  Anti> 
trust  Act  of  July  2,  1890  (see  vol.  IX,  p. 
644),  prohibiting  contracts  in  restraint  of 
trade.  U.  S.  v.  Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.,  (1920) 
254  U.  S.  256,  41  Sup.  Ct.  104,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  {reversing  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1914) 
225  Fed.  399)  wherein  it  was  further  held 
that  the  combination  effected  through  inter- 
corporate relations  between  the  interstate 
railway  carrier,  the  anthracite  coal  company, 
and  the  sales  company,  which  was  found  to 
violate  both  the  Sherman  Anti-trust  Act  of 
July  2,  1890   (see  Vol.  9,  p.  644),  and  the 


commodities  clause  of  the  Act  of  June  29, 
1906,  must  be  so  dissolved  as  to  give  each 
of  such  companies  its  ^tire  independence, 
and  all  contract  relations  between  the  coal 
company  and  the  sales  company  which  would 
serve  in  any  manner  to  render  the  sales 
company  not  entirely  free  to  extend  its 
business  of  bu3ring  and  selling  where  and 
from  and  to  whom  it  chooses  with  entire 
freedom  and  independence  must  be  enjoined, 
so  that  the  sales  company  may  in  effect,  as 
well  as  in  fm'm,  become  an  independent 
dealer,  free  to  act  in  competition  with  the 
coal  company  or  railway  company. - 

Distribtttion  of  aueta  on  aissolution. — ^In 
U.  S.  V,  Reading  Co.,  (1920)  263  U.  S.  26, 
40  Sup.  Ct.  425,  64  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  760  (see 
1920  Supp.  668)  the  Supreme  Court  ordered 
the  District  Court  to  enter  a  decree  *'  dissolv- 
ing the  combination  of  the  Reading  Company, 
the  Philadelphia  &  Reading  Railway  Com- 
pany, the  Philadeli^ia  ^  Reading  Coal  & 
Iron  Company,  the  Central  Railroad  Ck>m- 
pany  of  New  Jersey  and  the  Lehigh  &  Wilkes- 
Barre  Coal  Company,  existing  and  maintain- 
ing through  the  Reading  Company,  with  such 
provision  for  the  disposition  of  the  sharea 
of  stock  and  bonds  and  other  property  of 
the  various  companies,  held  by  the  Reading 
Company,  as  nmy  be  necessary  to  establish 
the  entire  independence  from  that  company 
and  from  each  other  of  the  Philadelphia  h 
Reading  Railroad  Company,  the  Philadelphia 
&  Reading  Coal  &  Iron  Company."  As  to  a 
plan  submitted  the  District  Court  (see  U.  S. 
V.  Reading  Co.,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  273  Fed. 
848 )  said :  "  Seeing,  then,  that  this  stodc 
is  not  an  earning  of  the  Reading  Company  to 
be  distributed  as  a  dividend,  but  is  a  jMirt 
of  its  capital  disposed  of  in  this  case  to 
qualifying  shareholders,  in  the  manner  pro- 
vided for  by  the  creation  of  this  intermediate 
corporation,  it  will  be  apparent  that  this 
decree  of  equal  right  to  all  shareholders, 
preferred  and  common  alike,  to  participate 
in  the  sale  as  ultimate  purchasers,  is  based 
on  the  general  equitable  principle  that  equal- 
ity is  equity  and  on  the  corporate  right  of 
all  shareholders  in  a  Pennsylvania  corpora- 
tion to  share  equally  on  a  disposition  of  its 
assets.  We  are  therefore  of  opinion  that  the 
plan  which  embodies  these  equitable  princi- 
ples should  be  approved  and  that  the  claim 
of  the  common  shareholders  to  take  all  of 
this  stodc  to  the  exclusion  of  the  preterred 
stockholders  should  be  denied.  And  in  ap- 
proving such  plan  we  note  that  in  point  of 
fact  the  equity  of  a  common  participation 
of  all  stodcholders,  preferred  and  common, 
has  not  only  the  approval  of  the  government 
of  the  United  States  that  has  no  interest  in 
the  controvers3%  save  to  see  that  equity  ia 
done  to  all;  of  the  Reading  Company  whicli 
has  no  interest  save  an  impartial  steward- 
ship for  all  its  shareholders;  and,  lastly, 
the  silently  expressed  approval  of  substan* 
tially  two-thirds  of  the  shares  held  by  com- 
mon stockholders.  .  .  .  Without  entering^ 
upon  a  further  discussion  of  the  questions 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 


509 


ijiTolved,  we  are  of  opiuion,  after  careful 
and  matured  consideration,  that  the  plan  as 
amended  should  be  approved,  and  we  there- 
fore direct  the  preparation  of  a  formal  decree 
embodying  its  terms.  We  deem  it  proper 
to  add  tnat  such  decree  shall  provide  for 
the  creation  of  a  new  corporation,  to  which 
shall  be  eold  the  equities  in  the  shares  of  the 
Philadelphia  &.  Reading  Coal  &  Iron  Com- 
pany held  by  the  Reading  Company.  The 
rights  to  purchase  the  stock  of  this  newly 
created  company  will  be  sold  to  the  preferred 
and  common  stockholders  of  the  Reading 
Company  share  and  share  alike.  In  the 
creation  of  such  a  corporation  by  this  court's 
order,  we  follow  a  general  course  pursued  in 
the  case  of  United  States  -r.  Du  Pont  et  al. 
(C.  C.)  188  Fed.  127,  and  the  wisdom  of 
so  doing  will  be  seen  by  an  examination  of 
the  opinion  lately  filed  in  that  case,  where 
the  purpose  of  such  procedure  is  fully  ex- 
plained. By  the  creation  of  this  new  cor- 
poration by  the  directions  of  this  court,  and 
by  its  retention  of  jurisdiction  to  enforce  this 
decree  as  therein  provided,  the  court  can, 
if  such  contingency  should  arise,  by  its  con- 
trol of  this  newly  formed  corporation,  control 
all  of  its  stockholders,  and  prevent  such 
stock  from  ever  being  used  to  thwart  the 
decree  made  in  pursuance  of  the  plan."  As 
to  the  stock  of  the  Coal  Company  a  plan 
was  approved  by  which  in  substance  the 
shareholders  of  the  Reading  Company  both 
common  and  preferred  were  to  share  equally 
in  the  distribution.  As  to  the  stock  of 
another  railroad  company  held  by  the  Read- 
ing Company  the  court  said:  "Reading 
Company  contends  that  the  spirit  and  the 
letter  of  section  5  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act,  as  amended  bv  the  Transportation 
Act  of  1»20  (40  Stat."  456),  justifies  iU 
prayer  that  the  value  of  this  stock  of  the 
Central  Railroad  Company  of  New  Jersey 
shall  not  be  subjected  to  possible  sacrifice 
by  a  sale  until  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  shall  adopt  a  consolidation  plan 
which  will  designate  the  several  railroads  of 
the  East  with  which  the  Central  Railroad 
Company  of  New  Jersey  may  be  consolidated, 
so  that  assurance  may  be  given  to  a  railroad 
company  purchaser  of  this  stook-  that  the 
holding  of  it  by  such  purchaser  will  not  be 
objectionable. 

"  The  Attorney-General  has  contended  that 
the  stock  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of 
a  trustee  or  trustees  imder  a  decree  of  thit 
court,  which  shall  direct  Reading  Company 
to  proceed  with  aU  due  diligence  to  offer  the 
same  for  sale  within  a  definite  period,  and 
if  at  the  expiration  of  such  period  a  piu:- 
chaser  has  not  been  found  by  Reading  Com- 
pany, then  upon  the  application  of  the 
Attorn ey-Oeneral  the  court  may  decree  a 
sale  of  this  stock  at  public  auction  or  in 
such  manner  as  the  court  shall  then  provide. 

"  The  court  is  of  opinion  that  because  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Transportation  Act  of 
1920  there  is  presently  no  prospective  pur- 
chaser of  the  Jersey  Central  stock  at  a  fair 


price,  and  so  long  as  the  oonirol  of  the 
voting  power  of  this  stock  is  taken  from 
Reading  Coo^pany  and  lodged  with  a  trustee 
or  trustees,  acting  under  the  supervision  of 
this  court,  there  is  full  compliance  with  the 
mandate  of  the  Supreme  Court,  which  re- 
quires that  there  shall  be  established  entire 
independence  between  these  two  companies, 
and  we  are  also  of  opinion  there  is  no  good 
reason  why  the  decree  of  this  court  shall 
now  subject  the  stock  to  the  possible  sacri- 
fice of  a  forced  sale,  to  the  detriment,  not 
only  of  the  Reading  Company,  but  also  to 
the  almost  equal  number  of  other  share- 
holders of  the  Jersey  Central  who  are  not 
parties  to  this  record,  who  have  no  right  to 
be  heard,  and  yet  who  may  be  very  seriously 
affected  by  a  decree  of  this  court  ordering 
at  the  present  time  a  forced  sale  of  this 
majority  stock. 

"  The  final  decree  to  be  entered  herein, 
therefore,  wiU  direct  the  transfer  of  the 
stock  of  the  Central  Railroad  Company  of 
New  Jersey,  owned  by  Reading  Company, 
to  such  trustee  or  trustees,  individual  or 
corporate,  as  the  court  may  name,  and  shall 
contain  the  terms  of  the  trust,  which  in  sub- 
stance shall  provide  that  the  stock  shall  be 
voted  by  the  trustee  or  trustees,  so  that  at 
all  times  there  shall  be  entire  independence 
of  directors  and  management  between  Read- 
ing Company,  as  it  shall  be  hereafter  merged 
with  Reading  Railway  Company,  and  the 
Central  Railroad  Company  of  New  Jersey, 
and  that  pending  a  sale  of  the  stock  all 
dividends  received  by  the  trustee  or  trustees 
upon  the  same  shall  be  paid  to  Reading 
Company,  or  as  it  shall  direct,  and  that  the 
actual  sale  of  the  stock  of  the  Central  Rail- 
road Company  of  New  Jersey  shall  be 
deferred,  in  view  of  the  possible  grouping 
of  railroads  by  the  Interstate  C<Mnmerce 
Commission  under  the  Transportation  Act  of 
1920,  subject,  however,  to  a  provision  in  the 
decree  that  on  motion  of  the  United  States 
or  other  party,  or  upon  the  court*8  own 
initiative,  that,  without  awaiting  such  action 
by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  an 
order  may  be  entered  hereafter  for  the  sale 
of  such  stock,  if  and  when  it  shall  appear  to 
the  court  that  the  facts  require  it,  or  the 
situation  makes  it  possible." 


[First  ed., 


Vol.  IV,  p.  371,  sec.  2. 

vol.  Ill,  p.  813.] 

III.  Unjust  discrimination. 

2.  What  constitutes. 
6.  Effect  on  contracts. 

IV.  Rebates. 

V.  Damages  for  violation. 

III.  Unjust  Discriminattow 

2.  What  GonsHtutea  (p.  373-) 

Discrimination  in  switching  charges. — The 
practice  of  railway  carriers  entering  a  cer- 
tain city  to  absorb  switching  charges  within 
the  switching  limits,  where  the  ]ine*haul 
carrier    compotes    with    the    switching    line, 
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and  to  refuse  to  absorb  such  charges  when 
the  switching  line  does  not  compete  with  the 
line-haul  carrier,  may  be  forbidden  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  being 
unjustly  discriminatory  and  unlawful,  under 
this  section,  which  prohibits  any  carrier 
from  charging  or  receiving  from  any  person 
a  greater  compensation  than  it  receives  from 
another  person  for  doing  for  him  a  like  and 
contemporaneous  service  under  substantially 
similar  circumstances  and  conditions.  Sea- 
board Air  Line  R.  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  254 
U.  S.  57,  41  Sup.  Ct.  24,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
—,  affirming  (E.  D.  Va.  l&IS)  249  Fed.  368. 

Agreement  to  carry  cattle  without  unload- 
ing.— ^A  special  agreement  to  carry  cattle  for 
36  hours  without  unloading  is  invalid  as  a 
discrimination  unless  a  rate  is  provided 
therefor.  Bradford  v.  Hines,  (19*z0)  206 
Mo.  App.  582,  227  S.  W.  889. 

Bill  of  lading  issued  without  surrender  of 
the  old  bill  is  void,  even  in  the  hands  of  an 
innocent  purchaser.  Pioneer  Trust  Co.  v. 
Nashville,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  204  Mo.  App. 
328,  224  S.  W.  109,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"  Defendant  8  tariff,  rhles,  and  regulations, 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion, covering  conditions  upon  which  a  ship- 
per would  be  permitted  to  divert  or  recon- 
sign  a  shipment  in  transit  by  exchanging 
bills  of  lading,  provide  that  the  original  bill 
of  lading  must  be  surrendered  before  a  new 
bill  of  lading  is  issued.  That  this  is  a  serv- 
ice in  connection  with  the  transportation  of 
property  there  is  no  question.  Detroit  Traf- 
fic Ass'n  V.  Lake  Shore  &  M.  S.  Ry.  Co.,  21 
Interst.  Com'n  R.  257,  262;  In  re  Mileage 
Tickets,  23  Interst.  Com.  Com'n  R.  95;  Doran 
&  Co.  r.  Nashville,  C.  &  St.  L.  Ry.  Co.,  33 
Interst.  Com.  Com'n  R.  623,  527.  To  hold 
that  defendant  might  lawfully  issue  ex- 
change bills  of  lading  without  receipt  of  the 
originals  would  plainly  be  permitting  a  dis 
crimination  among  shippers,  which  is  pro- 
hibited by  the  Commerce  Act.  Cicardi  Bros. 
V.  Pennsylvania  Co.,  supra;  Banaka  v.  Mo. 
Pac.  Ry.  Co.,  193  Mo.  App.  345,  186  S.  W. 
7;  Cudahy  Packing  Co.  r.  Bixby,  199  Mo. 
App.  589,  205  S.  W.  865;  Harelson  u.  St.  L, 
A  S.  F.  R.  Co.,  191  S.  W.  1068. 

"  It  is  apparent  that,  even  if  the  agent  who 
issued  the  exchange  bills  of  lading  without 
having  the  original  ones  in  his  possession 
was  pro  hac  vice,  the  defendant  corporation 
itself,  such  act  under  the  federal  statutes 
would  be  absolutely  void.  It  is  therefore 
immaterial  as  to  what  was  the  extent  of  the 
authority  of  defendant's  agents  who  issued 
these  exchange  bills  of  lading  involved  in  this 
case.  Defendant,  being  forbidden  to  issue  the 
bills  of  lading  sued  upon  in  the  first  place, 
of  course,  oould  not  be  rendered  liable  under 
any  theory  of  estoppel.'' 

6.    Effect  on  Contracts  (p.  378) 

An  agreement  to  establish  a  new  rate  on 
a  certain  (.lass  of  shipments  does  not  entitle 


the  shipper  to  that  rate  on  shipments  there- 
after made  where  the  new  rate  was  not  filed 
until  after  the  shipments.  The  established 
rate  at  the  time  of  shipment  must  be  paid. 
Oregon-Washington  B.,  etc.,  Co.  r.  Cascade 
Contract  Co.,  (Ore.  1921)  197  Pac.  1085, 
wherein  the  court  said: 

"  In  other  words,  the  plaintiff  seems  to 
have  neglected  to  file  the  amended  rate,  and 
the  defendant,  without  waiting  for  its  pro- 
mulgation, shipped  the  rock,  and  hence  be- 
came liable  for  the  freight  as  computed 
under  the  schedule  of  tariff  in  force  at  the 
time  the  shipment  moved.  The  defendant 
was  bound  to  know  the  existing  tariff.  It 
was  charged  with  knowledge  that  the  plain- 
tiff could  not  charge  lees  or  more  than,  or 
any  rate  different  from  that  prescribed  in, 
the  current  schedule.  It  is  fair  to  say  that 
in  seeking  to  protect  its  promise,  but,  as  it 
appears,  when  it  wns  too  late,  the  record 
shows  that  the  plaintiff  applied  to  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  for  leave  to 
refund  to  the  defendant  the  difference  of 
$1,304.39,  but  was  refused  by  the  commission 
on  the  ground  that  this  would  constitute 
a  preference  not  allowed  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Law  or  the  tariff  in  force  «t  th© 
time.  This  is  clearly  within  the  policy  of 
the  law,  for  any  other  shipper  of  stone  would 
have  a  right  to  rely  upon  the  published 
tariff  in  force  at  the  time,  and  ought  not 
to  be  subject  to  the  preference  that  would 
arise  out  of  refunding  to  the  defendant  a 
portion  of  the  freight  which  it  paid  under 
the  existing  tariff,  although  it  relied  upon 
the  promise  of  the  plaintiff  to  promrlgate 
a  lower  rate.  In  oiier  words,  the  defend- 
ant paid  the  rate  in  force  at  the  time,  and 
must   be    bound   thereby." 

Effect  of  invalid  agreement  on  statute  of 
limitations. —  In  Nashville,  etc.,  R.  Co.  r. 
Tennessee  Mill  Co.,  (1921)  143  Tenn.  237, 
227  S.  W.  443,  it  appeared  that  a  large 
shipper,  having  many  claims  against  the  rail- 
road company  for  overcharges  on  freight  and 
damage  to  shipments,  procured  an  arrange- 
ment with  the  railway  company  whereby 
credit  was  •  to  be  extended  to  him  on  this 
basis.  The  defendant,  being  a  large  shipper, 
at  all  times  had  on  file  with  the  railway  oom- 
pany  many  claims  for  overcharge  on  freight, 
and  for  loss  and  damage  to  shipments.  In- 
stead of  settling  the  railway's  claims  against 
him  monthly,  he  got  the  railway  company 
to  agree  that  it  would  carry  these  claims 
against  him  to  the  amount  of  $5,000  as  long 
as  his  claims  against  the  railway  company 
ran  between  $5,000  and  $10,000,  and  when 
defendant's  claims  against  the  railway  ex- 
ceeded $10,000  it  agreed  to  extend  to  him 
a  credit  of  50  per  cent  of  the  amount  of 
said  claims.  The  parties  worked  under  this 
agreement  for  several  years.  It  was  held 
that  while  the  agreement  was  void  as  an 
unlawful  preference  by  the  extending  of  in- 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 


511 


definite  credits  it  prevented  the  running  of 
limitations  against  the  shipper's  claims. 

IV,  Rebates   (p.  378) 

Sight  to  let  off  claim  against  charges. — 
A  claim  of  a  shipper  against  the  railroad 
company  may  be  set  off  in  an  action  for 
freight  charges  despite  tlie  possibility  that 
such  a  set  off  may  be  made  the  cover  for  a 
rebate.  Nashville,  etc.,  R.  t?.  Tennessee  Mill 
Co.,    (1921)    143  Tenn.  237,  227  S.  W.  443. 

V.  Damagbb  fob  Violatioh  (p.  B79) 

Rebates. —  It  is  held  that  the  amount  of 
a  rebate  alone,  as  in  the  case  of  an  absorp- 
tion of  charges  to  competitors,  is  not  as 
a  matter  of  law  suflBcient  evidence  on  which 
to  assess  damages  which  are  the  pecuniary 
loss  inflicted  as  a  result  of  the  rebate  paid. 
Hillsborough  Mills  v.  Boston,  etc.,  R.  R. 
Co.,    (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)   269  Fed.  816. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  379,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  816.] 

II.  Construction 

III.  Undue    or    unreasonable    prefefenoe    or 
advantage. 

2.  Similarity    of    circomstaiices    and 

conditions. 

3.  Allotment  of  cars. 
5.  Rates  and  charges. 

11,  CONBTBUCTION    (p.   381) 

Object  of  provisions  as  to  rates  and 
cliazges. —  In  construing  this  section  and  sec- 
tion 1  [C]  supra,  it  has  been  said : 

''Obviously  the  legislative  motive  for  the 
enactment  of  those  provisions  was  to  pro- 
tect parties  procuring  the  services  of  the  car- 
riers mentioned  from  exactions  by  such  car- 
riers of  unjust  or  unreasonable  charges  for 
such  services,  and  from  being  made  the  vic- 
tims of  undue  or  unreasonable  discrimina- 
tions against  •uch  parties,  and  in  favor  of 
others  having  similar  dealings  with  the  car- 
riers. It  is  not  to  be  supposed  that  those 
provisions  were  intended  to  have  the  effect 
of  enabling  a  carrier  to  escape  liability  for 
a  breach  of  its  undertaking  to  render  a  serv- 
ice in  the  line  of  the  business  in  which  it 
is  engaged  by  showing  that  the  party  for 
whom  that  service  was  undertaken  was,  with- 
out the  knowledge  or  fault  of  that  party, 
charged  less  therefor  than  its  reasonable 
value,  or  than  was  exacted  of  others  for  simi- 
lar services,  or  otherwise  was  accorded  un- 
due preferential  treatment.  The  provisions 
were  intended  for  the  benefit  of  parties  un- 
justly discriminated  against,  and  were  not 
intended  to  enable  a  carrier  to  shield  itself 
from  the  consequences  of  a  breach  of  its 
ubHgtatieii  to  «  i>arty  who  was  an  uncon- 
sefoiis  ftcipient  of  the  carrier's  preferential 
treatment.''  Westerh  Union  Tel.  Co.  v. 
£st«v%  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  2U8  Fed.  22. 


III.     I'.VDUE    OR     ITXRKAHON.XBLK     PrFFKRE.NCE 

OB  Advantage 

2.  Similarity  of  Circumstances  and 

Conditions  (p.  383) 

Milling  in  transit.— A  milling  in  transit 
privilege  extended  to  shippers  at  Seattle  and 
Everett  and  at  no  other  places  in  Western 
Washington  was  in  State  r.  Public  Service 
Commission,  (1920)  112  Wash.  520,  192  Pac. 
1075,  held  not  to  be  discriminatory  as  to 
shippers  at  Tacoma,  the  conditions  being 
dissimilar  in  that  a  much  greater  '*  back 
haul  "  would  be  required  in  case  of  Tacoma 
shipments  if  milling  in  transit  was  allowed. 
The  court  stated  the  situation   as   follows: 

"  The  milling  in  transit  privileges  extended 
to  shippers  at  Seattle  on  shipments  received 
in  Eastern  Washington  and  milled  at  Seattle 
and  reshipped  to  points  north  of  Everett, 
involve  a  back  haul  of  34  miles ;  such  a  privi- 
lege extended  to  the  complainant  at  Tacoma 
would  require  a  back  haul  of  75  miles.  The 
through  rates  on  eastern  shipments  to 
Tacoma  is  the  same  as  through  rates  on  ship- 
ments to  Seattle  and  Everett.  The  Northern 
Pacific  and  Chicago,  Milwaukee  &  Puget 
Sound  Railways  accord  milling  in  transit 
privileges  at  Tacoma  and  Seattle  on  eastern 
shipments  milled  at  either  point,  the  finished 
product  to  be  reshipped  to  points  north.  On 
the  Northern  Pacific  lines  this  involves  a 
back  haul  of  18  miles,  and  on  the  Milwaukee 
a  back  haul  of  2((  miles.  Both  of  these  rail- 
roads  operate  lines  into  and  through  the 
territory  north  of  Seattle,  the  Northern 
Pacific  extending  to  the  Canadian  border,  and 
the  Milwaukee  having  lines  through  Tolt, 
Monroe,  and  Everett.  Eaet  of  Everett  on 
the  appellant's  line  there  is  no  flour  mill 
in  Western  Washington." 

3.  Allotment  of  Cars   (p.  384) 

Cars  not  owned  by  carrier  —  Detention  by 
carrier. — ^A  carrier  is  liable  to  a  shipper  for 
the  unreasonable  detention  and  use  of  tank 
cars  belonging  to  the  shipper  in  the  absence 
of  a  regulation  under  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act  to  the  contrary.  Francesconi  t?. 
Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921) 
274  Fed.  687. 

Evidence  held  to  show  discrimination  — 
Weber  r.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.,  (E.  D.  Pa. 
1920)  262  Fed.  945,  cited  in  1920  Siipp.  p. 
568,  affirmed  Pennsvlvania  R,  Co.  r.  Weber, 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  111. 

5.  Rates  and  Charges   (p.  387) 

Negligent  act  precluding  recovery  of 
charges. — A  railroad  company  is  not  pre- 
cluded from  recovering  its  charges  by  its 
negligence  in  presenting  to  the  consignee  a 
bill  showing  that  charges  had  been  paid, 
whereby  the  consignee  is  led  to  pay  the 
amount  of  those  charges  to  the  consignee, 
since  the  policy  of  the  statute  forbids  that 
a  carrier  should  be  estopped  to  collect  its 
lawful  and  uniform  rates.     Chicago,  etc.,  R. 
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Co.  f.  J.  I.  Case  Plow  Works,    (Wig.   1920) 
180  N.  W.  846. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  406,  sec.  6  [A].    [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  260.] 

I.  In  general. 

IV.  Contents,  construction  and  sufficiency  of 

schedules. 
1.  In  general. 
V.  Publication   of  schedules. 

1.  Necessity. 
VI.  Effect  of  published  rates. 
1.  In  general. 
3.  Contracts  of  transportation. 

I.  In  General   (p.  407) 

Telegraph  companies  though  brought 
within  the  act  of  the  statute  of  June  18, 
1910  (see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.,  p.  355)  are  not 
required  to  file  schedules.  Brewer  r.  Postal 
Tel.  Cable  Co.,  (Mo.  App.  1920)  223  S.  W. 
949. 

IV.  Contents,  Conbtbuction  and  Sutpi- 
ciENCT  OF  Schedules 

1.  In  General  (p.  409) 

Clasaification    as    including     exclusion. — 

Classification,  in  carrier  rate-making  prac- 
tice is  grouping, —  the  associating  in  a  desig- 
nated list,  commodities  which,  because  of 
their  inherent  quality  or  value,  or  of  the 
risks  involved  in  shipment,  or  because  of  the 
manner  or  Volume  in  which  they  are  shipped 
or  loaded,  and  the  like,  may  justly  and  con- 
veniently be  given  similar  rates.  To  exclude 
a  commodity  from  all  classes  is  classification 
of  it  in  as  real  a  sense  and  with  as  definite 
an  effect  as  to  include  it  in  any  one  of  the 
usual  classes.  Director  General  of  Railroads 
17,   Viscose  Co.,    (1921)    254  U.   S.   4M,  41 

V.  Publication  or  Schedules 

1.  Necessity  (p.  413) 

Publication  not  esaential. — The  fixing  of  a 
rate,  followed  by  the  filing  of  the  same  with, 
and  the  approval  of,  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  constitutes  the  lawful . 
and  binding  rate  to  be  paid,  Irrespective  of 
any  question  of  the  publication  thereof. 
Payne  v.  Clarke,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1921)  271  Fed. 
525. 

VI.  Effect  of  Published  Rates 

1.  In  General  (p.  415) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  Payne  9. 
aarke,   (S.  D.  Cal.  1921)   271   Fed.  525. 

3.  Contracts  of  Transportation  (p.  416) 

Generally. — To  the  same  effect  as  the  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  Montpelier,  etc.,  R.  Co. 

V.  Bianchi,  (Vt.  1921)   113  AtL  634. 


Vol.  IV,  p-  421,  sec.  6  [G].    [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  261.] 

1.  In  General   (p.  421) 

Payment  of  less  compensation  than  that 
fixed  by  tariff  rates. — A  commissi<m  mer- 
chant, the  consignee  of  an  interstate  ship- 
ment, is,  as  a  matter  of  law,  liable  to  the 
carrier  for  the  difference  between  the  freight 
charges  erroneously  claimed  by  the  carrier 
and  paid  by  the  consignee  upon  receipt  of 
the  goods,  and  the  larger  amount  due  under 
the  applicable  published  tariffs,  although  the 
standard  "straight"  bills  of  lading,  under 
which  the  goods  were  shipped,  did  .not  come 
into  the  consignee's  possession,  and  it  had 
no  knowledge  of  their  issuance  or  terms,  and 
although  the  consignee  accepted  the  ship- 
ment upon  the  understanding  that  the 
charges  were  as  reported,  and  did  not  agree 
to  pay  more.  New  York  Cent.,  etc.,  R  Co. 
V.  York,  etc.,  Co.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41 
S.  Ct.  509,  05  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  •— . 

Vol.  IV,  p.  432,  sec.  9.     [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  833.] 

II.  Exclusiyeness  of  remedies. 

III.  Jurisdiction  of  courts. 

1.  Federal. 

IV.  Preliminary    investigation    by    commis- 

sion. 

II.  Exclusiteness  of  Bemedies  (p.  433) 

Discrimination  in  rates. —  It  has  been  held 
that  an  action  to  recover  damages  for  a  dis- 
crimination in  rates  which  had  been  pre- 
viously condemned  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  cannot  be  maintained 
where  the  plaintiff  has  not  submitted  its 
claim  to  the  commission.  Hillsborough 
Mills  V.  Boston,  etc.,  R  Co.,  (D.  C.  Mass. 
1921)   269  Fed.  816. 

III.  JuRiSDioTioir  or  Courts 

1.  Federal   (p.  433) 

Generally. — ^The  mere  fact  that  the  enforce- 
ment of  a  rule  of  the  commission  comes  in- 
cidentally in  question  does  not  divest  a  court 
of  jurisdiction.  The  Supreme  Ck>urt  has  sev- 
eral times  enforced  such  rules  or  practices  of 
the  carriers  without  preliminary  recourse  to 
the  commission.  Francesconi  «.  Baltimore, 
etc.,  K.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N,  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  687. 

IV.   Pbeliminabt    Investigation   by 
Commission   (p.  4<86) 

Construction  of  terms  of  classifications  and 
tariffs. — Where  the  question  is  one  of  pure 
construction  of  the  terms  of  published  classi- 
fication and  tariffs  and  there  is  no  com- 
plexity, doubt  or  confusion  as  to  the  sub- 
ject on  which  the  tariff  operates  it  is  one 
for  the  courts.    Butler  Motor  Co.  v,  Atchison, 
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etc.,  K.  Co.,    (C.   C.   A.    8th  Cir.    1921)    272 
Fed.  683. 

Action  for  rebating. — To  the  same  effect 
as  the  original  annotation,  see  Dusenberrr  r. 
Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
268  Fed.  1009. 

Action  for  unfair  dittrilmtion  of  cart. — 
In  the  case  of  an  alleged  discrimination  by 
out  making  a  preliminary  application  to  the 
a  carrier  in  the  disitribution  of  oars  an  action 
may  be  maintained  against  the  carrier  with- 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  Duaen- 
berry  v.  Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)  268  Fed.  1009. 

Recovery  of  oyerchargea. —  Claims  for  the 
repayment  of  overcharges  may  be  the  subject 
of  an  original  action  in  a  federal  court  with- 
out first  submitting  them  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  Kansas  Citv  South- 
em  R.  Co.  r.  Wolf,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  681. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  441,  sec.  10  [D].    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  118.] 

IV.  Paraobaph  [D]  (new) 
Joinder  of  parties. — ^An  action  under  this 
section  may  be  maintained  against  the  car- 
rier and  the  person  procuring  such  dis- 
crimination by  his  unlawful  solicitation.  And 
although  the  discrimination  was  in  favor 
of  a  partnership  one  of  whom  is  made  de- 
fendant, all  the  members  need  not  be  joined 
where  the  liability  of  the  one  named  as  a 
defendant  under  this  section  is  well  laid. 
Busenberry  v.  Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.,  (S.  D. 
K.  Y.  1920)   268  Fed.  1009. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  448,  sec.  IZ     [First  ed., 

vol.  Ill,  p.  838.] 

II.  PowEBs  AND  Duties  of  Commission 

(p.  451) 

In  general. — An  action  for  damages  in  the 
nature  of  the  rental  of  a  car  for  the  period 
in  which  a  railway  company  retained  it  be- 
yond the  time  epecifled  by  contract  .is  not 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission,  but  in  that  of  the  courts. 
Empire  Refineries  v.  Guaranty  Trust  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)    271  Fed.  66«. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  457,  sec.  14.     [First  ed., 
vol.  Iir,  p.  843.] 

Report  —  Findings  of  /a<?*.— Findings  of 
fact  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
upon  questions  the  determination  of  which 
is  by  law  imposed  upon  the  commission,  can 
be  disturbed  by  judicial  decree  only  in  oascB 
where  the  commission's  action  is  arbitrary, 
or  transcends  the  legitimate  bounds  of  its 
authority.  Seaboard  Air  Line  R.  Co.  <?. 
U.  S.,  (19a0)  254  U.  S.  57,  41  S.  Ct.  24, 
es  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  ~,  affirming  (E.  D.  Va. 
1918)  24»  Fed.  368. 

17 


Vol.  IV,  p.  458,  sec.  15  [A].    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  119.] 

n.  Regulation  of  rates. 
2.  Power  of  courts. 
6.  Review. 

II.  Regulation  of  Rates 
2.  Paioer  of  Courts   (p.  462) 

State  couitft. — A  state  court  has  jurisdic- 
tion of  an  action  to  recover  excessive  charges 
paid  under  protest,  there  being  no  attack 
on  the  rates  fixed  by  the  coramiaaion.  Payne 
V,  White  House  Lumber  Co.,  (Tex.  1921) 
231  S.  W.  417,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"  The  fourth  and  sixth  assignments  deny 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  district  court  to  de- 
termine the  claim  with  reference  to  demur- 
rage and  freight  charges  and  assert  that  the 
jurisdiction  is  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  It  is  aeserted  that  the  petition 
on  such  claim  involved  a  construction  of  the 
rules  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion and  for  that  reason  the  district  court 
had  no  jurisdiction.  This  is  not  a  suit  at- 
tacking the  rule  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  fixing  demurrage  charges  or  the 
freight  rate  aa  being  unreasonable,  but  is  a 
suit  to  recover  charges  demanded  and  paid 
in  violation  of  the  rule.  The  petition  might 
have  been  more  specific,  but  it  is  apparent 
the  rule  or  rate  fixed  by  the  Commission  is 
not  assailed,  but  it  was  the  act  of  demand- 
ing and  receiving  demurrage  and  freight  not 
authorized  to  be  collected  under  the  rules 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion. The  initial  juriadiction,  of  course,  is 
with  the  Commission  to  fix  and  establish 
rules  and  rates  for  terminal  charges,  or  oth- 
er transportation  charges.  The  petition  does 
not  present  an  administrative  question  upon 
which  the  road's  liability  depends  and  does 
not  involve  a  question  of  tho  reasonableness 
of  a  practice  in  interstate  commerce,  of 
which  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commiesion 
has  the  jurisdiction.  We  think  in  an  action 
of  this  character  the  only  question  between 
the  shipper  and  carrier  is  what  was  the 
legal  right  of  the  carrier  under  its  rules  and 
regulations  to  collect  demurrage,  and  not 
what  they  should  have  been." 

6.  Review  (p.  465) 

In  general. — A  finding  by  the  commission 
in  interpreting  an  order  made  by  it  as  to 
changes  by  top  lines  will  not  be  reviewed 
by  the  court  where  it  has  only  a  portion  of 
the  evidence  before  it.  Louisiana,  etc.,  R. 
Co.  V.  U.  S.,  (W.  D.  Ark.  1921)  274  Fed.  372. 

Findings  have  effect  of  statute. — Where 
the  published  rates  of  a  carrier  are  found  to 
be  reasonable  by  the  commission,  they  are 
to  be  treated  as  though  they  were  embodied 
in  a  statute  binding  alike  on  all  parties. 
Keogh  t?.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
7th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  444. 
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Vol.  IV,  p.  468,  sec.  15  [B].    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  120.] 
Change  in  classification  by  excluding  cer- 
tain commodity  from  shipment  by  freight. 
—  Tlie  •  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
must  be  deemed  to  have  had  initial  juris- 
diction, exclusive  of  the  federal  district 
courts,  of  a  controversy  presented  by  the 
contention  of  a  shipper  that  an  amendment 
or  supplement  to  the  appropriate  freight 
tariff  schedule,  authorized  by  the  Director 
General  of  Railroads,  which  became  effective 
after  the  adoption  of  the  Transportation 
Act  of  February  2S,  1920,  and  by  which  the 
published  classification  and  rates  on  silk 
were  canceled  and  the  freight  classification 
rule  aimended  so  as  to  include  silk  among 
the  articles  that  would  not  be  accepted  for 
shipment  as  freight,  was  invalid,  in  view 
of  the  provisions  of  sections  1,  3,  6,  13,  and 
this  section;  as  amended  by  the  Acts  of 
J'tme  29,  1906,  and  June  18,  1910,  which 
make  it  the  duty  of  carriers  to  establish, 
observe,  and  enforce  reasonable  classifications 
of  property,  make  it  unlawful  for  any 
carrier  to  subject  any  particular  description 
of  traffic  to  any  undue  and  unreasonable 
prejudice  or  disadvantage,  require  carriers 
to  print  and  file  with  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  schedules  showing  freight 
classifications,  and  rules  or  regulations 
changing,  affecting,  or  determining  the  value 
of  the  service  rendered  to  the  shipper,  give 
to  any  person  or  corporation  the  right  to 
apply  to  the  commission  for  relief  on  ac- 
count of  anything  done  or  omitted  to  be  done 
by  a  carrier  in  contravention  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  act,  and  declare  that  whenever 
a  new  classification  or  regulation  or  practice 
is  filed,  the  Commission  shall  have  power 
to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  same  pend- 
ing investigation,  and,  if  found  to  be  un- 
reasonable or  otherwise  in  violation  of  the 
fact,  the  commission  may  find  what  will  be 
just  and  reasonable,  and  require  the  carrier 
to  conform  to  its  finding.  Director  General 
of  Railroads  v.  Viscose  Co.,  (1921)  254  U.  S. 
498,  41  S.  Ct.  151,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  IV,  p.  473,  sec.  15  [H].    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  122.] 
Determination  of  commission  as  conclu- 
sire. —  The  determination  foy  the  commission 
of  the  maximum  that  may  be  allowed  for 
services  "  connected  with  such  transporta- 
tion "  is  conclusive  unless  set  aside  on  direct 
attack.  Finkbine  Lumber  Co.  v.  Gulf,  etc., 
R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  .5th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  933. 
An  order  of  the  commission  dismissing  an 
application  for  an  allowance  for  services  ren- 
dered in  connection  with  the  transportation 
cannot  be  set  aside  in  an  action  against  the 
carrier  to  recover  for  such  services.  Fink- 
bine Lumber  Co.  v.  Gulf,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
5th  Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  933. 

Effect   of   dismissal  by   commissioiL — The 
dismissal  of  an  application  for  an  allowance 


under  this  section  is  held  to  amount  to  A 
ruling  against  the  asserted  right  of  the  ship- 
per to  be  compensated  by  the  carrier  for 
the  services  in  question.  Finkbine  Lumber 
Co.  V.  Gulf,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir. 
1920)    269  Fed.  933. 

Switching  and  weighing  services  rendered 
by  a  shipper  and  which  the  carrier  would 
have  had  to  do  itself  as  incidents  of  the 
transportation,  if  they  had  not  been  done 
by  the  shipper  are  within  the  meaning  of 
the  words  "  any  service  connected  with  such 
transportation.*'  Finkbine  Lumber  Co.  t?. 
Gulf,  etc..  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920) 
269  Fed.  93>3. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  476,  sec.  16  [B].    [First 

ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  123.] 

II.  Elnforcement  of  orders. 

1.  Jurisdicti<m. 
V.  Venue. 
VII.  Petition,  complaint  or  declaration. 

II.  Enfobcement  of  Orders 
1.  Jurisdiction  (p.  47ft) 
Government  control  of  railroada  as  defeat- 
ing jurisdiction.— In  Vicksburg,  etc.,  R.  Co. 
u.  Anderson-TuUy  Co.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — , 
41  S.  Ct.  524,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  {affirming 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  261  Fed.  741)  it 
was  held  that  the  objection  of  government 
control  of  the  railroads  could  not  defeat 
jurisdiction  of  a  suit  upon  a  reparation 
order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion where  the  shipments  for  which  repara- 
tion was  allowed  moved  prior  to  the  taking 
over  of  the  railroads  by  the  government, 
since,  under  the  provision  of  |  10  of  the 
Federal  Railroad  Control  Act  (see  1918 
Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  762),  "Actions  at  law 
or  suits  in  equity  may  be  brought  by  and 
against  such  carriers,  and  judgments  ren- 
dered as  now  provided  by  law;  and  in  any 
action  at  law  or  suit  in  equity  againat  the 
carrier,  no  defense  shall  be  made  thereto 
upon  the  ground  that  the  carrier  is  an  in- 
strumentality or  agency  of  the  Federal  gov- 
ernment." 

V.  Venue  (p.  480) 
Act  of  Oct.  22,  19x3,  aboUahing  commerce 
court  as  repealing  venue  provision. — ^Th# 
venue  provision  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  permitting  suits  on  reparation  orders 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to 
be  commenced  in  any  district  through  which 
the  road  of  the  carrier  runs,  was  not  im- 
plied! v  repealed  by  the  Act  of  October  22, 
19L3  Uee  5  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1108), 
abolishing  the  commerce  court,  which,  in 
restoring  to  the  federal  district  courts  the 
jurisdiction  which  had  been  vested  extlu- 
sively  in  the  Commerce  Court,  provided  that 
the  venue  of  any  suit  thereafter  brought  to 
enforce,  suspend,  or  set  aside  any  order  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  shoulH 
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be  in  the  jtulioiul  district  wheroin  is  the 
reftid«nce  of  the  party  or  any  of  the  parties 
upon  whose  petition  the  order  was  made. 
Vickaburg,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v,  Anderson-Tiillv 
Co.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  624,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  {affirming  (C.  C.  A.  5th 
Cir.  1920)  261  Fed.  741)  wherein  the  court 
said: 

"  The  commerce  court  repealing  act  was 
a  section  of  an  appropriation  act,  and 
dealt  with  venue  only  to  the  extent  neces- 
sary  to  redistribute  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court  abolished,  and  in  terms  it  repealed 
only  acts  or  parts  of  acts  in  so  far  *  as  they 
relate  to  the  establishment  of  the  commerce 
court/  and  again  so  far  as  *  inconsistent 
with  the  foregoing  provisions  relating  to  the 
commerce  court.'  38  Stat,  at  L.  219,  221, 
chap.  32.  The  venue  provided  for,  and  re- 
lied upon  in  this  suit,  was  for  suits  in  the 
circuit  (district)  court  on  an  order  for  the 
payment  of  money,  and  of  such  suits  the 
commerce  court  never  had  jurisdiction. 

"  The  contention  that  Congress  intended 
by  implication  to  repeal  and  cut  down  to 
such  narrow  limits  the  venue  which  has 
gradually  been  so  liberally  extended  cannot 
he  entertained.  The  terms  of  the  repealing 
act  do  not  justify  it,  and  we  cannot  doubt 
that  if  such  purpose  had  been  intended,  it 
would  not  have  been  left  to  inference  and 
implication,  but  would  have  been  clearly 
expressed.'* 

Contracts  with  another  railroad  for  use 
of  tracks  as  affecting  venue. — A  railway 
company  which  haa  such  arrangements  with 
another  railway  company  running  through 
a  given  federal  district  a»  are  equivalent 
in  practice  to  a  lease  of  the  latter  company '9 
road  for  the  former's  transportation  pur- 
poses, and  wliich  de&U  with  the  public  and 
with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
with  respect  to  traffic  as  if  it  owned  or  had 
leased  the  tracks,  is  within  the  venue  provi- 
eion  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  per- 
mitting an  action  upon  a  reparation  order 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  O>mmi8sion  to 
be  commenced  in  any  district  through  which 
the  road  of  the  carrier  runs.  Vicksburg,  etc., 
R.  Co.  V.  Anderson-Tullv  Co..  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  524,'6<6  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  261 
Fed.  741. 

VII.  Petition,  Complaint  or  Declaration 

(p.  480) 

Sufficiency  of  petition. — Allegations  in  the 
petition  in  a  suit  upon  a  reparation  order 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  that 
the  shipper  filed  its  petition  with  the  com- 
mission, claiming  that  it  had  been  charged 
an  unreasonable  rate,  that,  upon  hearing,  the 
commission  entered  an  order  for  the  pay- 
ment of  money  as  reparation  on  account  of 
unreasonable  rates  exacted  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  its  freight,  that  the  order  required 
payment  to  be  made  by  a  date  named,  that 


the  carriers  had  refused  payment  when  de- 
manded, and  that  the  suit  was  instituted 
under  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  its 
amendments,  to  which  petition  copies  of  the 
report  and  order  of  the  commission  were 
attached,  are  amply  sufficient  to  meet  the 
statutory  requirement  that  the  petition  in 
such  a  case  shall  set  forth  briefly  the  causes 
for  which  damages  are  claimed,  and  the  order 
of  the  commission  in  the  premises.  Vicks- 
burg, etc.,  R.  Co.  f.  Anderson-Tullv  Co.. 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  —,  41  S.  Ct.  624,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed. )  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir. 
1920)   261  Fed.  741. 


Vol. 


II. 

IV. 

V. 

VI. 

VII. 

IX. 


X. 

XTI. 


XVI. 


IV,  p.  506,  sec.  20  [K].    [First 

ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  124.] 

Purpose    and    dominating    features    of 

amendment. 
Definition  and  construction. 
Effect  of  state  laws. 
Shipments  affected. 
Receipt  or  bill  of  lading. 
Liability  of  initial  carrier. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Former  liability  contrasted. 
4.  Nature  of  liability. 

6.  Liability  for  delay. 

7.  Wrongful  delivery  or  diversion. 
Liability  of  connecting  carrier. 
Limitation  of  liability. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Exemption  from  negligence. 

3.  AgrecKl  valuation. 

4.  Notice  of  claim. 

5.  Time  for  bringing  suit. 
Pleading. 


II.  PtmpofiE  AND  Dominating  Featubes  op 
Amendment  (p.  508) 

The  amendment  creates  an  obligation  on  the 
part  of  the  initial  carrier  to  carry  safely  to 
destination,  where  the  shipment  is  interstate, 
even  though  no  contract  is.  entered  into  be- 
tween the  parties,  and  renders  it  liable  for 
loss  or  damage  to  the  property  occasioned 
by  the  connecting  carriers.  McGinn  r. 
Oregon -Washington  R.,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)   265  Fed.  81. 

Effect  of  Act  of  Aug.  9,  19x6. — The  Act 
of  Congress  of  March  4.  1915,  as  amended, 
expressly  exempts  baggage  from  its  provi- 
sions requiring  the  payment  of  full  actual 
damage  in  case  of  loss  of  baggage.  Culbreth 
f.  Martin,  (1920)  179  N.  C.  678,  103  S.  E. 
374. 

IV.  Definition  and  Construction  (p.  510) 

Presumption  against  terminal  carrier  super- 
seded.—  This  act  has  superseded  and  abol- 
ished the  rule  of  law  or  of  evidence,  hereto- 
fore prevailing  in  Louisiana  and  in  most  of 
the  common-law  states,  that  a  delivering  car- 
rier of  an  interstate  shioment  shall  be  liable 
for  injury  to  freight  delivered  in  a  damaged 
condition,  upon  proof  merely  that  the  goods 
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were  delivered  to  the  initial  carrier,  anqther 
railroad  in  another  state,  in  good  condition, 
and  without  proof  that  the  injury  or  dam- 
age occurred  on  the  line  of  the  delivering 
carrier.  Henderson  v.  Kansas  City  So.  R. 
Co.,  (1020)   147  La.  647,  85  So.  625. 

V.  Effect  of  State  Laws   (p.  511) 

A  state  act  penalizing  failure  to  pay 
promptly  claims  for  loss  is  invalid  as  ap- 
plied to  interstate  shipments  being  in  con- 
flict with  this  act  which  regulates  the  dam- 
ages recoverable.  Hines  v,  Cabaniss,  (192Q) 
204  Ala.  527,  86  So.  524. 

VI.  Shipments  Affected   (p.  513) 

Foreign  shipments. — The  Carmack  Amend- 
ment under  which  carriers  may  limit  liability 
by  published  tariffs,  must  be  deemed  to  ap- 
ply to  the  baggage  of  a  passenger  carried  on 
the  outward  trip  under  a  ticket  calling  for 
transportation  from  Canada  to  Texas  and 
return,  in  view  of  the  declaration  of  the  Act 
of  February  4,  1887,  S  li  that  such  act  ap- 
plies to  any  common  carrier  engaged  in  the 
transportation  of  passengers  or  property 
from  any  place  in  the  United  States  to  an 
adjacent  foreign  country,  since  the  test  of 
the  application  of  the  act  is  not  the  direc- 
tion of  the  movement,  but  the  nature  of  the 
transportation,  as  determined  by  the  field 
of  the  carrier's  operation.  Galveston,  etc., 
R.  Co.  V,  Woodbury,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  357, 
41  S.  Ct.  114,  66  U.  a  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing 
(Tex.  1W9)  209  S.  W.  432. 

Where  goods  are  accepted  by  a  carrier 
for  transportation  to  a  certain  port  from 
which  they  are  to  be  exported  to  a  point  in 
Europe,  and  the  bill  of  lading  prescribes 
as  the  measure  of  damages  in  case  of  loss  the 
value  of  the  goods  at  the  time  and  place  of 
shipment,  the  owner  is  bound  by  such  pro- 
vision in  the  bill  of  lading  and  cannot  recover 
a  greater  amount  as  this  section  has  no  ap- 
plication to  such  a  shipment.  Fahey  r. 
Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Md.  1921)  114  Atl. 
905,  wherein  it  was  also  held  that  such  pro- 
vision included  a  loss  resulting  from  delay 
in  delivery  of  the  goods. 

Prior  to  the  Cummins  Act  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  did  not  apply  to  a  shipment 
!    into  the  United  States  from  a  foreign  coun- 
try.    Mexico   Northwestern   R.    Co.   v.  Wil- 
liams, (Tex.  1921)  229  S.  W.  476. 

New  shipment  out  of  state  after  arrival 
of  goods  at  point  of  destination  in  state. — 
The  liability  of  the  initial  carrier  of  goods 
consigned  by  a  shipper  to  himself  at  a  point 
within  the  state,  where  he  intended  to  sell 
them,  and  shipped  under  an  intrastate  bill 
of  lading  that  contained  no  reference  to  diver- 
sion or  reshipment,  is  governed  solely  by 
such  bill  of  lading,  subject  to  any  applicable 
rules  and  rejorulations  prcFcribed  by  state 
authority,  although,  upon  arrival  at  destina- 
tion-, at  a  point  beyond  such  initial  carrier's 


own  line,  the  carrier  then  having  possession 
of  the  goods  forwarded  thexn,  upon  the  ship- 
per's request,  made, after  arrival,  to  a  point 
in  another  state,  taking  up  the  original  bill 
of  lading,  and  issuing  an  interstate  one,  and 
such  initial  carrier  may  not  be  held  liable 
by  virtue  of  the  Cannack  Amendment  for 
damages  sustained  in  the  course  of  trans- 
portation beyond  the  destination  originally 
specified.  Bracht  v.  San  Antonio,  etc.,  R. 
C6.,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  489,  41  S.  Ct  150,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1919)  200  Mo. 
App.  655,  209  S.  W.  579. 

VII.  Receipt  or  Bill  of  Lading  (p.  514) 

Delivery  without  bill  of  lading. — The  act 
does  not  establish  a  rigid  and  inflexible  rule 
that  delivery  can  be  made  only  on  surrender 
of  the  bill  of  lading.  City  Nat.  Bank  «. 
El.  Paso,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Tex.  1920)  225  S.  W. 
391. 

New  bill  of  lading  by  connecting  carrier. — 
When  the  initial  carrier  issues  the  bill  of 
lading,  by  the  terms  of  which  it  undertakes 
to  deliver  the  interstate  shipment  at  a  cer- 
tain place,  its  contract  is  performed  when  it 
delivers  the  shipment  in  good  order  at  the 
designated  place,  and  it  is  not  liable,  under 
the  Carmack  Amendment,  for  damage  to  the 
shipment  while  it  is .  being  transported  by 
another  railroad  company  to  some  other 
point  under  a  bill  of  lading  issued  by  the 
other  company  to  the  owner  of  the  property. 
Yazoo,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Norman,  (1931)  125 
Miss.  036,  88  So.  174. 

Interpretation  of  bill  of  lading. — A  bill  of 
lading  is  not  a  negotiable  instrument,  or  a 
piece  of  commercial  paper,  and  the  doctrines 
favoring  an  innocent  holder  for  value  do  not 
wholly  apply.  The  St.  Johns  N.  F.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.   1921)   272  Fed.  673. 

Permitting  inspection  as  conversion. —  Per- 
mitting inspection  by  the  consignee  contrary 
to  the  provisions  of  the  bill  of  lading,  on 
which  inspection  the  goodfl  were  rejected, 
does  not  amount  to  a  conversion  of  the  goods 
by  the  carrier.  Bemie  Mills,  etc.,  Co.  r. 
St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  App. 
1921)   22fi  S.  W.  847,  where  it  was  said: 

''The  shipment  of  the  corn  from  Bemie 
to  Texas  was  an  interstate  shipment  and 
governed  by  the  Carmack  Amendment  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  34  U.  S.  Stat. 
L.  594.  This  statute  pertains  to  bills 
of  lading  and  provides  that  any  common 
carrier  receiving  property  for  transporta^ 
tion  from  a  point  in  one  state  to  a  point 
in  another  state  shall  issue  a  receipt  or 
bill  of  lading,  and  shall  be  liable  to  the 
lawful  holder  thereof  for  any  loss  or  dam- 
age or  injury  to  »uch  property  caused  by 
it  or  by  any  common  carrier  to  which  such 
property  may  be  delivered.  It  is  further  pro- 
vided in  said  statute  that  nothing  contained 
therein  shall  deprive  the  holder  of  the  bill 
of  lading  of  any  remedv  or  right  of  action 
which  he  has  under  existing  law.     But  this 
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la«t  provision  referring  to  rights  and  reme- 
dies under  existing  law  has  reference  only 
to  federal  laws.  American  Silver  Mfg.  Co. 
r.  Railroad,  174  Mo.  App.  184,  156  S.  W.  830. 
There  are  several  provisions  in  the  Inter* 
state  Commerce  Ac^  pertaining  to  bills  of 
lading,  but  no  provision  makes  the  carrier 
liable  for  merely  permitting  inspection  con- 
trary to  the  provisione  of  the  bill  of  lading." 

IX.  Liability  of  Initial  Cabrieb 
1.  In  Oeneral  (p.  617) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph 
of  original  annotation,  see  Ostroff  v,  Hustis, 
(K.  M.  1921)   114  AtL  27. 

Undisclosed  intent  to  reahip. —  Liability 
for  damages  as  an  initial  carrier  depends 
upon  the  reception  of  the  goods  in  one  state 
for  transportation  to  a  point  in  another  state 
or  territory,  rather  than  the  intention  which 
the  shipper  may  have  had  at  the  time  of 
loading  the  care,  but  which  does  not  find 
expression  in  some  form  of  a  contract,  and 
that  where  all  the  obligations  of  a  previous 
contract  of  shipment  are  terminated,  and 
there  has  been  a  delivery  to  the  consignee 
prior  to  the  making  of  a  subsequent  contract 
for  shipment  into  another  state,  the  carrier 
of  the  r'lnprty  under  the  subsequent  con- 
tract of  ahipment  is  the  initial  carrier  un- 
der the  Carmack  Amendment.  In  this  case 
appellant  was  the  initial  carrier.  Rice  17. 
Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co.,  (1921)  33  Idaho 
965,  198  Pac.  161  (sheep  shipped  to  another 
point  in  state,  with  expectation  of  recon- 
signment  to  market  out  of  state.  Carrier  by 
which  reshipment  was  made  held  initial 
carrier ) . 

Acts  of  connecting  carrier  as  warehouse- 
man.— "The  Carmack  Amendment  does  not 
make  the  initial  carrier  liable  for  a  loss  of 
or  injury  to  goods  proximately  caused  by 
the  conduct  of  the  succeeding  carrier  while 
occupying  the  relationship  of  warehouseman." 
New  York,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Chandler,  (Va. 
1921)  106  8.  E.  684. 

Failure  to  mark  goods  properly. — ^Where 
a  carrier  by  its  haste  in  removing  a  car  from' 
a  siding  prevents  a  shipper  from  complying 
with  the  regulations  regarding  the  marking 
of  freight  which  it  has  established  pursuant 
to  section  I  [D]  of  this  act  (4  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  35(9),  it  cannot  escape  the 
liability  imposed  upon  it  by  this  section  by 
pleading  the  shipper's  failure  to  observe  its 
regulations.  Grammes  v.  Central  R.  Co., 
(1921)  269  Pa.  St.  466,  112  Atl.  532.  The 
court  said: 

"Had  defendant  observed  its  own  regu- 
lations, and  the  loss  been  occasioned  by  plain- 
tiff^a  failure  to  comply  therewith,  the  point 
it  now  seeka  to  raise,  viz.,  is  a  carrier  respon- 
sible for  a  loss  resulting  from  the  shipper's 
failure  to  obey  its  rules?  would  have  been 
up  for  consideration.  Here,  however,  defend- 
ant by  its  haste  prevented  plaintiff  from 
marking   the   freight   as   required:    did    not 


*  observe  *  its  own  regulations  —  as  the  Act 
of  1910,  relied  on  by  it,  requires  it  to  do  — 
in  that  it  received  freight  which  was  not 
all  properly  marked,  and  issued  a  through 
bill  of  lading  therefor  which  did  not  show 
the  markings  on  the  barrels,  and  yet  seeks 
to  escape  the  liability  which  the  Act  of  Con* 
gress  imposes,  though  the  fault  was  all  its 
own.  Thie,  of  course,  it  cannot  do;  and 
hence,  since  the  assignments  of  error  do  not 
question  the  amount  of  the  verdict,  we  need 
not  consider  the  other  points  argued;  though 
it  may  be  said  the  maximum  of  escape  from 
liability  would,  in  any  event,  be  the  value 
of  the  brass  in  the  unmarked  barrels,  and, 
though  having  the  burden  of  proof  on  this 
point,  defendant  gave  no  evidence  as  to 
either  the  number  or  value." 

Failure  to  feed  and  water. — "  It  is  clear  to 
our  minds  that,  as  to  the  failure  to  properly 
feed  and  water  the  stock  while  being  held 
at  (jralesburg,  the  initial  carrier  would  be 
liable,  since,  under  the  federal  law,  the  initial 
carrier  is  liable  for  any  negligence  of  a  con- 
necting carrier,  and  the  latter  'owed  plaintiff 
the  duty  of  properly  feeding  and  watering 
the  sheep  (2  Hutchinson  on  Ourriers  [3d  ed.] 
§  653),  which  duty  arose,  under  the  circum- 
stances, by  virtue  of  the  contract  plaintiff 
made  with  the  initial  carrier."  Miller  t*. 
Quincy,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  206  Mo.  App.  463,  225 
S.  W.  116. 

2.  former  Liability  Contrasted  (p.  518) 

This  section  does  not  change  the  common 
law  liability  of  a  carrier.  Lehigh  Valley  R. 
Co.  V.  Lysaght,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271 
Fed.  906,  wherein  the  court  holding  that  a 
carrier  was  liable  for  damages  caused  by 
an  explosion  of  explosives  said: 

"The  defendant  contends  that  it  is  not 
liable  for  any  loss  or  damage  not  'caused 
by  it,'  and  alleges  that  this  explosion  was 
not  caused  by  it.  These  words  of  the  act 
were  used  to  make  the  initial  carrier  liable 
for  any  loss  or  damage  occurring  during  the 
whole  course  of  transportation,  whether 
caused  by  it  or  by  a  connecting  carrier, 
though  they  apply,  also,  to  each  carrier  as 
to  loss  or  damage  on  its  own  line.  Georgia 
Railway  Co.  v.  Blish  MiUing  Co.,  241  U.  S. 
190,  36  Supp.  Ct.  541,  60  L.  ed.  948.  Con- 
gress cannot  have  intended  to  reduce  the 
liability  of  common  carriers  to  that  of  ordi- 
nary bailees  for  their  own  negligence  only. 
Happier  words  than  'caused  by  it*  might 
have  been  used,  but  they  fairly  cover  loss 
or  damage  for  which  the  carrier  would  be 
liable  at  common  law." 

(]k)mmon  law  liability  is  not  changed  with 
respect  to  losses  occurring  on  its  own  line. 
C.  C.  Whitnack  Produce  Co.  v.  Chicago,  etc., 
R.  Co.,  (1920)   104  Neb.  587,  178  N.  W.  177. 

4.  Nature  of  Liability   (p.  519) 
The   liability   under   this   section   includes 
the  failure  to  exercise  the  common  law  duty 
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of  due  care  according  to  the  circumstances. 
Hence  a  carrier  cannot  excuse  itself  for  fail- 
ure to  use  such  care  in  the  handling  of  ex- 
plosives as  are  required  by  the  circumstances, 
by  showing  that  it  had  complied  with  the 
regulations  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission in  violation  thereto.  T^ehigh  Valley 
R.  Co.  V.  Allied  Machinerv  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)   271  T'ed.  900. 

8.  Liahilit)f  for  Delaj/   (p.  &19) 

Consequential  damages  from  delay. — The 
initial  carrier  is  liable  for  the  con.sequential 
damage  which  the  shipper  suffers  of  the 
whole  value  of  his  goods  where  by  reason 
of  delay  he  loses  a  sale  which  he  has  made 
and  the  good^  are  thereafter  wrongfully  sold 
by  the  terminal  carrier.  New  York,  etc.,  R. 
Co.  V.  Chandler,  (Va.  1921)    105  S.  E.  684. 

7.  Wrongful  Delivery  or  Diversion   (p.  521) 

Diversion  by  shipper. — A  diversion  by  the 
shipper  made  to  avoid  loss  on  learning  of  an 
embargo  does,  not  destroy  the  status  of  the 
initial  carrier  as  such.  Miller  i*.  Quinoy, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  205  Mo.  App.  463,  225 
S.  W.  116. 

X.   Liability   of   Connecting   Cabbies 

(p.  522) 

Rule  stated. — To  same  eti'ect  as  original  an- 
notation, see  McGinn  v.  Oregon-Washington 
R.,  etc;,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  265 
Fed.  81. 

While  the  Carmack  Amendment  gives  a 
right  of  action  against  the  initial  carrier 
for  loss  of  or  damage  to  goods  in  shipment 
in  interstate  commerce,  whether  the  loss  or 
damage  is  caused  by  the  initial  or  a  con- 
necting carrier,  a  suit  may  nevertheless  be 
maintained  against  a  connecting  carrier, 
where  it  is  shown  that  the  loss  or  damage  is 
occasioned  by  its  negligence.  Southern  Ex- 
press Co.  V.  Turner,  (1920)  25  Ga.  App.  625, 
103  S.  E.  802. 

Presumption  as  against  terminal  carrier. — 
The  rule  in  South  Carolina,  that  loss  or  dam- 
age will  be  presumed  to  have  occurred  on 
the  terminal  carrier,  in  the  absence  of  proof 
to  the  contrary,  has  not  been  superseded  by 
the  Carmack  Amendment,  and  the  federal 
decisions  thereunder,  when  applied  to  goods 
in  interstate  commerce.  People's  Hardware 
Co.  t?.  Raleigh,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (S.  C.  1921)  107 
S.  E.  146. 

Liability  for  loss  on  lines  of  other  con- 
necting carriers. — While  the  Carmack  Amend- 
ment does,  in  effect,  make  the  connecting  car- 
riers the  agents  of  the  initial  carrier,  it  does 
not  make  the  connecting  carriers  the  agents 
of  one  another  nor  impose  any  obligation  or 
liability  upon  a  connecting  carrier  for  loss 
occurring  upon  the  lines  of  other  connect- 
ing carriers  for  which  it  is  in  no  way  ac- 
countable primarily.  McGinn  r.  Oregon- 
Wshington  R.  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C  A.  9th  Cir 
1920)   265  Fed.  81. 


Election  to  sue  at  common  law. — A  shipper 
is  not  compelled  to  pursue  his  remedy  under 
the  Carmack  Amendment  but  may  elect  to 
prosecute  an  action  at  common  law  against 
the  terminal  carrier.  Pittsburgh,  etc.,  R.  Co. 
0.  Larosa,  (Ind.  App.  1921)   131  N.  £.  22. 

XII.  Limitation  of  Liability 
'  I.  In  General   (p.  524) 

Limitation  to  value  at  time  and  place  of 
shipment. —  In  Crutchfleld  t*.  Hines,  (Mass. 
1921)  131  N.  E.  340,  the  bill  of  lading  under 
which  the  goods  were  shipped  contained  the 
provision  that  "  the  amount  of  any  loss  or 
damage  for  which  any  carrier  is  liable  shall 
be  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  value  of  the 
property  at  the  place  and  time  of  shipment 
under  this  bill  of  lading,  including  the 
freight  charges,  if  paid.'*  In  holding  that 
this  provision  was  Inapplicable  where,  due 
to  deterioration  in  transit,  the  goods  were 
worth  less  at  the  time  of  loss  than  at  the 
time  and  plade  of  shipment,  the  court  said: 

"  Relying  upon  the  authority  of  Chicago, 
Milwaukee  &  St.  Paul  Railway  v,  McCauil- 
IMnamore  C6.,  263  IJ.  S.  97,  40  Supp.  Ct.  504, 
64  L.  ed.  801,  the  defendant  claims  that  the 
provision  hereafter  quoted  taken  from  the 
so-called  Carmack  Amendment  to  section  20 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  was  void 
and  without  effect  to  support  the  contention 
of  the  plaintiff,  because  the  first  Cummins 
Amendment  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
nmde  the  above  stipulation  void.  Act  of 
March  4,  1916.  c.  176,  38  SUt.  at  .L.  1196. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  plaintiff  contends  that 
the  regulation  was  legalized  by  the  second 
Cummins  Amendment  to  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act.  Act  of  Aug.  9,  1916.  c  301,  30 
Stat.  L.  441.  From  the  agreed  facts  it  is  in- 
ferable that  the  bill  of  lading  originally  issued 
continued  in  force  as  a  binding  contract  by 
the  action  of  the  parties,  until  the  car  was 
destroyed  at  Vernon,  Connecticut.  Gulf.  Col- 
orado &  Santa  Fe  Railwav  v.  Texas  Pack- 
ing Co.,  244  U.  S.  31,  35,"^ 37  Sup.  Ct.  487, 
61  L.  ed.  970.  A  judge  of  the  Superior  Court 
found  for  the  plaintiff  in  the  amount  of 
$500,  and  the  case  is  before  this  court  on  the 
exceptions  of  the  plaintiff. 

"  We  do  not  think  the  second  Cummins 
Amendment  is  applicable  to  the  facts  of  this 
case.'* 

2.  Exemption  from  Negligence  (p.  525) 

Telegraph  companies  are  not  within  the 
provision  forbidding  limitation  of  liability. 
Brewer  v.  Postal  Tel.  Cable  Co.,  (Mo.  App. 
1920)   223  S.  W.  949. 

3.  Agreed  VaJuation  (p.  526) 

Necessity  of  offering  choice  of  rates. — 
A  carrier  may  not,  by  a  valuation  agreement 
with  a  shipper,  limit  its  liability  in  case  of 
the  loss  by  negligence  of  an  interstate  ship- 
ment to  less  than  the  real  value  thereof, 
unless  the  shipper  is  given  a  choice  of  rates. 
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based  on  valuation.  Union  Pac.  R.  Co.  v. 
Burke,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  317,  4-1  S.  Ct.  283, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1917)  178 
App.  Div.  783,  166  N.  Y.  S.  100;  (1919) 
226  N,  Y.  534,  124  N.  E.  119. 

Charge  based  on  agreed  Taluation  haxmlesi. 
— "  Notwithstanding  Act  Cong.  March  4, 
1915,  respecting  the  liability  of  carriers, 
where  plaintiffs  evidence  as  to  his  actual 
loss  was  based  upon  the  agreed  valuation 
set  forth  in  the  carrier's  receipt,  and  the 
defendant's  evidence  corresponded  with  such 
valuation,  there  was  no  harmful  error  in 
basing  the  charge  on  the  measure  of  dam- 
ages thus  agreed  upon,  as  there  is  a  pre- 
sumption, until  rebutted  by  proof,  that  goods 
are  worth  as  much  at  the  place  of  destina- 
tion as  at  point  of  shipment,  if  not  more." 
Payne  v.  Cheshire,  (Ga.  App.  1921)  107  S. 
E.  557. 

Failure  to  require  statement  of  contents. 
—  In  August,  1915,  the  express  company  re- 
ceived two  trunks  for  interstate  transporta- 
tion. The  trunks  were  locked  and  strapped, 
and  their  contents  were  hidden  from  view. 
The  carrier  did  not  ask  or  require  the  ship- 
per to  state  the  chara^cter  or  value  of  the 
articles  in  the  trunks,  or  any  of  them,  the 
shipper  gave  no  such  information,  and  the 
shipper  did  not  dictate  or  suggest  what  the 
receipt  given  him  should  contain.  The  re- 
ceipt contained  an  agreement  limiting  amount 
of  recovery  in  case  of  loss.  It  was  held  the 
limitation  was  void,  under  the  provisions  of 
Act  March  4,1915  (the  first  Cummins  amend- 
ment), which  was  in  force  at  the  time. 
Payne  v.  Adams  Express  Co.,  (1921)  108 
Kan.  327,  195  Pac.  860,  wherein  the  court 
said:  "The  defendant  says  the  plaintiff 
estopped  himself  by  accepting  the  receipt. 
Statutes  expressing  a  definite  public  policy, 
in  clear  and  positive  terms,  are  not  to  foe 
nullified  so  easily." 

4.  Notice  of  Claim   (p.  529) 

In  generaL — To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  Ostroff  v.  Hustis, 
(N.  H.  1921)    114  Atl.  27. 

Prior  to  the  Act  of  1915  a  contract  require- 
ment of  10  days*  notice  of  injury  was  in- 
valid. Jordan  t?.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  ( 1920) 
206  Mo.  App.  56,  226  S.  W.  1023,  holding 
further  that  a  notice  to  the  contracting 
carrier  on  whose  line  the  damages  occurred 
was   insufficient  to  bind  the   initial  carrier. 

Requirement  of  notice  valid.— A  clause  in 
a  contract  of  affreightment  between  an  ex- 
press company  and  a  shipper,  respecting  an 
interstate  shipment,  and  providing  that,  in 
case  of  the  failure  of  the  carrier  to  make 
delivery,  a  claim  for  loss,  damage,  or  injury 
must  be  made  in  writing  to  the  originating 
or  delivering  carrier,  within  four  months 
after  a  reasonable  time  for  delivery  has 
elapsed,  as  a  condition  precedent  to  right  of 
recovery,  is  valid. 

The  limitation  prescribed  in  such  clause 
is  applicable  to  a  claim  for  the  loss  of  a 
portion  of  a  package  of  goods,  due  to  ab- 


straction and  theft  thereof  in  transit,  and 
consequent  failure  to  deliver  it. 

In  the  absence  of  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the  carrier  working  hindrance,  obstruct  ion, 
or  concealment  of  such  loss,  nondiscovery 
thereof  by  the  shipper  within  the  period  of 
the  limitation  does  not  exclude  the  claim 
from  the  operation  of  the  limitation,  nor 
extend  the  time  thereof.  Kahn  t*.  American 
R.  Express  Co.,  (W.  Va.  1921)  106  S.  E. 
126. 

To  whom  given. — To  the  same  effect  as 
the  original  annotation,  see  Ostroff  c.  Hustis, 
(N.  H.   1921)    114  Atl.  27. 

Notice  of  claim  dispensed  with. —  With 
reference  to  the  last  proviso  of  the  act  it  was 
said  in  Hunt  v.  Hines,  (1920)  204  Mo.  App. 
318,  223  S.  W.  798.  "Congress  doubtless 
concluded  that  losses  for  such  causes  would 
be  sufficiently  known  to  the  carrier  to  start 
him  upon  investigation  and  put  him  upon 
inquiry  without  the  formality  of  a  notice 
from  the  shipper." 

Waiver  of  notice. — Although  a  carrier  may 
waive  the  benefit  of  such  a  limitation  by 
express  agreement  or  by  inconsistent  conduct, 
a  waiver  thereof  cannot  be  predicated  upon 
conduct  which  neither  admits  liability  nor 
denies  it,  upon  receipt  of  verbal  notice  of 
fhe  loss,  after  expiration  of  the  period  of 
limitation,  and  later  invokes  protection  of 
the  limitation,  upon  disclosure  of  actuality 
of  the  loss  and  the  time  and  circumstances 
thereof.  Kahn  r.  American  R.  Express  Co., 
(W.  Va.  1921)    106  S.  E.  126. 

6.  Time  for  Bringing  8uit  (p.  532) 

While  all  limitation  of  liability  is  made 
illegal  by  the  Cummins  Amendment,  certain 
limitations  with  respect  to  other  matters  re- 
main open  to  the  carrier,  of  which  the  period 
within  which  suits  may  be  brought  is  one. 
liazarus  v.  New  York  Cent.  R.  Co.,  (S.  D. 
X.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed.  93. 

Constitutionality. — ^T\'^here  the  period  of 
limitation  of  an  action  by  a  shipper  against 
a  carrier  is  not  fixed  by  contract  but  by  the 
filing  of  a  uniform  bill  of  lading  with  the 
Interstate  Commerce  and  this  period  expires 
before  the  beginning  of  the  action,  this 
section  may  restore-  the  remedy  without  vio- 
lating any  provisions  of  the  Constitution. 
Lazarus  t?.  New  Pork  Cent.  R.  Co.,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.   1921)    271   Fed.  93. 

XVI.  PUSADING    (p.  535) 

Effect  of  amendment  on  procedure. — Where 
a  shipper  elects  to  prosecute  an  action  at 
common  law  against  a  terminal  carrier  for 
loss  of  goods,  all  presumptions  that  existed 
in  favor  of  a  plaintiff  in  such  an  action 
prior  to  the  passage  of  the  Carmack  Amend- 
ment were  available  to  him  as  the  amend- 
ment did  not  change  the  rules  relating  to  the 
'*  practice,  procedure,  or  evidence "  in  com- 
mon-law actions  arising  from  interstate  ship- 
ments. Pittsburgh,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  t?.  Larosa, 
(Ind.  App.  1921)   131  N.  E.  22. 
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Form  of  action  aa  controlling. — Where  an 
action  is  not  only  in  name,  but  in  substance, 
one  for  damages  against  the  delivering  car- 
rier, the  court  will  look  beyond  the  technical 
denomination  of  the  pleading  and  treat  it 
as  such.  McGinn  v.  Oregon- Washington  R. 
etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
81. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  536,  sec.  20  [L].    [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  274.1 
Failure  to  submit  cross-action  to  jury  «a 
ground  for  venire  de  novo. — Where,  in  an 
action  against  the  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads and  several  railroads  for  the  conversion 
of  ffoods  by  delivering  them  to  the  consignee 
without  presentation  of  the  bill  of  lading, 
the  Director  General  files  a  cross-action 
against  the  final  carrier  in  behalf  of  the 
initial  carrier,  based  upon  this  section,  the 
failure  of  the  court  to  submit  to  the  jury 
the  issue  of  fact  raised  by  such  cross-action 
is  ground  for  the  issuance  of  a  venire  de 
novo.  Albro  Clem  Elevator  Co.  v.  Director 
General  of  Railroads,  (N.  J.  1921)  112  Atl. 
885. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  539,  sec.  22-     [First  ed., 
vol.  Ill,  p.  851.] 

I.  Discrimination  in  Rates  (p.  641) 

Reduced  rates  for  army  oflScera. —  Reduced 
rates  may  be  granted  by  a  carrier  for  the 
transportation  of  the  per86nal  effects  of 
Army  oificers  changing  stations  under  orders, 
in  view  of  the  provision,  this  section  per- 
mitting reduced  rates  to  the  United  States, 
and  of  a  conference  ruling  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  making  such  action 
applicable  to  property  transported  for  the 
United  States.  Western  Pac.  R.  Co.  v.  V.  S., 
(1921)  255  U.  S.  349,  41  Sup,  Ct.  3.32,  66 
U.S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1919)  54  Ct. 
CI.  215. 

Army  officers  and  enlisted  men  In  United 
States  Army. —  See  Atchison,  etc.,  R.  Co.  t>. 

V.  S..    (1921)    256   U.    S.   — ,   41    Sup.    Ct. 
456,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  IV,  p.  549,  sec.  1  [A].     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  262.] 

VI.  Wilfulness  axd  Knowledge    (p.  55*3) 

Knowledge —>  Presumption  as  to  shipper's 
knowledge  of  rate, — An  agent  of  an  express 
company  who  contracts  with  a  shipper  to 
make  a  shipment  at  a  rate  less  than  that 
specified  in  the  schedule  of  rates  filed  by  the 
company  with  the  interstate  commerce  com- 
mission, cannot  be  held  personally  liable 
where  the  shipper  is  compelled  to  pay  the 
difi'erence  between  the  rate  charged  him  and 
the  correct  rate,  since  the  latter  is  conclu- 
sively presumed  to  have  known  the  correct 
rate.  Hawkins  i?.  Wilson,  (Vt.  1920)  111 
Atl.  634. 


Vol.  IV,  p.  558,  sec.  1  [B].    [Fir^t 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  2G2.1 
Allowances  from  a  rate  do  not  disestablish 
the  rate;  it  remains  just  what  it  was. 
Neither  does  an  overt  or  covert  deduction 
from  a  published  rate  change  the  rate  or 
convert  it  into  a  new  rate.  I^high  Coal, 
etc.,  Co.  %\  U.  S.,  (C.  a  A.  3d  Cir.  1920) 
2d6  Fed.  467,  holding  rate  named  in  pub- 
lished tariff  to  have  been  a  duly  established 
rate. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  559,  sec.  1  [C].     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  263.] 

VI.  Enfobcement  of  Penalty  [new] 
Creditoi'a  bilL— A  judgment  imposing  a 
fine  upon  a  corporation  for  accepting  rebates, 
contrary  to  the  EUcins  Act  of  February  19, 
1903,  I  2,  is  a  debt  which  will  support  a 
creditors'  bill  by  the  United  States  to  obtain 
satisfaction  of  the  judgment  out  of  the  assets 
in  the  hands  of  t^e  stockholders,  among 
whom  all  the  corporate  property  has  been 
distributed,  U.  S.  Rev.  Stat.  ^  1041  (see  3 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  2d  ed.  327 ) ,  having  provided 
that  judgments  for  penalties  may  be  enforced 
by  execution  against  the  property  of  the 
defendant  in  like  manner  as  judgments  in 
civil  cases  are  enforced.  Pierce  i?.  U.  S., 
(1921)  255  U.  S.  398.  41  Sup.  Ct,  .^C.l,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  modifying  and  affirming 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1919)  257  Fed.  514,  171 
\j*  \j*  A.   1. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  573,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  203.] 

Purpose. — "  The  essential  object  of  thia 
statute  is  to  create,  define,  and  punish  the 
offense  of  abstracting  or  unlawfully  having 
in  possession  goods  while  in  interstate  or 
foreign  transit,  and  thereby  interfering  with 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce."  WTiite  v. 
i:.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  517. 

The  term  "  station  house,**  as  iised  in  this 
section,  means  a  railroad  station  house. 
Hence,  a  person  may  not  be  convicted  under 
this  section  for  stealing  goods  from  the  sta- 
tion house  of  a  transfer  company.  Becker- 
man  f.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.   185. 

What  constitutes  "  receiving." —  "  When 
the  actual,  physical  possession  of  stolen  prop- 
erty has  been  recovered  by  the  owner  or  his 
agent,  its  character  as  stolen  property  is 
lost,  and  the  subsequent  delivery  of  the 
property  by  the  owner  or  agent  to  a  particeps 
criminis,  for  the  purpose  of  entrapping  him 
as  the  receiver  of  stolen  goods,  does  not 
establish  the  crime,  for  in  a  legal  sense  he 
does  not  receive  j^tolen  property."  U.  S.  v, 
COhen,  (C.  C  A,  3d  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  596. 

Intention. —  It  is  not  necessary  that  the 
defendant  have  possession  of  the  property 
with  the  intention  of  converting  it  to  his 
own   use.     "  Of  course  a  person  should  not 
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be  condemned  for  having  innocent  poeBessioii 
of  stolen  property,  ior  example,  for  the  pur- 
pose  of  turning  it  over  to  the  true  owner  or 
to  the  public  authorities.  But  a  knowing 
possession  for  the  benefit  of  the  thief  or  any 
knowing  possession  with  the  intent  and  effect 
of  depriving  the  owner  of  his  property  would 
be  a  felonious  possession."  Applebaum  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  IWl)  274  Fed.  43t 

Knowledge  of  recenrer  at  affecting  crime. — 
**  If  the  defendant  had  knowledge  that  the 
goods  were  stolen  when  he  received  them, 
he  took  the  chance  that  they  might  have  been 
stolen  from  an  interstate  shipment  of  freight 
or  express,  and  received  them  at  his  peril. 
The  statute  provides  that  whoever  shall  steal 
from  a  railroad  car  any  goods  or  chattels, 
which  are  a  part  of  or  constitute  an  inter- 
state shipment  of  freight  or  express,  or  shall 
have  in  his  possession  any  such  goods  or 
chattels,  knowing  the  same  to  have  been 
stolen,  commits  the  crime  denounced,  and  it 
is  immaterial  whether  or  not  he  knew  the 
points  of  origin  and  destination  of  the  goods." 
Freedman  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  803. 

Agent  of  coniignee. — ^A  regularly  author- 
ized agent  of  the  consignee  with  authority 
to  receive  and  receipt  for  the  goods  consigned 
to  his  principal  may  be  guilty  of  larceny 
under  this  act  where  he  receives  the  goods 
without  giving  any  receipt,  and  there  is  an 
intent  at  the  time  he  receives  them  to  con- 
vert them  to  his  own  use.  Xudelman  t>, 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  »th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  942. 

Place  from  which  stolen. —  In  order  to 
justify  a  conviction  under  this  section  it 
must  be  alleged  and  proved  that  the  property 
was  stolen  from  some  one  of  the  particular 
places  mentioned  in  the  statute.  U.  S.  i^ 
Cohen,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  596. 

Goods  in  interstate  commerce. — A  ship- 
ment of  coal  from  one  point  in  a  state  to 
another  on  what  is  known  as  a  slip  bill, 
which  is  a  customary  way  of  authorizing  a 
conductor  to  carry  cars  where  the  shipment 
is  ready  to  go  before  the  bill  of  lading  can 
be  prepared,  is  not  such  an  interstate  ship- 
ment the  theft  of  which  can  be  punished 
under  this  section  though  after  the  shipment 
started  a  bill  of  lading  was  made  out  to  a 
destination  in  another  state.  Lowery  v.  U. 
S.,    (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921)    271   Fed.  946. 

Possession  of  other  property. —  In  a  prose- 
cution under  this  section  it  is  not  reversible 
error  to  admit  evidence  of  the  defendants 
possession  of  other  goods  not  alleged  to  have 
been  stolen  nor  the  subject  of  proof  of  theft, 
particularly  where  the  defendant  had  ad- 
mitted the  possession  of  such  goods  in  a 
voluntary  statement.  Rich  ©.  U.  8.,  (C.  O. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  666. 

Indictment  —  OeneraUy, —  An  indictment 
under  this  section  has  been  held  to  be  suffi- 
cient where  it  described  the  goods,  specifically 
alleged  that  they  were  in  interstate  transit 
and  gave  the  name  of  the  consignee  and  the 
locality  of  the  offense.  White  v,  U.  S.,  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  517. 


Knowledge  of  interetaie  ohofwrter. —  It  is 
unnecessary  to  allege  in  an  indictment  under 
this  section  that  the  accused  had  knowledge 
that  the  goods  were  stolen  while  in  interstate 
commerce.  Rosen  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)  271  Fed.  651,  wherein  it  was  said: 

*'To  sustain  a  conviction  under  the  act  it 
must  be  shown: 

"(1)  That  the  goods  and  chattels  involved 
were  stolen. 

"(2)  That  at  the  time  they  were  stolen 
they  were  articles  of  interstate  transporta* 
tion  and  in  eoufse  of  such  transportation. 

"(8)  That  defendants  came  into  possession 
of  them. 

"(4)  That  they  received  them  knowing 
them  to  have  been  stolen. 

*^  While  the  indictment  charges  that  de- 
fendants knew  at  the  time  the  goods  and 
chattels  are  alleged  to  have  been  in  their  pos- 
session that  they  had  been  stolen,  it  aoes 
not  charge  that  they  knew  they  had  been 
stolen  from  interstate  commerce.  But  such 
an  allegation  is  certainly  unnecessary.  A 
person  who  receives  stolen  chattels  knowingly 
does  so  at  the  peril  of  their  having  been 
stolen  while  in  course  of  interstate  trans- 
portation. He  cannot  escape  conviction 
because  he  did  not  know  whether  they  were 
stolen  in  intrastate  or  in  interstate  cmn* 
mwce." 

Bailee  of  goods. —  Where  an  indictment 
charges  that  the  goods  were  in  the  freight 
yard  of  a  certain  designated  railroad,  a  com- 
mon carrier,  and  hy  proper  averments  alleges 
that  they  were  a  part  of  an  interstate  ship- 
ment, an  objection  that  the  description  of 
the  custodian  of  the  goods  is  not  sufficiently 
complete  comes  too  late  after  a  trial  and 
verdict  on  the  evidence.  Nudelman  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)   264  Fed.  942. 

Description  of  property, — ^An  indictment 
under  this  section  which  identifies  the 
amount  of  the  article  stolen ,  states  that  it 
was  whisky,  and  that  it  was  taken  from  a 
particular  car  at  a  specified  time  and  gives 
the  name  of  the  shipper,  of  the  bailee  car- 
rier from  the  possession  of  which  it  was 
taken,  and  the  place  of  shipment,  sufficiently 
describes  the  propertv.  Fleck  v.  U.  8.,  (C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  617. 

An  indictment  for  larceny  of  goods  in  in- 
terstate commerce  which  states  that  the 
alleged  stolen  property  was  "  a  large  quantity 
of  Wayne  knit  hose,  to  wit,  one  case  of  hose, 
then  and  there  of  the  value  of,  to  wit,  five 
hundred  seventy-six  dollars  ($576.00)"  suffi- 
ciently describes  it.  Pounds  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C, 
A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  242. 

Number  of  articles, — An  indictment  under 
this  section  charging  the  receiving  of  m 
"large  niunber "  of  tierces  of  lard,  knowing 
them  to  have  been  stolen,  is  sufficient  with- 
out specifying  the  exact  number  of  tierces. 
Rosenblatt  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  435. 

Ownership  of  poods, — An  indictment  for 
larceny  of  goods  in  interstate  commerce  need 
not  allege  the  ownership  of  the  goods  beyond 
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that  qualified  ownership  which  arises  from 
the  carrier's  possession  of  the  goods  while 
transporting  them.  Pounds  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  242. 

Name  of  oumer  and  custodian  of  stolen 
property.— In  Fleck  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  617,  it  was  contended 
that  an  indictment  under  this  section  was 
defective  in  omitting  to  state  the  name  of 
the  owner  of  the  property  stolen.  Answering 
this  contention,  the  court  said: 

"  The  argument  pressed  does  not  meet  the 
point  as  stated,  but  is  that  the  bailee  is 
charged  to  be  the  St.  Louis  Merchants'  Bridge 
Terminal  Railway  Company,  while  the  court 
must  take  judicial  knowledge  that  all  inter- 
state carriers  and  shipments  were  then  under 
control  of  William  G.  McAdoo,  as  Director 
General  of  Kail  roads.  From  this  it  is  con- 
tended that  the  St.  Louis  Merchants*  Bridge 
Terminal  Railway  Company,  as  such,  could 
not  have  been  the  bailee  or  carrier  in  charge 
of  the  shipment.  The  allegation  that  the 
goods  were  taken  from  a  railway  car,  and 
that  they  were  moving  and  constituted  a 
paxt  of  an  interstate  shipment  of  freight, 
which  had  been  shipped  by  the  consignor 
named,  from  Owensboro,  Ky.,  to  the  consignee 
named  at  Granger,  Tex.,  was,  in  legal  effect 
a  statement  that  the  goods  were  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads 
as  the  bailee  and  carrier  {Bloch  v.  United 
States,  261  Fed.  321,  323,  —  C  C.  A.  — ), 
and  this  necessary  legal  conclusion  from  the 
facts  stated  is  not  overcome  bv  the  further 
statement  that  the  goods  were  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  St,  Louis  Merchants*  Bridge 
Terminal  Company  as  bailee  and  common 
carrier.  The  defendants  have  suffered  no 
prejudice,  and  it  would  be  trifling  with  jus- 
tice to  permit  a  reversal  of  this  case  upon 
such  a  flimsy  basis.** 

Taking  without  consent  of  owner. — An  in- 
dictment for  a  violation  of  this  section  which 
alleges  that  the  defendants  '*  did  knowingly, 
willfully  and  feloniously  take,  steal  and 
carry  away  "  the  property,  sufficiently  alleges 
that  the  property  was  taken  without  the 
consent  of  the  owner  and  of  the  bailee  having 
it  in  possession.  Fleck  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  617. 

Election. —  Whether  the  court  below  erred 
in  not  requiring  the  district  attorney  to  elect 
whether  he  would  proceed  on  a  count  charg- 
ing the  receipt  of  stolen  property,  or  on  the 
one  charging  the  stealing  of  property  is  un- 
important, where  the  court  imposed  punish- 
ment for  one  offense  only.  Nudelman  v.  U. 
S.,    (C.  C.  A.  mh   Cir.   1920)    264  Fed.  942. 

Evidence  —  Method  of  opening  doors  of 
freight  car. —  Testimony  as  to  method  of 
opening  the  doors  of  a  freight  car  so  as  to 
permit  entrance  without  breaking  the  seal 
has  been  held  admissible.  Fowler  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  16. 

Accomplices. — The  testimony  of  accom- 
plices may  be  sufficient  to  sustain  a  convic- 
tion   under    this    section.     Rosen    v.    U.    S., 


(C.    C.    A.    2d    Cir.    1920)     271    Fed.    651, 
wherein  it  was  said: 

"At  common  law  a  jury  can  convict  upon 
the  testimony  of  an  accomplice,  although  it 
is  not  corroborated,  if  it  satisfies  the  jury 
beyond  a  reasonable  doubt.  In  many  of  the 
states  statutes  have  been  passed  which  ex- 
pressly  provide  that  a  person  cannot  be 
convicted  of  crime  on  the  uncorroborated 
testimony  of  an  accomplice.  But  no  such 
statute  has  been  passed  by  Congress.  It  is, 
however,  usual  in  the  federal  courts  to  cau- 
tion juries  in  reference  to  such  testimony." 

"While  the  jury  should  be  cautioned  to 
scrutinize  most  carefully  the  uncorroborated 
testimony  of  accomplices,  yet,  when  this 
has  been  done,  there  is  nothing  which  for- 
bids the  conviction  of  a  defendant,  at  cona- 
mon  law  or  in  a  federal  court,  on  their 
uncorroborated  testimonv."  Freedman  r. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  603. 

Confession  —  corroboration. —  In  a  prose- 
cution under  this  section  evidence  that  the 
goods  in  question  were  a  part  of  a  shipment 
in  interstate  commerce  and  that  after  their 
disappearance  they  were  in  the  possession 
of  one  to  whom  the  defendant  had  sold  them, 
was  held  to  be  a  sufficient  corroboration  of 
the  defendant's  confession.  Rich  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  566. 

Receiving  stolen  goods. —  On  a  prosecution 
for  receiving  stolen  goods  the  subject  of 
interstate  commerce  the  evidence  must  show 
that  they  were  so  stolen.  U.  S.  v.  Freedman, 
(E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  268. Fed.  655,  holds  the 
evidence  to  be  sufficient  to  establish  the  fact. 

Presumption  from  possession  of  goods. — 
While  the  possession  of  goods  proven  to  have 
been  stolen  when  in  transit  in  interstate  com- 
merce, standing  alone,  does  not  establish 
guilt,  such  possession  raises  a  presumption 
of  guilt  which  in  the  absence  of  explanation 
may  authorize  a  jury  to  infer  guilt.  Rosen 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  271  Fed. 
651. 

Demurrer  to  evidence. — The  introduction 
of  evidence  by  a  defendant  after  his  de- 
murrer to  the  evidence  of  the  prosecution 
has  been  overruled  operates  as  a  waiver  of 
any  error  in  overruling  the  demurrer.  Rich 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed, 
566. 

Variance. —  In  Nudelman  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.    1920)    264  Fed.   942,  it  was  said: 

"It  is  contended,  also,  that  as  to  the' first 
count  there  was  a  fatal  variance  between 
the  allegations  and  the  proof  —  first,  in  that 
the  indictment  charged  that  the  goods  were 
stolen  from  a  certain  designated  car  stand- 
ing in  the  freight  yard,  whereas  the  evidence 
was  that  the  goods  were  stolen  from  a  freight 
house  in  the  freight  yard;  and,  second,  in 
that  the  indictment  alleged  that  the  goods 
were  taken  from  the  custody  and  control 
of  the  Oregon -Washington  Railroad  &  Navi- 
gation Company,  and  the  evidence  was  that 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 


S^3 


they  were  t^aken  from  the  custody  and  con- 
trol of  the  United  States  Railroad  Admin- 
istration as  the  operator  of  said  railroad. 
These  objections  were  first  presented  after 
all  the  testimony  had  been  taken.  In  our 
opinion  they  are  insufficient  to  invalidate  the 
judgment,  and  that  after  verdict  they  are 
cured  by  the  operation  of  section  1025,'  Rev. 
Stat,  (see  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.,  2d  ed.,  681). 
It  was  not  a  substantial  variance  between 
pleading  and  proof  that  the  goods  were  taken 
from  a  freight  house  in  the  freight  yard 
of  the  railroad  company  instead  of  from 
a  designated  car  in  the  yard.  While  in  the 
freight  house  they  were  still  in  the  cus- 
tody of  the  railroad  company.  Nor  was  it 
a  fatal  variance  that  the  railroad  company 
named  in  the  indictment  was  then  under  the 
management  of  the  United  States  Railroad 
Administration.  The  administration  was 
operating  the  road  as  the  railroad  of  the 
Oregon-Washington  Railroad  &  Navigation 
Company,  issuing  tickets  and  bills  of  lading 
and  carrying  on  the  business  in  the  name 
of  that  company,  and  this  was  matter  of 
common  knowledge." 

Inatructions. —  For  correctness  of  instruc- 
tions in  a  prosecution  imder  this  section,  see 
Pounds  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920) 
265  Fed.  242. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  575,  sec.  1.  [Federal 
Trade  Commission,  etc.]  [First 
ed.,  1914  Supp.,  p.  112.] 

Purpose  of  act. — "The  purpose  of  the  act 
is  to  make  Unfair  methods  of  competition 
in  commerce,  unlawful,  and  the  conunission 
is  empowered  and  directed  to  prevent  per- 
sons, partnerships,  or  corporations,  other 
than  banks  and  common  carriers,  subject  to 
the  acts  to  regulate  commerce,  from  using 
imfair  methods  of  competition  in  commerce. 
The  power  granted  is  far-reaching  in  its 
results,  and  of  a  most  salutary  character. 
Banks  and  common  carriers  were  doubtless 
excepted  from  the  provisions  of  the  act,  be- 
cause each  was  subject  to  the  direction  and 
control  of  a  separate  commission  largely 
similar  to  that  of  the  Trade  Commission." 
Hurst  t/.  Federal  Trade  Commission,  (E.  D. 
Va.  1920)   268  Fed.  874. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  577,  sec.  4.     [First,  ed., 

1916  Supp.,  p.  113,] 

Voluntary  unincorporated  aasociationa. — 
AVhere  an  association  composed  of  manufac- 
turers contended  that  it  was  not  subject  to 
the  act  because  it  was  a  voluntary  unincor- 
porated association  without  capital  stock 
and  not  engaged  in  business  itself,  it  was 
said :  **  This  contention  overlooks  the  fact 
that  the  association  is  not  the  only  one  pro- 
ceeded against;  but  that  its  officers  and  the 
members  of  its  executive  committee,  as  well 


as  its  membership  generally,  are  included  in 
the  proceedings  as  parties  and  made  subject 
to  the  commission's  order.  The  language  of 
the  act  affords  no  support  for  the  thought 
that  individuals,  partnerships,  and  corpora- 
tions can  escape  restraint,  under  the  act, 
from  combining  in  the  use  of  unfair  methods 
of  competition,  merely  because  they  em- 
ploy as  a  medium  therefor  an  unincorporated 
voluntary  association,  without  capital  and 
not  itself  engaged  in  commercial  business." 
National  Harness  MIrs.'  Assoc,  v.  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1020) 
268  Fed.  705. 


Vol.  IV,  p.  577,  sec.  5  [A].    [First 

ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  114.] 

Conatitutionality. — This  section  is  consti- 
tutional. Hurst  r.  Federal  Trade  Ccnnmis- 
sion,  (E.  D.  Va.  1920)  268  Fed.  874; 
National  Harness  Mfrs.'  Assoc.  t\  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  706. 

Diatinction  between  this  and  Clayton 
Act. — '*  In  considering  the  cases  which  arise 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  the  distinction  between  the  Clay- 
ton Act  [see  9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  2d  ed.  730] 
and  the  act  which  creates  and  defines  the 
jurisdiction  and  duties  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission  must  be  kept  in  mind.  The 
purposes  of  the  Clayton  Act  and  of  the  Fed- 
eral Trade  Commission  Act  are  different. 
The  Clayton  Act  is  intended  for  the  prohibi- 
tion of  contracts  and  combinations  in  re- 
straint of  trade  which  are  of  sufficient  force 
of  oppression  or  coercion  as  amount  to  a 
monopoly  or  trust.  In  order  for  the  govern- 
ment to  succeed  in  an  equity  or  criminal 
action,  or  for  a  private  litigant  to  succeed, 
where  he  seeks  damages  as  a  result  of  such 
alleged  trust  or  combination,  each  must 
successfully  bear  the  burden  of  establishing 
a  combination  which  restrains  trade.  No 
such  obligation  is  imposed  upon  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  before  its  order  may  issue 
requiring  an  individual,  partnership,  or  cor- 
poration engaged  in  commerce  to  desist  from 
a  practice  which  might  lead  eventually  to 
an  unlawful  trust  or  combination  which 
would  be  in  restraint  of  trade.  Section  5  of 
the  Federal  Trade  Act  prohibits  unfair  meth- 
ods of  competition  in  commerce,  declaring 
them  unlawful.  This  act  forbids  all  unfair 
methods  of  competition.  It  does  not  define 
what  is  unfair  competition,  but  leaves  that 
to  the  commission  for  determination.  Sec- 
tion 5  provides  that  the  commission  is  em- 
powered and  directed  to  prevent  persona, 
partnerships,  or  corporations,  except  banks 
and  common  carriers  subject  to  the  acts  to 
regulate  commerce,  by  using  methods  of  im- 
fair competition  in  commerce.  It  will  thus 
be  observed  that  there  is  no  restriction  or 
qualification   to  the  powers   thus   confened. 
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but  the  method  of  commerce  must  be  un- 
fair." Beech-Kut  Packing  Co.  r.  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  88d,  per  Manton,  C.  J.,  in  concurr- 
ing opinion. 

Commission  as  censor  of  commercial 
morals. — **  The  commisison  is  not  made  a 
censor  of  commercial  morals  generally.  Its 
authority  is  to  inquire  into  unfair  methods 
of  competition  in  interstate  and  foreign  com- 
merce, if  so  doing  will  be  of  interest  to  the 
public,  and  if  such  method  of  competition  is 
prohibited  by  the  act  to  issue  an  order  re- 
quiring .the  peraon  or  corporation  using  it 
to  cease  and  desist  from  doing  so.*'  Winsted 
Hosiery  Co.  v.  Federal  Trade  Commission, 
(O.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  957. 

Necessity  that  unfair  competition  relate  to 
interstate  commerce. — This  section  does  not 
apply  to  a  contract  of  sale  made  and  per- 
formed in  the  same  state.  Quincy  Oil  Co.  v. 
Sylvester,  (Mass.  1921)  130  N.  E.  217,  14 
A.  U  R.  111. 

In  Ward  Baking  Co.  i).  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission, (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  2d4  Fed. 
330,  it  was  held  that  where  a  baking  com- 
pany transported  its  bread  in  its  own  wagons 
to  another  state,  and  the  drivers  of  such 
wagons  called  at  the  retail  stores  in  the 
latter  state  and  sold  the  bread  to  such  re- 
tailers as  desired  to  buy,  this  did  not  consti- 
tute interstate  commerce  and  that  an  order 
of  the  trade  commission  in  regard  thereto 
was   unauthorized. 

Voluntary  unincorporated  aaaociation. — 
The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has  jurisdic- 
tion in  the  case  of  a  voluntary  unincorpo- 
rated association  of  manufacturers  where  the 
members  of  the  association  are  engaged  in 
interstate  commerce  and  such  commerce  is 
claimed  to  have  been  directly  affected  by 
the  alleged  unfair  methods  of  competition. 
National  Harness  Mfrs.'  Assoc,  v.  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  (C.  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.   705. 

Giving  gratuities  to  em/ployeea  of  cus- 
tomer.— The  Federal  Trade  Commission  has 
jurisdiction  to  determine  whether  the  giving 
of  money  or  other  gratuities  to  employees  of 
a  customer  without  the  knowledge  or  con- 
sent of  their  employer  as  an  inducement  to 
influence  the  employees  or  owners  to  pur- 
chase supplies  is  in  violation  of  this  act  and 
if  it  determines  that  it  is  then  to  order  such 
acts  to  cease.  Hurst  i>.  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission,   (E.  D.  Va.  1920)   268  Fed.  874. 

Elements  to  be  considered. — "  Freedom  of 
access  to  the  consumer,  and  the  entire  ab- 
sence of  monopoly  and  nondeprivation  of  the 
public,  have  been  regarded  as  an  important 
element  in  the  decision  of  cases  of  alleged 
unfair  business  competition."  Curtis  Pub. 
Co.  I/.  Federal  Trade  Commission,  (C.  C.  A. 
3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  881. 

Damage  as  immaterial. — The  fact  that  no 
damage  has  been  shown  is  immaterial  as  the 
remedy  afforded  by  the  statute  is  preventive 
not  compensatory.     National  Harness  Mfrs.' 


Assoc,      t*.      Federal      Trade      pommiasion, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  705. 

Prevention  of  competition  at  to  resale 
price. — A  company  in  selling  its  products  to 
such  purchasers,  principally  wholesalers  and 
jobbers,  as  do  not  resell  at  a  price  lower  than 
that  fixed  by  the  company  and  in  refusing 
to  sell  to  such  as  do,  with  the  purpose  of 
eliminating  competition  in  the  sale  of  the 
company's  products  does  not  engage  in  an 
unfair  method  of  competition  in  violation 
of  this  provision.  Beech-Nut  Packing  Co.  y. . 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)   264  Fed.  885,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  The  ground  upon  which  the  conolusion 
of  law  rests  is  that  the  method  is  unfair, 
because  it  stifles  competition  and  so  restrains 
trade.  The  obvious  purpose  of  the  respo9dent 
is  to  prevent  any  competition  as  to  the  re- 
sale price  between  purchasers  of  its  products, 
^ch  a  method,  founded  upon  an  agreement 
between  a  manufacturer  and  purchasers 
severally,  was  held  to  be  a  violation  of  the 
Sherman  Act  in  Dr.  Miles  Medical  Co.  v.  Park 
&  Sons  Co.,  220  U.  S.  S73,  31  Slip.  Ct.  376, 
55  L.  ed.  502.  It  is  diflicult  to  say  why  a 
different  conclusion  should  be  reached,  if  the 
same  result  is  attained  by  acquiescence  and 
co-operation  without  express  agreement  be- 
tween the  manufacturer  and  his  purchasers 
severally.  Eastern  States  Retail  Lumber 
Association  t\  United  States,  234  U.  S.  600; 
34  Sup.  Ct.  951,  58  L.  ed.  1490,  L.  R.  A. 
1915A,  788.  But  we  understand  the  Supreme 
Court  to  hold  in  United  States  v.  Colgate 
&  Co.,  250  U.  S.  300,  39  Sup.  a.  465,  63 
L.  ed.  992,  that  a  similar,  but  less  drastic, 
method  of  sale  constitutes  merely  the  exer- 
cise of  a  man's  right  to  do  what  he  will 
with  his  own,  and  is  not  obnoxious  to  the 
Sherman  Act.** 

Customers  misled  by  labels  on  goods. — 
Where  labels  on  goods  were  thoroughly  estab- 
lished and  understood  in  the  trade  and  there 
was  no  passing  off  of  one  manufacturer's 
goods  as  those  of  another,  and  no  combina- 
tion in  restraint  of  trade  or  to  create  a 
monopoly,  the  fact  that  some  customers  were 
misled  foy  the  labels  or  that  some  dealers 
deliberatelv  deceived  them  as  to  their  mean- 
ing  has  been  held  not  to  constitute  unfair 
competition  within  the  meaning  of  this  act. 
Winsted  Hosierv  Co.  v.  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission, (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  957. 

Condition  as  to  use  of  leased  devices. — A 
condition  imposed  by  the  sellers  of  gasoline 
that  devices  leased  by  them  to  the  retailers 
for  the  storing  and  vending  of  gasoline  shall 
be  used  by  the  latter  solely  for  the  handling 
of  the  product  of  the  sellers  is  not  a  situa- 
tion which  constitutes  an  "unfair  method 
of  competition  "  within  the  meaning  of  this 
section.  Standard  Oil  Co.  r.  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  478. 

"The  practice  of  leasing,  at  a  nominal 
rental,     tanks     and     automatic     measuring 
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pumps,  for  the  storing  and  distributing  of 
gasoline,  upon  condition  that  the  tanks  and 
pumps  BO  leased  be  used  by  the  lessee,  the 
retailer,  exclusively  for  the  purpose  of  stor- 
ing and  marketing  gasoline  purchased  from 
the  lessor,"  is  not  a  violation  of  this  section. 
Can  field  Oil  Co.'  v.  Federal  Trade  Commia- 
sion,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  571. 

Contract  between  magazine  publisher  and 
agent. —  In  Curtis  Pub.  Co.  v.  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  881,  contracts  between  a  magazine  pub- 
lisher and  its  agents  were  held  not  to  con- 
stitute unfair  competition. 

Dealers  with  same  name  invading  each 
other's  territory. — Where  two  persons  of  the 
same  name  carry  on  similar  businesses  one  as 
a  retailer  and  the  other  as  a  wholesaler,  it  is 
not  unfair  competition  for  the  retailer  to 
expand  his  business  into  a  wholesale  one 
and  invade  the  territory  of  the  other,  where 
there  is  no  similarity  in  the  labels  of  the 
goods.  To  prohibit  such  expansion  would 
interfere  with  the  fundamental  rights  of 
reasonable  trade  competition,  and  with 
reasonable  and  commendable  purposes  of 
trade  enterprise  through  expansion.  Walker 
f?.  WaHcer  Bros.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  395,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"  Unfair  competition  cannot  be  said  to 
result  from  the  idea  that  a  single  salesman 
sought  to  palm  off  one  Walker  product  for 
another  Walker  product;  and  this  would  be 
so,  whether  it  was  in  the  wholesale  or  retail 
trade. 

"  Unfair  competition  in  commerce  results 
from  actual  misdoings,  or  from  an  assembly 
of  circumstances,  which  are  calculated,  in 
and  of  themselves,  to  mislead  the  public,  or, 
as  it  is  sometimes  expressed,  '  the  average 
trade.* 

"  W^e  fail  to  see  anything  unreasonable  in 
the  efforts  of  a  business  concern  to  expand 
its  enterprise  by  carrying  it  into  broader 
fields  and  into  larger  and  broader  ways  of 
doing  business.  We  cannot  avoid  the  view 
that  restraints  upon  business  expansicm 
would  be  an  unreasonable  restraint,  and  an 
unreasonable  hamper,  not  only  of  the  natural 
trade  ambition,  but  of  the  broad  right  of 
opening  free  competition. 

"  It  is  quite  true,  in  cases  of  unfair  com- 
petition, in  the  usual  phase,  that  the  ques- 
tion of  good  or  bad  faith,  while  upon  another 
phase  the  question  would  be  whether  a  situa- 
tion, in  and  of  itself,  without  regard  to  the 
question  of  good  or  bad  faith ;  the  ways  and 
means  are,  in  and  of  themselves,  calculated 
to  deceive  members  of  the  public  into  buy- 
ing one  thing  when  they  think  they  are 
getting  another.  The  questions  always  are 
whether  trade  is  being  unfairly  interfered 
with,  and  whether  the  public  is  being  cheated 
into  buying  and  paying  for  something  which 
it  is  not,  in  fact,  getting.  It  is  true  that 
the  defendants'  goods  as  well  as  the  plain- 
tiffs', carried  the  name  *  Walker';  but  that 
was  a  rightful  name  which  they  had  used 
for  many  years.    It  cannot  be  seen  that  this 


involves  deceitful  similitude,  because  it  was 
their  own  name,  and  because  the  goods  bore 
distinctive  descriptions  and  designations  of 
the  product  of  the  Philadelphia  Walkers/' 

Vol.  IV,  p.  578,  sec.  5  [B].    [First 

ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  114.] 
Order  against  volantary  association^^ 
"  The  order  may  be  enforced  by  reaching  the 
officers  and  members,  personally  and  in- 
dividually. A  voluntary  association,  having 
many  members,  may  be  brought  into  court 
by  service  on  its  officers  and  such  of  its 
membwB  as  are  known  and  can  be  con- 
veniently reached,  sufficient  being  served  to 
represent  all  the  diverse  interests."  National 
Harness  Mfrs.'  Assoc,  v.  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission, (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  26»  Fed. 
706. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  578,  sec.  5  [C].    [First 

ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  114.1 
Finding  of  commission  as  conclusiye. — 
"  The  facts  as  found  by  the  commission, 
being  supported  by  testimony,  are  conclusive; 
but  the  effect  of  them  is  a  question  of  law, 
to  be  expressed  in  a  conclusion  of  law." 
Beech-nut  Packing  Co.  v.  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  885. 

*^  While  the  act  provided  that  the  findings 
of  fact  made  by  tne  Conunission  were  final 
and  conclusive,  it  still  remained  the  duty 
of  the  supervisinff  court  to  determine  the 
same  legal  questions  which  a  supervising 
court  had  in  reviewing  actions  of  the  trial 
court,  namely,  whether  under  all  the  facts 
found  by  the  Trade  Commission  a  case  of 
unfair  business  competition  was  established." 
Curtis  Pub.  Co.  v.  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion, (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  881. 
One  function  of  the  Trade  Commission  is 
to  discover  and  prohibit  in  the  beginning 
practices  which  tend  to  "  unfair  methods  of 
competition  "  but  an  inference  from  the  facts 
as  found  bv  the  commission  is  a  question  of 
law  for  the  court.  Standard  Oil  Co.  v. 
Federal  Trade  Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)   273  Fed.  478. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  578,  sec.  5  [D].    [First 

ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  114.] 

Review  by  Circnit  Court  of  Appeals. — 
"  The  commission  is  given  full  power  and 
authority  to  investigate,  make  findings  of 
fact,  and  render  its  judgment  and  order  in 
relation  thereto,  and  before  the  same  is 
carried  into  effect,  the  judgment  of  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals,  the  second  highest 
court  under  the  government,  is  to  be  sought 
by  the  commission,  to  enforce  its  order,  and 
any  party  required  by  such  order  to  cease 
and  desist  from  using  such  method  of  com- 
petition may  obtain  a  review  of  such  order 
in  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  by  filing  its 
written  petition  praying  therefor.    The  action 
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of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  is  final,  save 
that  when  its  interposition  is  sought  by  the 
conunission,  certiorari  lies  from  its  decision 
to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 
The  jurisdiction  of  the  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals  to  enforce,  set  aside,  or  modify 
orders  of  the  commission,  is  exclusive.  In 
all  of  the  proceedings,  whether  before  the 
commission  or  the  court,  the  amplest  pro- 
vision is  made  for  notice  to  and  full  hearing 
of  all  parties  interested,  and  for  this  court, 
[the  district  court]  for  any  of  the  reasons 
urged,  to  anticipate  by  injunction  the  action 
of  the  commission,  and  the  judgment  of  the 
court  charged  under  the  law  with  the  review 
thereof,  would  be  clearly  an  usurpation  of 
authority."  Hurst  v.  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission,  (E.  D.  Va.  192Q)   268  Fed-  874. 

Scope  of  review. — As  to  the  scope  of  review 
by  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  it  is  said 
by  that  court: 

**  Now,  it  is  very  apparent  that,  where  the 
supervisory  review  by  the  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals,  which  Congress  invoked,  provided 
that  that  court  *  shall  have  power  to  make 
and  enter  upon,  the  pleadijigSy  testimony  and 
proceedings  set  forth  in  such  transcript,  a 
decree,'  it  is  the  province,  and  indeed  the 
duty,  of  the  reviewing  court,  to  consider  not 
merely  the  findings  of  the  Commission,  but 
the  whole  record,  the  whole  proofs,  and  the 
whole  proceeding,  and  to  say.  first,  whether, 
in  view  of  all  the  proofs,  the  limited  facts 
found  by  the  Commijision  really  passed  on 
the  pertinent  and  decisive  facts,  and  so  war- 
ranted an  injunction;  and,  second,  if  such 
limited  facts  do  not  reach  the  merits,  and 
do  not  alone  legally  justify  and  warrant  a 
decree  of  unfair  competition  and  injunctive 
relief,  then,  since  Congress  has  enacted  the 
Circuit  Courts  of  Appeals  '  shall  make  and 
enter  t^pon  the  pleadingst  testimony  and  pro- 
ceedings set  forth  in  such  transcript,  a  decree 
affirming,  modifying  or  setting  aside  the 
order  of  the  Commission,'  it  is  quite  clear 
that  it  is  not  only  the  province,  but  the 
duty,  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  and 
indeed  the  expressed  purpose  of  Congress 
that  such  reviewing  court  should  itself 
examine  the  pleadings,  the  entire  testimony 
and  proceedings,  and  upon  such  inclusive 
examination  determine  whether  the  facts 
found  by  the  Commission  and  the  proofs  on 
which  the  Commission  made  no  findings,  and. 
which  the  court,  in  the  absence  of  such 
finding,  itself  finds  and  determines,  legally 
established  a  case  of  unfair  business  com- 
petition by  the  Curtis  Company."  Curtis 
Pub.  Co.  V.  Federal  Trade  Commission,  (C. 
C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  881. 

Mode  of  exercising  power  to  revieww — 
The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  says  in  this 
connection : 

"  In  passing  this  act  and  granting  to  a 
commission  power,  in  a  new  and  untested 
field,  to  issue  injunctions  which  should  stop 
and  prohibit  conMnerce,  we  are  of  opinion 
that  Congress,  in  invoking  the  reviewing 
supervision    of    federal    courts,    experienced 


in  review,  meant  that  those  courts  should 
exercise  that  reviewing  power  as  they  had 
been  accustomed  to  do  it  theretofore."  Curtis 
Pui>.  Co.  V.  Federal  Trade  Commission,  (C. 
C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)   270  Fed.  881. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  580,  sec.  6  [A].    [First 

ed.,  1916  SupD..  p.  115.] 
Constitutionality. —  This    section    is    con- 
stitutional.   Hurst  V.  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion,  (E.  D.  Va.  1920)    258  Fed.  874. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  581,  sec.  9.     [First  cd., 

1916  Supp.,  p.  117.1 

Constitutionality. —  This  section  is  con- 
f^titutional.  Hurst  r.  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion, (E.  D.  Va.  1920)  268  Fed.  874. 

Right  to  attack  statute. —  One  cannot 
attack  this  Act  on  the  ground  that  this  pro- 
vision violates  the  provision  of  the  Fourth 
Amendment  against  ''  unreasonable  searches 
and  seizures,"  where  the  commission  has  not 
attempted  to  exercise  the  powers  conferrei 
by  this  and  the  following  section.  Kational 
Harness  Mfrs.*  Assoc.  t\  Federal  Trade  Com- 
mission, (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
705. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  583,  sec.  10.     [First  0(1., 

1916  Supp.,  p.  118.1 
ConttitutionaUty. —  This    section    is    con- 
stitutional.   Hurst  r.  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion, (E.  D.  Va.  1920)   268  Fed.  874. 

19t8  Supp.,  p.  387.     [Initial  carrier 
of  goods,  etc] 

{^pe  also  annotation  under  sec.  20  [Kl, 
supra,  this  title,  p.  515. 

Amendment  as  altering  rule  regarding 
liability  for  baggage. —  This  amendment  to 
the  Cummins  Amendment  did  not  alter  the 
rule  regarding  liability  for  baggage.  Under 
this  act  carriers  may  limit  liability  of  bag- 
gage bv  published  tariffs.  GalvesUm,  etc., 
R.  Co. 'v.  VVoodburv,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  357, 
41  Sup.  Ct.  114,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  re- 
versing (Tex.  1919)  209  S.  W.  432. 

Limitation  of  liability  as  to  baggage. — 
Change  made  by  this  act  in  Cummins  Amend- 
ment recognized  and  applied.  Culbreth  r. 
Martin,  (1920)   179  N.  C.  678,  103  S.  E.  374. 

Limitation  mutt  be  in  accordance  with 
rules. — Even  though  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  under  the  authority  conferred 
upon  it  by  said  statute,  has  adopted  and 
promulgated  regulations  by  which  such  limi- 
tation of  liability  may  be  effected  as  to  all 
property  in  interstate  shipment,  except 
ordinary  live  stock,  and  in  compliance  with 
such  regulations  a  carrier  has  filed  and 
published  and  put  into  effect  its  tariffs  and 
rules  for  maintenance  of  rates  dependent 
upon  value  declared  in  writing  by  the  ship- 
per or  agreed  upon  in  writing  as  the  released 
value  of  the  property,  approved  by  said  com- 
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mission,  it  rtmains  liable  for  such  full  actual 
loss,  damagei  or  injury,  in  the  case  of  any 
particular  shipment,  unless  it  takes  from  the 
shipper  a  written  declaration  of  the  value 
of  the  property,  or  a  written  agreement  with 
him  upon  the  released  value  uiereof,  signed 
by  him.  In  such  case  the  delivery  to  the 
shipper,  of  a  receipt  executed  by  the  carrier, 
in  wnich  there  is  no  statement  of  value  signed 
by  the  shipper,  does  not  relieve  the  latter 
from  liability  based  upon  full  actual  value, 
even  though  the  rate  charged  ioj  carriage 
of  the  property  is  the  same  as  would  have 
been  legally  charged  upon  the  minimum 
value  of  the  property,  under  the  regulations 
and  tariffs  validly  promulgated,  posted,  and 
maintained.  Lindenburg  t\  American  R. 
Express  Co.,   (W.  Va.  1021)    106  S.  E.  8d4. 

Extent  of  liability. —  Under  the  act  of 
Congress  passed  August  0,  1016,  known  as 
the  "  Second  Cummins  Amendment "  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  a  common  carrier 
is  liable  for  the  full  actual  loss,  damage,  or 
injury  to  ordinary  live  stock  received  by  it 
for  shipment  in  interstate  commerce,  caused 
by  it  or  any  connecting  carrier  to  which  it 
is  delivered,  and  for  such  loss,  damage,  or 
injury  to  any  other  property  so  received, 
except  baggage,  unless,  by  the  action  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  itt^elf, 
exoneration  from  such  liability  and  adoption 
of  a  limited  one,  based  upon  a  declared  or 
agreed  value,  are  effected.  Lindenburg  v. 
American  R.  Express  Co.,  (W.  Va.  1021) 
106  Atl.  884. 

Burden  of  negativing  negligence. —  "The 
value  of  the  hog  shipped  having  been  agreed 
upon  by  the  parties,  and  the  rate  fixed  in 
acccTrdance  with  the  value,  it  is  specifically 
provided  by  the  federal  statute  (1016-1017, 
30  Stat.  1.  c.  301,  p.  441)  that  a  special  con- 
tract of  shipment  may  not  be  made  relative 
to  certain  live  stock  (including  hogs)  so  as 
to  release  the  carrier  of  any  of  its  common- 
law  duties,  or  restricting  the  valuation.  This 
then  leaves  the  carrier  as  an  insurer,  under 
the  rule  declared  in  A.  C.  L.  R.  R.  Co.  r.  Rice, 
160  Ala.  266,  268,  260,  52  South.  018,  20 
L.  R.  A.  (N.  S.)  1214,  Ann.  Cas.  1012B,  380. 
This  rule  as  there  stated,  and  which  it  is 
unnecessary  for  us  here  to  repeat,  places  the 
burden  upon  the  carrier  in  cases  such  as  the 
one  at  bar  of  acquitting  itself  of  negligence 
in  case  of  damage  to  live  stock  received  for 
shipment."  American  R.  Express  Co.  v,  Dun- 
naway,  (1020)  17  Ala.  App.  640,  88  So.  60. 

1920  Supp.,  p.  77,  sec.  206(a). 

Claim  affected  in  general.— "  The  statute 
was  not  intended  to  provide  that  every  claim 
with  relation  to  the  property  which  had  pre- 
viously been  in  the  government's  possession 
must  be  brought  against  the  United  States, 
nor  did  the  statute  intend  that  the  govern- 
ment should  thus  indirectly  become  liable 
for  anything  more  than  those  acts  for  which 
the  government  should  be  properly  responsi- 
ble."   The  Arizona,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1020)  267 


Fed.  508,  wherein  it  was  further  said  that 
this  section  was  to  be  construed  as  meaning 
that  the  claim  must  have  as  a  proximate 
cause  possession  and  use  by  the  government. 

Suit  in  rem. — This  section  does  not  bar 
a  suit  in  rem  against  a  boat  for  salvage 
services.  The  Arizona,  (E.  D.  X.  Y.  1020) 
267  Fed.  508. 

Return  of  corporation  to  private  ownership 
as  affecting  prior  liability. — ^The  liability  of 
a  carrier  for  negligence  occurring  while  it 
was  being  operated  under  a  lea^e  made  under 
Act.  of  Aug.  20,  1016  (9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  1095),  is  not  affected  by  the  return 
of  the  corporation  to  private  ownership.  Gil- 
liam V.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.,  (1020) 
170  N.  C.  508,  103  S.  E.  10. 

The  carrier  may  be  joined  in  an  action 
against  the  federal  agent  for  a  cause  arising 
during  federal  control.  Parker  r.  Seaboard 
Air  line  R.  Co.,  (1021)  181  N.  C.  05,  106 
S.  E.  755. 

Substitution  of  agent.— "  We  hold  that 
under  said  Transportation  Act  of  1020,  it 
is  proper  to  substitute  John  Barton  Payne, 
the  agent  designated  by  the  President  under 
said  section  206,  paragraph  (a),  as  defend- 
ant in  this  case,  in  lieu  and  in  place  of  both 
the  railroad  company  and  the  former 
Director  General  of  Railroads.  The  said 
Act  of  1020  contemplates  that  such  agent 
shall  be  so  substituted,  without  reference  to 
whether  the  suits  of  the  character  desig- 
nated, of  which  the  suit  before  us  is  one, 
were  pending  against  the  railroad  company, 
or  the  former  Director  General  of  Railroads, 
or  both."  Adams  v.  Quincy,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(Mo.  1021)  220  S.  W.  700.  See  also  Kersten 
f.  Hines,  (1020)  283  Mo.  623,  223  S.  W.  586. 

As  to  the  effect  of  the  act  on  pending 
actions  and  the  necessity  of  substituting 
the  federal  agent  for  the  Director  General, 
the  court  said  in  Hines  i-.  Collins,  (Tex. 
1021)    227   S.   W.    332: 

*'  We  are  inclined  to  the  opinion  that  it 
Mas  the  intention  of  the  legislation  that 
these  suits  should  be  prosecuted  further  only 
under  the  provisions  of  section  206  of  the 
act.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the  gov- 
ernment can  be  sued  only  by  its  permission. 
So  that  the  language  authorizing  the  suit 
is  naturally  permissive.  If  in  granting  the 
privilege  a  particular  method  of  proceeding 
is  provided  this  would  be  exclusive.  Com- 
monwealth Bonding  &  Casualtv  Ins.  Co.  v. 
Bowles,  102  S.  W.  612.  It  is  the  rule  that 
general  provisions  are  controlled  and  limited 
by  more  specific  provisions  in  reference  to 
the  same  subject.  Section  202,  in  which  the 
more  general  language  concerning  the  settle- 
ment and  adjustment  of  questions  or  dis- 
putes arising  out  of  federal  control  was  used, 
is  in  a  setting  of  provisions  dealing  with 
other  kinds  of  claims,  and  provides  a  sepa- 
rate fund  for  their  payment.  Section  206 
deals  specifically  with  the  subject  of  litiga- 
tion of  this   character,  and  provides  a  dif- 
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ferent  fund  for  the  payment  of  the  judgments 
that  might  be  rendered  in  euch  cases.  A 
proviBion  for  the  substitution  of  anothisr 
agent  who  should  represent  the  government 
in  the  conduct  of  such  litigation,  already 
instituted,  would  not  be  unconstitutional,  as 
depriving  the  litigant  of  a  vested  right,  as 
this  relates  merely  to  the  remedy,  and  does 
not  affect  the  right  itself.  Ettor  i;.  City  of 
Tacoma,  228  U.  S.  148,  33  Sup.  Ct.  428,  57 
L.  ed.  773.  Even  if  the  President  might 
have  granted  authority  to  the  agents  named 
by  him,  in  pursuance  to  the  general  author- 
ity conferred  by  sections  202  and  211  to 
conduct  this  litigation,  yet  it  does  not  appear 
that  the  President  and  his  agents,  appointed 
in  pursuance  thereto,  have  acted  under  this 
authority.  On  the  contrary,  the  President 
has  named  an  agent  under  section  206,  and 
the  agents  and  attorneys  who  had  thereto- 
fore been  conducting  the  litigation  under 
other  authority  granted  before  the  act  of 
February  28,  1920,  are  in  effect  denying  their 
authority  to  further  act  for  the  government 
in  this  litigation.  In  this  respect  this  case 
might  be  distinguished  from  that  of  the  case 
of  Keene  v.  Hines,  supra. 

''The  further  question  then  arises  as  to 
whether,  since  the  titular  defendant  would 
be  the  same,  before  and  after  the  substitu- 
tion, it  would  be  neceseary  to  go  through 
the  form  of  substitution,  including  the  serv- 
ice of  process  on  such  defendant.  We  con- 
fess that  we  have  not  arrived  at  a  conclusion 
as  to  this  question  entirely  satisfactory  to 
ourselves.  On  the  one  hand,  it  appears  rea- 
sonable to  conclude  that  it  was  probably  the 
purpose  of  the  President  in  appointing  said 
Walker  B.  Hines,  as  agent  to  conduct  such 
litigation,  to  provide  for  the  continuance  of 
the  suits  then  poiding  without  a  break,  it 
being  perhaps  contemplated  that  the  said 
agent  would  use  the  same  agencies  as  he  had 
theretofore  employed  in  the  defense  of  such 
litigation  and  proceed  with  the  same  without 
delay.  On  the  other  hand,  a  substitution  of 
parties  ordinarily  requires  a  service  of  proc- 
ess on  the  party  substituted  in  case  he  does 
not  voluntarily  appear.  White  v.  Johnson, 
50  Am.  St  Bep.  741.  It  is  also  true  that 
where  the  same  person  is  sued  in  a  different 
capacity  service  upon  him  in  his  new  capacity' 
is  required  before  the  suit  may  proceed. 
Henderson  17.  Kissam,  8  Tex.  40;  Enc.  of 
Pleading  &  Practice,  vol.  20,  p.  967.  We  may 
assume  that  the  Director  General  had  no  per- 
sonal knowledge  as  to  the  many  suits  that 
were  pending  at  the  time  of  the  termination 
of  federal  control,  and  that  upon  his  appoint- 
ment as  agent  to  conduct  this  litigation  he 
could  have  employed  different  agents  than 
those  who  had  been  theretofore  representing 
him  in  his  other  capacity;  and  it  may  be 
that,  in  the  absence  pf  the  voluntary  appear- 
ance by  his  duly  constituted  agents  acting 
for  him  in  his  new  capacity,  he  had  the  right 
to  rely  upon  formal  substitution  being  made 


and  service  had  in  the  regular  way  upon  such 
agents  as  he  might  appoint  to  represent  him, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
206  of  the  act.  We  reverse  the  case  on  other 
grounds,  but  suggest  that  it  would  be  the 
safest  policy,  under  the  circumfltances,  to 
require  a  formal  substitution  of  the  present 
agent  representing  the  government  in  the 
conduct  of  this  litigation/' 

Where  a  judgment  has  been  rendered 
against  a  carrier  and  the  Director  General, 
the  agent  appointed  under  this  section  will 
on  motion  be  substituted.  Gundlach  r.  Chi- 
cago, etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  172  Wis.  438,  179 
N.  W.  986. 

Substitution  in  Appellate  Coart.~-"The 
plaintiff,  respondent  in  this  case,  in  his  brief 
'here  and  now  respectfully  moves  the 
Supreme  Court  to  make  a  proper  order  of 
substitution  ...  as  has  been  repeatedly 
done.'  Such  substitution  was  made  by  thia 
court  in  Kersten  t>.  Hines,  223  S.  W.  586, 
and  is  not  without  precedent  elsewhere.  In 
Gundlach  f.  Railroad,  (Wis.)  179  X.  W.  986, 
said  John  Barton  Payne,  as  such  agent,  wa« 
substituted,  as  sole  defendant,  instead  of 
the  railroad  company  and  the  federal  Director 
General,  after  sSSrming  a  judgment  against 
both  of  them  by  amending  the  mandate.  This 
substitution  was  made  on  motion  of  the  de- 
fendants in  ttitit  case.  But  we  hold  that 
such  substitution  can  be  made  on  motion 
of  either  or  any  party  to  a  suit  of  the  char- 
acter designated  in  said  Transportation  Act. 
Consequently,  'John  Barton  Payne,  Agent 
designated  by  the  President,  under  the  Trans- 
portation Act  of  1920/. is  hereby  substituted 
for  the  appellants,  defendants  below,  as  s<ile 
defendant  and  appellant  in  this  cause." 
Adams  v.  Quincy,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  1921) 
229  S.  W.  790. 

Waiver  of  notice  of  substitution. —  In 
Payne  v.  White  House  Lumber  Co.,  (Tex. 
1921)  231  S.  W.  417,  in  upholding  a  sub- 
stitution without  notice,  by  supplemental 
petition  of  the  agent  appointed  under  this 
act  the  court  said: 

**  In  this  state,  while  notice  or  citation 
is  ordinarily  required  to  bring  in  a  new 
party,  yet  such  notice  or  citation  may  be 
waived  by  making  an  appearance,  and  we 
think  under  the  facts  of  this  case  that  the 
court  was  justified  in  holding  that  the  at- 
torney, whose  names  were  signed  to  the 
pleadings  of  Hines,  were  in  fact  the  attor- 
neys representing  John  Barton  Payne,  Agent, 
under  the  Transportation  Act.  We  take 
judicial  notice  of  the  fact  that  he  was  the 
agent  for  the  company,  some  time  prior  to 
the  trial  of  this  case  in  the  lower  court, 
and  that  Hines  was  no  longer  a  Director 
General  or  entitled  to  represent  the  govern- 
ment at  that  time.  If  Hines  was  dismissed 
from  the  case  by  the  appellee  in  a  supple- 
mental petition,  and  by  order  of  the  court, 
it  was  rather  a  strange  and  anomalous,  pro- 
cedure for  him  to  still  remain  in  the  Trial 
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Court  and  moke  a  complete  defense  to  the 
cause  of  action  alleged  as  a  party  to  the 
suit,  when  he  was  no  longer  a  party,  and 
that  John  Barton  Payne  should  then  take 
advantage  of  his  hills  of  exceptions  and  his 
objections  to  the  testimony  and  to  the  action 
of  the  court  in  rendering  judgment  and  pre- 
sent tlie  very  same  objections  to  this  court 
for  review  and  at  the  same  time  contend 
that  he  had  not  made  an  appearance  in  the 
Trial  Court.  To  hold  that  the  Trial  Court 
was  not  justified  in  treating  appellant  as 
having  appeared  in  the  court  below,  would 
be  to  do  so  in  the  face  of  almost  a  conclu- 
sive presimiption  that  he  had  then  made  his 
appearance,  and  to  set  aside  the  findings  of 
the  court  in  the  judgment  that  the  defend- 
ant did  appear  by  counsel  and  answer  would 
be  in  the  face  of  the  record/' 

New  aeiYice  of  process  on  the  agent  ap- 
pointed under  this  section  in  a  pending 
action  is  not  necessary.  Payne  v,  Stockton, 
(1921)  147  Ark.  598,  229  S.  W.  44,  wherein 
the  court  said: 

"  It  is  clear  that  the  Transportation  Act 
of  February  28,  1920,  was  not  intended  to 
destroy  vested  rights  of  action,  or  to'  author- 
ize the  President  or  his  agents  to  do  so. 
The  sole  purpose  of  the  act,  as  shown  by  its 
terms,  was  to  provide  for  the  designation  of 
an  agent  by  the  President  who  migfht  be 
served  as  an  agent  of  the  United  States  and 
defend  suits  which  had  arisen  out  of  the 
operation  of  the  railroade  by  the  President. 
It  did  not  purport  to  destroy  any  right  of 
action  which  the  claimants  might  have  had 
before  the  Transportation  Act  was  passed." 

Dismissal  as  to  Director  General. — A  judg- 
ment rendered  against  the  Director  General 
as  well  as  the  agent  appointed  under  this 
act  will  be  reversed  as  to  the  former.  Hines 
V.  Jordan,  (Tex.  1921)  228  S.  W.  633. 

Venue. — ^"The  venue  of  suits  against  the 
federal  agent  on  causes  of  action  arising 
out  of  the  operation  of  any  particular  rail- 
road by  the  government  is  that  fixed  by  law 
for  the  prosecution  of  such  suits  on  such 
causes  of  action  as  if  they  had  'arisen 
against  such  carrier.' "  Payne  v.  Coleman, 
(Tex.  1921)  232  S.  W.  537,  holding  that 
the  federal  agent  could  not  be  sued  in  a 
county  where  the  road  represented  by  him 
had  no  agent.  It  appeared  in  that  case  that 
goods  consigned  through  connecting  carriers 
to  the  place  where  suit  was  brought  were 
seized  before  coming  into  the  hands  of  the 
terminal  carrier,  and  the  federal  agent  was 
sued  as  the  representative  of  the  intermediate 
carriers. 

SemoTsl  of  action. — ^An  action  for  damages 
for  the  wrongful  death  of  an  employee,  on  a 
railroad  while  under  federal  control,  is  re- 
movable, being  one  arising  under  the  laws 
of  the  United  States.  Stark  v.  Pavne,  (D.  C. 
Mont.  1921)  271  Fed.  477,  wherein  it  was 
said: 

"In  reference  to  section  206a,  it  is  per- 
missive,  and   not  mandatory;    it   relates   to 


original  jurisdiction,  which  it  extends,  and 
not  to  removal,  which  it  does  not  restrict. 
But  for  it  plaintiff  might  be  constrained  to 
sue  at  defendant's  residence  or  in  the  federal 
court. 

"  The  action  is  a  new  species  of  the  genus 
of  removable  cases,  and  the  law  of  the 
latter  opens  to  include  it.  In  legal  contem- 
plation the  United  States  is  the  real  defend- 
ant. The  liability  is  imposed  upon  it,  and 
it  will  pay  any  judgment  against  defendant. 
All  plainti£f's  right  is  created  by  federal  law, 
though  admeasured  by  state  law.  Hence  the 
case  arises  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  and  is  removable,  regardless  of 
citizenship." 

In  Misell  t*.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  K.  Co., 
(1921)  l&l  N.  C.  36,  106  S.  £.  133,  it  is 
declared  that  the  fact  that  this  act  does  not 
repeat  the  prohibition  of  removal  contained 
in  the  act  of  1918  (Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  1918 
Supp.  757)  does  not  give  a  right  to  remove 
a  suit  which  was  begun  against  the  Director 
General. 

1920  Supp.,  p.  79,  sec.  206f. 

Constitutionality  and  constniction  in  gen- 
eral.—  In  Standley  v,  U.  S.  Railroad  Admin- 
istration, (X.  D.  Ohio  1920)  271  Fed.  794, 
the  court  holding  that  this  section  was 
applicable  to  an  action  for  personal  injuries 
which  was  barred  by  the  state  statute  said 
that  its  language  "admits  of  no  other  inter- 
pretation than  that  the  period  of  federal 
control  is  not  to  be  taken  into  account  in 
computing  the  period  of  time  within  which 
causes  of  action  are  barred  by  statutes  of 
limitation.  The  period  of  federal  control 
thus  excluded  runs  from  and  after  Decem- 
ber 31,  1917,  to  March  1,  1920,  and,  exclud- 
ing this  time,  plaintiff *8  action  is  not  barred 
by  the  four -year  statute  of  limitations. 

"  Nor  can  any  question  be  properly  made 
respecting  the  power  of  Congress  to  enact 
this  legislation.  PlaintllTs  action,  it  is  true, 
was  barred  February  28,  1920,  when  this  act 
was  approved;  but  there  is  no  constitutional 
prohibition  forbidding  the  removal  of  the  bar 
of  the  statute  of  limitations  against  causes 
of  action  based  upon  debts,  claims,  or  per- 
sonal demands,  even  though  the  bar  has 
already  attached  when  the  act  is  passed. 
Campbell  f.  Holt,  115  U.  S.  620,  6  Sup.  Ct. 
209,  29  L.  ed.  483;  12  Corpus  Juris,  980, 
§  576. 

"  Nor  does  it  seem  to  me  any  question  can 
be  made  as  to  the  power  of  Congress  to  legis- 
late upon  this  subject-matter.  Its  power  so 
to  do  resits  upon  the  same  basis  as  its  power 
to  pass  the  other  acts  relating  to  the  federal 
control  of  railroads." 

Under  its  power,  as  a  war  measure,  to 
extend  the  period  of  limitations  fixed  by  the 
laws  of  the  several  states,  Congress  was  em- 
powered to  enact  this  section,  which  is  ap- 
plicable to  an  action  against  an  interstate 
carrier   to    secover    damages    for    failure   to 
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furnish  cars  which  was  barred  by  the  state 
st&tute  of  limitations.  Wenatchee  Produce 
Ck>.  V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.,  (E.  D.  Wash. 
1921)    271  Fed.  784. 

Period  of  limitation  fixed  by  uniform  bill 
of  lading. — An  action  by  a  shipper  for  the 
loss  of  goods  is  governed  by  Uie  terms  of 
this  section,  where  in  the  absence  of  contract 
between  the  parties,  the  period  of  limitation 
is  fixed  by  the  terms  of  the  uniform  bill  of 
lading  published  and  filed  with  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  and  conse- 
quently the  time  so  fixed  is  extended. 
Lazarus  v.  New  York  Cent.  R.  Co.,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)    271  Fed.  93. 

Application  of  section  to  suits  under  £m> 
ployers'  Liability  Act. —  This  section  does  not 
apply  to  suits  under  the  federal  Employers' 
Liability  Act  [8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d 'ed.) 
1208].  Jones  t*.  Delaware,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (N.  J. 
1921)    114  Atl.  331. 

1  tiZO  Supp.,  p.  80,  sec.  208  (a). 

Constitutionality. —  The  retention  by  the 
federal  government  of  a  measure  of  control 
over  intrastate  rates  even  after  the  period 
for  full  control  has  expired  is  within  the 
war  power  of  Congress  and  therefore  this 
section  is  not  open  to  objection  on  constitu- 
tional grounds.  Michigan  Cent.  R.  Co.  v. 
Michigan  Public  Utilities  Commission,  (£.  D. 
Mich.  1921)  271  Fed.  319,  wherein  it  was 
said: 

"We  cannot  think  that  Congress  exceeded 
its  war  powers  in  this  particular.  It  was 
delivering  back  the  railroads  to  their  owners, 
saddled  with  burdens  which  made  the  rates 
of  a  year  or  two  earlier  quite  impossible. 
In  making  this  return,  it  was  certainly  proper 
for  Congress  to  fix  conditions  which  should 
preserve  the  property  temporarily  from  the 
immediate  deatruction  that  would  otherwise 
surely  result;  and  Congress,  in  effect,  de- 
clared that  these  existing  rates,  which  had 
proved  to  be  necessary  during  the  war,  were 
also  necessary  until  the  still  existing  war 
conditions  should  be  materially  modified.  It 
turned  over  the  property  to  the  owners,  and 
(as  we  are  now  assuming)  it  returned  to  the 
jtates  the  power  of  regulatory  control,  sayin^ 
only  that  this  control  must  not  be  exercised 
without  a  fresh  consideration  of  what  would 
be  right  and  proper.  We  are  content  to  rest 
our  conclusion  upon  this  construction  of  the 
war  power." 

Effect  on  intrastate  rates. —  The  intrastate 
as  well  as  interstate  rates  adopted  during 
federal  control  of  the  railroads  remain  in 
effect  under  this  statute  until  changed  by 
federal  or  state  law  or  in  pursuance  to 
authority  of  law,  and  do  not  automatically 
return  to  the  pre-control  status.  Michigan 
Cent.  R.  Co.  v.  Michigan  Public  Uilities  Com- 
mission, (E.  D.  Mich.  1921)  271  Fed.  319, 
wherein  the  court  said: 

"Prior  to  the  taking  over  of  federal  con- 
trol, a  complete  system  of  intrastate  rates 


existed  in  many  or  all  of  the  states,  and 
these  rates  were  fixed,  sometimes  directly  by 
statute,  and  sometimes  by  regulatory  bodies. 
It  was  recognized  that  these  intrastate  rates 
were  within  the  state  jurisdiction,  and  were 
not  a  matter  of  federal  control,  save  to  a 
degree  and  In  contingencies  not  here  im- 
portant. Undoubtedly  all  these  various  state 
laws  and  regulations  were  suspended  by  the 
operation  of  the  Federal  Control  Act,  and, 
having  been  thus  merely  suspended,  and  not 
repealed,  they  would  automatically  take  effect 
again  at  the  end  of  the  suspension;  that  is, 
at  the  termination  of  the  federal  control. 
Tua  r.  Carriere,  117  U.  S.  201,  209,  6  Sup. 
Ct.  565,  29  L.  ed.  855.  If  Congress,  in  pass- 
ing the  Transportation  Act,  intended  that 
this  automatic  reversion  should  occur,  that 
is  the  end  of  the  matter,  and  the  commis- 
sion was  right  in  proposing  to  enforce  the 
Michigan  act  after  September  Ist;  but  if 
Congress  intended  otherwise,  we  come  to 
further  questions.  The  congressional  intent 
must,  therefore,  be  ascertained. 

"  To  us  the  intent  seems  very  clear  upon 
the  face  of  the  statute.  We  take  notice  of 
the  orders  of  the  Director  General  and  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  under 
which,  during  the  period  between  March  21. 
1918,  and  February  29,  1920,  the  cost  of 
railroad  operations  had  enormously  increased 
and  the  rates  had  been  advanced  in  an  effort 
to  provide  the  increased  cost.  We  take 
notice,  also,  of  the  general  change  in  con- 
ditions, such  that,  in  February,  1920,  per- 
haps no  one  could  have  been  found  who  would 
contend  that  it  would  be  fair  or  reasonable 
to  reduce  the  railroad  rates  to  the  figures 
prevailing  before  the  war  and  leave  the  roads 
subject  to  the  permanently  fixed  and  greatly 
increased  costs  of  operation.  It  would  seem 
most  natural  and  reasonable  that  the  rates, 
both  interstate  and  intrastate,  should  remain 
at  the  figures  then  existing  until  the  proper 
authority,  federal  with  reference  to  one  and 
state  wifh  reference  to  the  other,  should  have 
opportunity  to  investigate  the  situation  as  it 
might  then  exist  and  determine  whether  or 
not  any  change  should  occur.  In  apparent 
execution  of  this  natural  intent,  we  find  the 
statute  saying  that  the  rates  in  effect  on 
February  29,  1920,  shall  continue  in  force, 
*  until  thereafter  changed  by  state  or  fed- 
eral authority,  respectively,  or  pursuant  to 
authority  of  law,'  and  then  providing  that 
in  no  event  shall  the  rates  be  reduced  before 
September  1,  1920,  unless  with  the  approval 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  It 
would  be  a  strained  construction  of  language 
to  say  that  the  mere  automatic  reversion  to 
the  pre-control  status,  which  would  have  oc- 
curred on  February  29,  if  the  Transportation 
Act  had  made  no  incohsistent  provision,  is 
that  change,  subsequent  to  February  29, 
which  the  act  contemplates  when  it  speaks 
of  'thereafter  changed.'" 

See  on  this  question  New  York  Cent.  R. 
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Co.  r.  Public  Service  Commiwion,  (N.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)  268  Fed.  558,  wherein  the  court 
said: 

**  The  case  turns  entirely  upon  the  con- 
struction of  this  section-.  It  clearly  author- 
ises the  states  to  change  the  existing  federal 
rates  as  to  intrastate  carriage  on  and  after 
March  1,  1920,  except  that  they  cannot  re- 
duce those  rates  before  September  1,  1920, 
without  the  approval  of  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission.  The  continuance  of  the 
federal  rates  for  6  months  from  March  1, 
1920,  was  coincident  with  tne  government's 
guaranty  of  just  compensation  to  the  rail- 
roads for  this  peri(Kl  provided  in  section  209, 
and  is  a  protection  to  the  government. 

"  Congress  was  legislating  for  48  states, 
some  of  which  we  suppt^sc  had  not  fixed  initra- 
state  rates  by  legislation  or  by  administra- 
tive commissions,  and  therefore  it  was  pro- 
vided that  the  change  of  the  federal  rates 
should    be    njade    by    *  state    authority  *    or 

*  pursuant  to '  authority  of  law.'  When  a 
state  law  existed  regulating  the  ratos  the 
federal  Control  Act  did  not  repeal,  but 
merely  suspended,  that  law.  I"'pon  the  ter- 
mination of  federal  control  the  state  law  con- 
tinues to  control  the  rates  ex  proprio  vigore. 
See  the  verv  analogous  situation  discussed 
in  Tua  v.  Carriere.  117  U.  S.  201,  6  Sup.  Ct. 
565,  29  L.  ed.  855,  and  Butler  r.  Gorelev, 
146  U.  S.  303,  13  Sup.  Ct.  84,  36  L.  ed.  981. 

"  It  seems  to  us  incredible  that  Congress 
could  have  intended  to  require  a  state  which 
had  enacted  such  a  law  to  express  its  inten- 
tion to  continue  its  established  rates  by 
enacting  a  new  law  in  the  same  terms.  Sec- 
tion 48  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions 
Law  of  the  state  of  Kew  York  (Consol.  Laws, 
c.  48)  authorizes  the  commission  to  investi- 
gate of  its  own  motion  any  act  donft  _  or 
omitted  to  be  done  by  a  railroad  corporation 

*  in  violation  of  any  provision  of  law.'  If, 
as  we  hold,  the  existing  legislation  of  the 
state  of  Xew  York  will  change  the  federal 
rates  by  restoring  the  state's  rate  on  and 
after  September  1,  then  the  plaintiff  was 
bound  to  file  with  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission an  amended  tariff  in  accordance 
therewith  on  or  before  August  1.  It  was 
this  which  the  order  complained  of  required 
the  plaintiff  to  do,  and  the  plaintiff  refuses 
and  has  omitted  to  do  so  in  violation  of  law. 

"  We  are  told  that  the  case  is  one  of  great 
importance,  will  go  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
and  that  no  time  should  be  lost;  therefore, 
without  saying  more,  the  motion  is  denied." 

State  atatute  enacted  during  federal  con- 
trol.— A  state  statute  passed  during  the 
period  of  federal  control,  but  containing  a 
provision  suspending  its  operation  until  after 
the  period  of  federal  control,  stands  on  the 
same  footing  as  a  statute  regulating  rates  en- 
acted prior  to  federal  control  and  therefore 
does  not  automatically  go  into  effect  after 
the  cessation  of  federal  control  without  fur- 
ther change  as  provided  by  this  section. 
Michigan    Cent.   K.    Co.   t*.    Michigan   Public 


Utilities    Commission,    (E.    D.    Mich     1921) 
271  Fed.  319. 

1920  Suppv  p.  87,  sec.  211. 

The  Director  General  of  Railroads  ap- 
pointed pursuant  to  this  section,  clothed 
with  all  the  powers  and  duties  conferred  or 
imposed  on  the  President  except  the  powers 
and  duties  specially  reserved  under  section 
206  is  the  proper  party  plaintiff  in  actions 
or  suits  to  recover  on  causes  of  action  accru- 
ing to  the  United  States  during  the  period 
of  federal  control.  The  practice  adopted  and 
followed  and  approved  under  the  Federal 
Control  Act  of  March  21,  1918  (1918  Supp. 
p.  767),  of  bringing  these  actions  in  the 
name  of  or  against  the  Director  General  is 
equallv  proper  under  this  section.  Hines  t?. 
Struthers  Furnace  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1920) 
271  Fed.  792. 

1920  Suppv  p.  88,  sec.  302. 

Effect  on  boards  created  by  prior  act. — This 
section  did  not  continue  the  existence  of  a 
board  of  adjustment  appointed  under  section 
3  of  the  Federal  Control  Act  of  1918  (Fed.  St, 
Ann.  1918  Supp.  760).  Gregg  v.  Starke, 
(1920)    188  Ky.  834,  224  S.  W.  459. 

1920  Supp.,  p.  88,  sec.  303. 

Controversies  within  acL —  It  was  not  the 
intention  of  Congress  by  this  act  to  provide 
for  the  trial  by  a  board  of  adjustment  of  a 
controversy  "between  two  conductors  as  to 
their  righte  of  seniority,  and  a  state  court 
ham  jurisdiction  of  such  a  controversy.  Gregg 
f.  Starks,  ( 1920)  188  Ky.  834,  224  S.  W.  459. 

1920  Supp.,  p.  89,  sec.  307. 

The  reasonableness  of  wages  of  employees 
of  a  railroad  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver  is 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States  Labor  Board,  though  the  question  of 
the  ability  of  the  receiver  to  pay  the  estab- 
lished wages  is  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  court.  Birmingham  Trust,  etc.,  Co.  f. 
Atlanta,  etc.,  R,  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1921)  271 
Fed.  731,  wherein  it  was  said:  "Receivers 
are  not  expressly  mentioned  in  the  portion 
of  the  Transportation  Act  establishing  the 
Labor  Board,  but  its  definition  of  the  carriers 
dealt  with  as  including  *  any  carrier  by  rail- 
road, subject  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
except  a  street,  inter  urban,  or  suburban  elec- 
tric railway  not  operating  as  a  part  of  a 
general  steam  railroad  system  of  transpor- 
tation' (41  Stat.  469),  is  sufficiently  broad 
to  cover  a  receiver  operating  an  interstate 
railroad.  See  United  States  r.  Xixon,  235 
V.  S.  231,  36  Sup.  Ct.  49,  59  L.  Ed.  207. 
Many  questions  touching  terms  and  condi* 
tions  of  railroad  employment,  in  view  of  tha 
superior  information  and  wider  experience 
of  the  Labor  Board  on  such  questions,  might 
he  better  handled  by  it  than  by  the  court, 
and  no  objection  is  seen  to  a  receiver  sub- 
mitting such  to  the  board,  with  the  approval 
of  the  court. 
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.''But  where,  as  ifl  the  case  here,  there  is 
no  dispute  as  to  conditions  of  employment, 
nor  as  to  the  just  and  reasonable  wage  nor- 
mally to  be  paid,  but  only  a  question  as  to 
the  ability  of  the  receiver  to  pay  the  wage 
that  has  been  established,  without  violating 
the  Constitution,  it,  is  not  seen  how  a  decision 
of  the  Labor  Board  would  be  helpful.  Not 
only  are  the  purse  strings  of  the  receivership 
in  the  hands  of  the  court,  but  the  interpreta- 
tion and  application  of  the  Constitution  is 
the  function  of  the  court  as  against  all 
boards  and  commissions,  and  the  court  can- 
not abdicate  that  function.  Its  decision  upon 
the  question  indicated  is  the  only  ultimately 
effectual  decision,  and  to  seek  that  of  another 
tribunal  would  be  barren  of  practical  result. 
Questions  between  a  receiver  and  his  em- 
ployees do  not  ordinarily  involve  matters  of 
normal  railroad  operation  or  abstract  de- 
sirability, but  are  always  complicated  by  the 
peculiar  condition  of  the  business  in  his  hands 
and  are  limited  to  short  periods  of  readjust- 
ment. Frequently  the  expense  and  delay  of 
seeking  an  advisory  decision  from  a  Labor 
Board  would  be  disastrous  in  the  exigencies 
of  the  receivership." 

1920Supp.,  p.  92,  sec.  312. 

Failure  of  receiver  to  comply  with  order 
as  to  wages. —  Where  a  carrier  is  in  the 
hands  of  a  receiver  and  its  earnings  are  in- 
suflBcient  to  pay  the  wages  established  by  the 
Railroad  Labor  Board,  and  unable  to  obtain 
by  loans  the  money  necessary  to  comply  with 
its  order,  the  receiver  is  not  subject  to  pun- 
ishment under  this  section  for  failure  to 
comply  with  the  order.  To  require  the  car- 
rier to  continue  in  business  at  a  loss  is  be- 
yond the  power  of  Congress  or  a  state.  St. 
Louis  Union  Trust  Co.  v.  Missouri,  etc.,  R. 
Co.,  (E.  D.  Ark.  1921)   270  Fed.  796. 

1920    Supp.,    p.    95,    sec.    400, 

3ubd.    (4).      [Duty   of   carriers, 
etc.] 

Section  as  declaratory  of  common  law. — 
The  provision  in  this  section  requiring  the 
carrier  to  provide  and  furnish  transportation 
on  reasonable  request  is  merely  declaratory 
of  the  common  law  rule  concerning  the  duty 
of  common  carriers.  Lucking  i-.  Detroit, 
etc.,  Nfiv.  Co.,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1921)  273  Fed. 
677. 


96,    sec.    402, 

[Distribution    of 


1920    Supp.,    p. 
subd.    (12). 

coal  cars.] 

Purpose  and  effect  of  act — In  Baltimore, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  Lambert  Run  Coal  Co.,  (C.  C. 
A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  2^7  Fed.  776.  the  court 
said :  "  We  cannot  doubt  that  by  subdivi- 
sion 12  of  section  402  the  Congress  clearly 
expressed  the  intention  to  abolish  all  prefer- 


ence to  mines  furnishing  railroad  fuel  coal 
under  the  assigned  car  rule  in  periods  of  or- 
dinary car  shortage.  The  count  of  each  and 
every  car  required  is  not  a  mere  independent 
futile  enumeration,  but  a  count  of  each  and 
every  car  furnished  or  used  against  the  mine, 
to  the  end  that  there  should  be  proportional 
distribution  of  all  available  coal  cars,  result- 
ing in  fair  and  equal  opportunity  to  each 
mine  on  the  basis  of  its  rating.  Before  the 
enactment  of  the  statute  the  matter  had 
been  controlled  by  rules,  r^^lations,  and 
practices  made  by  railroads,  or  the  govern- 
ment railroad  administration,  which  had  been 
the  subject  of  muc&  controversy.  Evidently 
the  Congress,  having  in  view  this  controversy, 
after  full  consideration  settled  the  matter  by 
an  imperative  enactment  against  the  as- 
signed car  rule  in  times  of  ordinary  coal  car 
shortage.** 

The  real  purpose  of  paragraph  12  was  to 
carry  into  the  statute  what  had  been  a  re- 
quirement of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission; that  is,  that  each  car  must  be 
counted  against  the  mine  to  which  assigned, 
in  determining  whether  the  assigned  cars 
equal  or  exceed  the  distributive  share  of  such 
mine.  Corona  Coal  Co.  t?.  Southern  R.  Co., 
(X.  D.  Ala.  1920)  266  Fed.  726,  wherein  it 
was  further  said:  **  In  considering  the  effect 
and  scope  of  this  paragraph,  the  high  and 
comprehensive  administrative  powers  and  du- 
ties of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Conunission 
roust  not  be  forgotten;  and  it  is  well  to 
remember  that  the  acts  of  Congress  furnish 
repeated  evidence  of  a  legislative  policy  to 
broaden  and  add  to,  rather  than  to  narrow 
and  subtract  from,  the  powers  and  useful 
work  of  the  commission.  Again  it  is  to  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  has  often,  in  interpreting 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  (24  Stat.  379) 
and  the  amendments  thereto,  given  judicial 
recognition  of  this  legislative  policy. 

"I  think  the  paragraph  12  quoted  should 
be  considered  and  construed  in  the  light  of 
this  knowledge,  as  well  as  in  pari  materia 
with  the  other  related  sections  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Law." 

** Apply  juat  wnd  reasonable  ratings.**— 
"  The  origin  and  history  of  the  phrase  *  apply 
just  and  reasonable  ratings  of  such  mines 
and  to  count  each  and  every  car  furnished 
to  or  used  by  any  such  mines  for  transporta- 
tion of  coal  against  the  mines,*  shows  the 
reason  for  its  adoption  by  the  commission 
and  its  incorporation  afterwards  into  the 
statute.  Congress  knew  that  at  one  time 
assigned  cars  were  not  taken  into  account 
in  the  distribution  by  the  carriers  to  mines 
served  by  them,  and  that  the  mines  receiv- 
ing assigned  cars  were  given  the  same  pro 
rata  share  of  the  ordinary  commercial  cars 
as  were  given  to  the  mines  that  received  no 
assigned  cars,  and  that  the  assigned  cars 
were  not  counted  against  the  mines  favored 
with  them.  In  the  Hodcing  Vallev  Case, 
12  Interst.  Com.  R.  398,  and  in  the  Traer 
Case,  13  Interst.  Com.  R.  451,  this  practice 
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was  complained  of  and  held  to  be  unjust  and 
not  to  be  allowed.  When  the  question  came 
before  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  the  decision  was  upheld  in  I.  C.  v, 
111.  C.  R  R.  Co.,  216  U.  8.  452,  30  Sup.  Ct. 
155,  54  L.  Ed.  280.  It  is  well  to  read  the 
opinion  in  the  Traer  Case,  rendered  by  Com- 
missioner Clark,  now  Chairman  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission.  It  may  be 
ventured  that  Congress  did  not  intend  to 
change  the  meaning  of  the  phrase  **  count 
against  the  mine,"  or  to  enlarge  the  scope 
ot  the  rule  which  is  referred  to  in  the  IlL 
C.  R.  R.  Case,  supra,  and  the  Morrisdale 
Coal  Co.  Case,  supra. 

**  In  the  argument  of  this  case  the  state- 
ment of  Commissioner  Clark  made  before 
the  House  committee  on  interstate  and  for- 
eign commerce,  when  it  hai  under  considera- 
tion the  Esch-Curomins  Bill,  which  put  into 
statutory  law  the  rule  found  in  paragraph  12 
hereinbefore  referred  to,  was  read  to  me,  and 
at  the  same  time  the  pertinent  part  of  the 
report  of  the  House  committee  was  stated. 
Undoubtedly  this  report  shows  that  the  House 
committee  understood  what  the  language, 
*  and  to  count  each  and  every  car  furnished 
to  or  used  by  such  mines  for  transportation 
of  coal  against  the  mine,'  meant  and  gave 
legislative  sanction,  so  far  as  it  oould,  to  the 
application  of  this  rule  theretofore  adopted 
by  the  commission  and  approved  by  the 
courts;  and  from  the  hearings  of  the  com- 
mittee and  its  report  it  is  evident  that  it 
was  not  intended  to  say  assigned  cars  should 
in  any  event  be  prorated  among  the  mines." 
Corona  Coal  Co.  v.  Southern  R.  Co.,  (N.  D. 
Ala.  1020)  266  Fed.  726. 

"  To  count  each  and  every** — "  Prior  to 
the  amendment  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Law  by  the  insertion  in  paragraph  12  of  the 
words  **  and  to  count*  each  and  every  oar  fur- 
nished to  or  used  by  any  such  mine  for 
transportation  of  coal  against  the  mine/  this 
rule,  now  statutory,  had  been  by  order  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  a  rule 
of  long  standing  for  the  government  of  rail- 
roads, and  it  had  been  often  sanctioned  by 
the  courts  in  adjudicated  cases.  So  it  can 
be  said  that  this  appi'oved  rule,  in  effect  al- 
ready law,  was  by  the  Transportation  Act 
of  1920  merely  crystallized  into  statutory 
form."  Corona  Coal  Co.  v.  Southern  R.  Ca, 
( N.  D.  Ala.  1020  )  206  Fed.  726. 

Estoppel  to  assert  unconititationality. — 
A  plaintiff  who  claims  the  benefits  of  this 
act  cannot  at  the  same  time  assert  the  un- 
constitutionality of  limitations  contained  in 
it.  Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Lambert  Run 
Coal  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
776. 

Complaint  aa  to  practice  in  delivering  as- 
•igned  can  aa  queition  for  commission. — 
Where  the  issue  between  the  parties  was  on 
account  of  the  practice  pursued  by  the  de- 
fendant in  respect  to  "assigned  cars;  "  that 
is  to  say,  the  defendant  delivered  its  own  cars 
to  mines  with  which  it  had  contracts  for 
fuel  for  its  own  use,  and  delivered  the  cars 


belonging  to  other  railroads  and  privately 
owned  cars  committed  to  it  for  transporta- 
tion to  mines  with  which  said  other  railroads 
and  owners  have  contracts  for  fuel,  and  it 
was  established  that  such  cars  were  counted 
against  the  distributive  share  of  the  mines 
to  which  assigned,  and  that  such  mines  were 
not  given  a  share  of  the  cars  available  for 
ordinary  commercial  shipmente,  unless,  and 
to  the  extent  only,  that  the  assigned  cars  fail 
to  equal  the  distributive  share  oi  these  mines, 
which  receive  the  assigned  cars,  it  was  held 
that  the  plaintiff's  grievance  should  have 
been  taken  to  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission and  that  the  District  Court  was 
without  jurisdiction.  Corona  Coal  Co.  v. 
Southern  R.  Cb.,  (N.  D.  Ala.  1920)  266  Fed. 
726. 

Opinions  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion as  binding. —  **  It  must  be  said  that  the 
opinion  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission in  giving  the  working  construction 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  its 
amendments,  while  not  binding  upon  the 
court,  is  nevertheless  deserving  of  serious 
and  deferential  consideration."  Corona  Coal 
Co.  V.  Southern  R.  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ala.  1920)  266 
Fed.  726. 

1920    Suppv    p.    97,    sec.    402, 

SUbd.  (1 5).     [Shortage  of  equip- 
ment ^  etc.] 

Construction  of  statute  generally. —  ''The 
Congress  has  not,  however,  conferred  on  coal 
mines  equality  among  themselves  —  the  right 
of  each  mine  in  time  of  coal  oar  shortage 
to  be  furnished  cars  in  proportion  to  mine 
ratings,  without  regard  to  the  public  wel- 
fare and  safety.  Coal  is  a  public  necessity. 
From  many  causes,  crises  and  emergencies 
may  arise  in  mine  operation,  transportation, 
and  unexpected  needs  of  the  public,  which 
cannot  be  anticipated  and  justly  provided 
for  by  inelastic  legislative  enactment.  It 
would  be  strange  indeed  if  the  Congress  had 
guarded  the  private  interests  of  the'  mines 
by  an  inflexible  exactment  of  equality,  lodg- 
ing nowhere  the  power  to  relieve  the  public 
against  unforeseen  conditions  which  would 
make  rigid  proportionate  distribution  of  cars 
disastrous  to  the  country  or  to  some  portion 
of  it.  This  would  be  to  confer  benefits  on 
individuals  at  the  sacrifice  of  the  public 
safety  and  welfare. 

"  We  think  the  Congress  has  clearly  con- 
ferred on  the  commission  the  power  to  grant 
relief  in  such  conditions,  by  providing  — 

^'  ^  Whenever  the  commission  is  of  opinion 
that  shortage  of  equipment,  congestion  of 
traffic  or  other  emergency  requiring  imme- 
diate action  exists  in  any  section  of  the 
country  the  commission  shall  have  and  is 
hereby  given  authority  •  •  *  (d)  to  give 
directions  for  preference  or  priority  in  trans- 
portation, embargoes  or  movement  of  traffic 
under  permits  at  such  time  and  for  such 
periods  as  it  may  determine  and  to  modify^ 
change,  suspend  or  annul  them.' 
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"The  true  construction  required  by  the 
spirit  and  the  letter  of  the  statute  is  this: 
Subdivision  12  provides  for  equality  among 
coal  mines  in  proportion  to  ratings,  in  time 
of  the  usual  long-existing  car  shortage.  But, 
recognizing  the  necessity  of  a  degree  of  flexi- 
bility, the  Congress  conferred  upon  the  com- 
mission power,  in  case  of  a  car  shortage 
which  in  their  opinion  was  so  much  beyond 
the  usual  as  to  constitute  an  emergency,  to 
supplant  or  modify  equality  among  the  mines 
according  to  ratings,  with  preference  and 
priority  to  such  extent  as  will  in  its  opinion 
meet  the  emergency. 

"All  the  specific  provisions  of  the  statute 
for  equality  among  designated  classes  is  thus 
niodined  by  the  general  provision  for  their 
su.^pension  by  the  commission  when  they 
Hnd  an  emergency  requiring  it."  Baltimore, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  Lambert  Run  Coal  Co.,  (C.  C. 
A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  776. 

Extent  of  authority  given  to  suspend  rules, 
etc. —  "  The  authority  given  to  the  commis- 
sion by  (a)  subdivision  15  in  cases  of  emer- 
gency *  to  suspend  the  operation  of  any  or  all 
rules,  regulations  or  practices  then  estab- 
lished with  respect  to  car  service '  does  not 
extend  to  the  suspension  of  a  positive  and 
definite  enactment  of  the  statute  covering 
the  subject.  Rules,  regulations,  and  practices 
mean  the  rules,  regulations,  and  practices 
adopted  by  the  commission  or  by  the  rail- 
roads in  conformity  to  the  act,  or  not  for- 
bidden by  it,  in  contradistinction  to  the  defi- 
nite enactments  of  the  statute.  This  appears 
from  subdivisions  11  and  14  of  the  same  sec- 
tion and  other  portions  of  the  statute."  Balti- 
more, etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  Lambert  Run  Coal  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  776. 

Conclusiveness  of  order. — "  The  commis- 
sion having  based  their  order  on  their  opin- 
ion that  an  emergency  such  as  was  contem> 
plated  by  the  statute  existed,  it  is  not  within 
the  power  of  the  court  to  annul  their  order  on 
the  ground  that  the  administrative  power 
conferred  on  the  commission  was  unwisely  or 
improvidently  exercised."  Baltimore,  etc.,  R. 
Co.  v.  Lambert  Run  Coal  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  776, 

Enjoining  execution  of  order.— 'The  execu- 
tion of  an  order  made  by  the  commissi(xi 
under  this  section  can  be  enjoined  only  by 
three  judges,  one  of  them  being  a  circuit 
judge,  after  a  notice  to  the  commission  and 
to  the  attorney-general.  Baltimore,  etc.,  R. 
Co.  f.  Lambert  Run  Coal  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  4tii 
Cir.  1920)   267  Fed.  776. 

1920    Supp.,    p.    98,    sec.    402, 

SUbd.  (18).     [New  and  exiended 

lines,  etc  A 
Right  to  discontinue  carriage  by  water. — 
The  right  of  a  carrier  by  water  to  discon- 
tinue its  service  does  not  seem  to  be  pro- 
hibited by  this  provision.  As  to  the  right 
of  such  a  carrier  to  thus  act  it  has  been  said: 
"  Is  there,  then,  any  statutory  provision 
which  prevents  the  defendant  from  exercising 
the  right,  which  it  otherwise  has,  to  with- 


draw from  the  business  in  which  it  has  been 
engaged,  to  the  extent  which  it  deems  neces- 
sary or  desirable?  Plaintiff  invokes  the 
fourth  subdivision  of  the  first  section  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act,  hereinbefore  quoted, 
to  the  effect  that: 

" '  It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  common   . 
carrier   subject  to  this  act,  engaged   in   the 
transportation  of  passengers  or  property,  to 
provide  and  furnish  such  transportation  upon 
reasonable  request  therefor.' 

"  This  language  is  merely  declaratory  of 
the  common-law  rule  governing  the  duty  of 
common  carriers.  10  Corpus  Juris,  66.  It 
is  to  be  observed  that  the  provision  in  ques- 
tion applies  to  common  carriers  subject  to 
the  act  '  engaged  in  the  transportation  '  of 
passengers  or  property,  and  the  obligation 
referred  to  is  the  dutv  *  to  provide  and 
furnish  such  transportation  upon  reasonable 
request  therefor.'  It  is  clear  that  the  mean- 
ing and  effect  of  this  language  is  that  a  com- 
mon carrier,  subject  to  the  act,  which  is 
actually  engaged  in  transporting  passengers 
or  freight  must  receive  and  carry  such  pas- 
sengers or  freight  as  may  be  offered  to  it, 
without  discrimination,  aiid  in  the  perform- 
ance of  the  duty  under  which  it  rests  so  long 
as  it  holds  itself  out  as  a  carrier  of  such 
passengers  or  freight  to  provide  the  necee- 
sary  facilities  and  equipment  for  *  such  trans- 
portation,* provided  that '  reasonable  request ' 
is  made  thmrefor. 

**  There  is  nothing  in   this  or   any   other 
section  of  the  statute  which  prevents  a  com- 
mon carrier,  such  as  the  defendant,  from  dis- 
engaging  itself   from   the   transportation   of 
passengers    or    freight    between    particular 
points,  or  which  makes  it  the  duty  of  such 
a  carrier  to  furnish  such  transportation  if 
it  is  not  actually  '  engaged  in '  in  the  busi- 
ness   of    furnishing   any   transportation    be- 
tween such  points.     If   in  the  present  case 
the  grievance  of  the  plaintiff  were  that  the 
defendant,  while  engaged  in  transporting  pas- 
sengers and  freight  over  its  so-called  Detroit 
and  Mackinac  route,  refused  or  failed  to  fur- 
nish   adequate    facilities    or    equipment    for 
such  transportation,  the  claim  of  plaintiff  for 
proper  relief  from  such  a  situation,  on  the 
ground  that  the  defendant  was  violating  a 
duty   created   or   expressed   in  the   language 
just  quoted,  would  not  be  without  force.    The 
situation,  however,  actually  presented,  is  ^uite 
different.     To  the  extent  that  defendant  dis- 
continues the  furnishing  of  any  transporta- 
tion over  one  of  its  routes,  to  that  extent  it 
ceases  to  be  engaged  as  a  conunon  carrier  in 
transportation,  or  subject  to  the  obligation 
referred   to  in   this   portion   of  the   statute. 
Considering  the  right  which  a  carrier  such 
as  defendant  has  at  common  law  to  abandon 
entirely  one  or  more  routes  for  the  operation 
of   its  vessels,  an   intention   on  the  part  of 
Congress  to  take  away  such  right,  and  im- 
pose on  such  a  carrier  the  duty  resting  upon 
a  carrier  by  railroads  in  this  respect,  cannot 
be  deduced  from  language  which  falls  so  far 
short  of  expressing  such  an  intention  as  does 
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the  provision  now  under  consideration.  It 
would  have  been  easy  to  have  expressed  such 
a  purpose,  and  it  must  be  assumed  that  if 
Congress  had  intended  to  create  such  an  obli- 
gation, in  derogation  of  the  common-law  rule 
applicable,  it  would  have  done  so  in  appro- 
priate terms. 

"  The  conclusion,  moreover,  that  it  was  not 
intended  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  to 
impose  upon  such  a  carrier  the  obligation 
mentioned,  is  strengthened  and  confirmed  by 
the  provision  in  the  eighteenth  subdivision 
of  section  1  of  the  act  to  the  effect  that: 

" '  No  carrier  by  railroad  subject  to  this 
act  shall  abandon  all  or  any  portion  of  a  line 
of  railroad,  or  the  operation  thereof,  unless 
and  until  there  shall  first  have  been  obtained 
from  the  Commission  a  certificate  that  the 
present  or  future  public  convenience  and  ne- 
cessity permit  of  such  abadonment.' 

"  In  this  part  of.  the  statute.  Congress  has 
legislated  upon  the  subject  of  the  abandon- 
ment of  existing  lines  of  transportation,  and 
in  so  doing  it  has  expressly  imposed  the  limi- 
tations created,  not  upon  *  every  commcm 
carrier  subject  to  this  act,'  as  in  other  sec- 
tions and  clauses  of  the  statute,  but  only 
upon  a  'carrier  by  railroad  subject  to  this 
act.'  'Expressio  unius  exclusio  alterius.' 
The  express  imposition  of  this  obligation 
upon  common  carriers  by  railroad  evidences, 
in  my  opinion,  an  intention  to  exclude  from 
the  burden  thereof  every  other  common  car- 
rier. But,  however  this  may  be,  I  an;  unable 
to  discover  in  any  of  the  comprehensive 
terms  of  the  statute  invoked  any  language 
indicating  a  purpose  to  subject  a  carrier  such 
as  the  defendant  to  the  duty  which  plaintiff 
seeks  to  have  this  court  enforce.  Nor  do  I 
know  of  any  statutory  provision  creating  such 
an  application,  or  any  decision  applying  or 
announcing  such  a  rule;  none  of  the  cases 
cited  by  plaintiff  involving  a  proposed  dis- 
continuance or  abandonment  of  a  route  of 


transportation  by  such  a  oarrier.  For  the 
reasons  stated,  it  results  that  the  moti<m  to 
dismiss  the  bill  must  be  granted,  and  an 
order  will  be  entered  accordingly."  Lucking 
V.  Detroit,  etc.,  Nav.  Co.,  (E.  B.  Mich.  1921) 
273  Fed.  677. 

1920Supp.,  p.  106,  sec.  416. 

Power  as  to  intrastate  rates.— Congress 
has  the  power  to  legislate  granting  the  au- 
thority to  fix  such  intrastate  rates  so  as  to 
prevent  undue  or  unreasonable  advantages, 
prejudice,  or  preference  between  persons  and 
localities  in  intrastate  commerce  and  inter- 
state or  foreign  commerce  on  the  other  hand, 
thus  avoiding  undue  and  unjust  discrimina- 
tion. Lehigh  Vallev  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service 
Commission,  (N.  D."N.  Y.  1921)  272  Fed.  758. 

Order  of  commission  as  controlling. —  "  No 
local  rule  can  nullify  the  lawful  exercise  of 
federal  authority,  and,  after  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  has  made  an  order 
within  its  jurisdiction,  there  is  no  compulsion 
on  the  carrier  to  comply  with  any  inconsist- 
ent local  requirements.  .  .  .  Where  state  and 
federal  views  conflict,  the  judgment  of  Con- 
Ijress  and  the  agencies  of  the  government 
lawfully  established  by  the  laws  of  Congress 
must  control."  Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.  r. 
Public  Service  Commission,  (N.  D.  N.  Y. 
1921)  272  Fed.  758. 

Conclusiveness  of  findings. —  The  findings 
of  the  commission  that  certain  railroads  are 
engaged  in  interstate  commerce  are  binding 
on  the  courts  where  they  have  some  evidenre 
to  support  them.  New  York  t\  U.  S.,  (E.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)  272  Fed.  76«. 

Findings  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission in  respect  to  the  reasonableness  of 
rates  are  binding  on  the  courts  i'f  thev  have 
any  evidence  to  support  them.  Lehigh  Val- 
ley R.  Co.  t*.  Public  Service  Commission,  (N. 
D.  N.  Y.  1921)  272  Fed.  758, 
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1919  Supp.,  p.  199,  sec.  1. 

Constitutionality.— See  Rose  v.  >U.  S.,  (C. 
C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  245. 

Effect  of  act  generally. —  See  Thome  «. 
Lynch,  (D.  C.  Minn.  1921)  269  Fed.  995; 
State  1?.  Fisher,  (Del.  1920)   111  AtL  432. 

Effect  of  cessation  of  war. —  The  War-Time 
Prohibition  Act  had  not  become  invalid  in 
November,  1920,  by  reason  of  the  cessation 
of  the  war  powers  of  Congress  as  the  govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  was  still  officially 
at  war.  Vincenti  i>.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1921)  272  Fed.  114. 

Effect  of  National  Prohibition  Act.— This 
act  was  not  repealed  by  the  National  Pro- 
hibition   Act    (1919    Supp.    Fed.    Stat.    Ann. 


2d  ed.  p.  202).    Vincenti  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
4th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  114. 

Evidence.— See  Ford  c.  U.  S.,    (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)   269  Fed.  609;  Rose  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  245. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  202,  sec.  2. 

Prosecution  by  information. —  Where  one 
is  charged  with  a  violation  of  this  act  the 
prosecution  need  not  necessarily  be  by  indict- 
ment but  may  be  by  information,  notwith- 
standing the  provision  in  this  section  as  to 
the  conduct  of  the  prosecution  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  offenders  held  for  the  action 
of  the  grand  jury,  the  violation  being  a  mis- 
demeanor. U.  S.  r.  Achen,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
267  Fed.  595,  wherein  the  court  said:     '^A 


*  Legislation  supplementing  the  Volstead  Act  will  be  found,  supra,  p.  228. 


536 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


violation  of  the  act  is  a  misdemeanor,  and  in 
the  absence  of  any  intent  on  the  part  of 
Congress  to  require  all  prosecutions  under 
the  act  to  be  by  indictment,  except  as  such 
intent  may  appear  in  the  foregoing  section, 
it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  there  is  justifica- 
tion for  holding  that  Congress  has  shown  a 
purpose  to  abolish  the  long  established  prac- 
tice of  proceeding  by  information  against  a 
defendant  not  charged  with  an  infamous 
offense.  This  section  seems  to  me  to  be 
merely  intended  to  secure  the  enforcement  of 
the  law  by  providing  that  the  investigation  of 
violations  shall  be  under  the  direction  of  the 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  and  prose- 
cutions therefor  conducted  by  the  several 
United  States  attorneys.''  See  also  Young 
1?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
967. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  203,  sec.  3. 

Sufficiency  of  information. —  An  informa- 
tion charging  the  OMiintenance  of  a  nuisance 
in  violation  of  this  section  is  sufficient  which 
follows  the  language  of  the  statute  with  suffi- 
cient description  to  inform  the  defendant  of 
the  nature  of  the  offense  charged  and  the 
cause  of  the  accusation,  and  with  such  cer- 
tainty that  he  could  prepare  his  defense  and 
plead  the  judgment  in  bar  of  any  subsequent 
prosecution  for  the  same  offense.  Young  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9tli  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  967. 

Evidence  held  sufficient  to  sustain  a  con- 
viction for  violation  of  this  section,  see 
Young  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  967. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  203,  sec.  4. 

Evidence  necessary  to  issuance  of  injunc- 
tion.—  In  otder  that  a  temporary  injunction 
may  be  issued  under  this  section  it  is  suffi- 
cient that  there  should  be  a  prima  facie 
finding  that  illegal  sales  of  liquor  have  been 
made  at  the  place  complained  of  as  a 
nuisance,  for  which  the  defendant  is  now 
under  arrest,  and  that  illegal  sales  have 
been  ma,de  at  the  same  place  since  the  arrest, 
and  the  further  finding  that  the  nuisance 
complained  of  exists.  U.  S.  v.  Schott,  (E.  D. 
Pa.  1920)   265  Fed.  429. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  204,  sec.  1. 

I.  Volstead  Act  generally. 
II.  Constitutionality  and  construction  of  pro- 
vision fixing  alcoholic  content. 

I.  Volstead  Act  Generally 

Constitutionality.— The  "National  Prohi- 
bition Act "  is  not  unconstitutional  as  per- 
mitting the  taking  of  private  property  for 
public  use  without  just  compensation.  Fei- 
genspan  v.  Bodine,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1920)  264 
Fed.  186. 

Validity  of  i8th  Amendment. —  See  infra, 
this  volume,  annotation  to  the  18th  Amend- 
ment. 

Act  as  limitation  on  privilege. —  This  act 
instead  of  granting  a  right  is  a  limitation 


on  privilege.  Woods  v.  Seattle,  (W.  D. 
Wash.   1921)   270  Fed.  315. 

Efifect  on  state  legislation  —  /n  general. — 
The  Volstead  Act  did  not  in  view  of  the  pro- 
vision of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  as  to 
"  concurrent  power "  annul  previous  state 
legislation  appropriate  to  the  enforcement  of 
that  amendment.  State  v.  District  Ct., 
(1920)  58  Mont.  684,  194  Pac.  308.  See  to 
the  same  effect  Alexander  v.  State,  (1921) 
148  Ark.  491,  230  S.  W.  548;  Jones  f.  Hicks, 
(1920)  150  Ga,  657,  104  S.  E.  771,  11  A.  L.  R. 
1315;  Scroggs  t?.  State,   (1920)   150  Ga.  753, 

105  S.  E.  363;  Smith  v.  State,  (1920)  l.'>0 
Ga.  755,  105  S.  E.  364;  Shreveport  r.  Marx, 

(1920)  148  La.  31,  86  So.  602;  Meriwether 
V.  State,  (1921)  125  Miss.  435,  87  So.  411; 
Kyzar  v.  State,  (1921)  125  Miss.  79,  87  So. 
415;  State  V.  Fore,  (1920)  180  N.  C.  744,  105 
S.  E.  334;  State  v.  Muse,  (1921)  181  N.  C. 
506,  107  S.  E.  320;  Banks  f.  State,  (1921) 
88  Tex.  Crim.  380,  227  S.  W.  670;  State  c. 
Hartley,  (1921)  115  S.  C.  624,  106  S.  E. 
766;  Allen  v.  Com.,  (Va.  1921)  105  S.  E. 
589;  State  v.  Turner,  (Wash.  1921)  196 
Pac.  638;  State  f.  Woods,  (Wash.  1921) 
198  Pac.  737;  State  v.  Knoskv,  (W.  Va.  1921) 

106  S.  E.  642. 

This  act  does  not  invalidate  a  state  statute 
prohibiting  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor 
which  gives  a  different  definition  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor  and  prescribes  a  different  pen- 
alty for  its  sale.  Fi-anklin  v.  State,  (1921) 
88  Texi  Crim.  342,  227  S.  W.  486;  Ex  p. 
Gilmore,  (1921)  88  Tex.  Crim.  629,  228  S. 
W.  199;  Robert  v.  State,  (1921)  88  Tex. 
Crim.  488,  228  S.  W.  230;  Russell  v.  SUte, 

(1921)  88  Tex.  Crim.  582,  228  S.  W.  948. 
And  see  Reece  v.  State.  (Tex.  1921)  88  Tex. 
Crim.  669,  228  S.  W.  562. 

A  state  act'  is  not  invalidated  by  the  fact 
that  it  prescribes  a  penalty  different  frum 
that  imposed  by  the  Volstead  Act.  Allen  v. 
Com.,   (Va.  1921)   105  S.  E.  689. 

Regulationg  more  stringent  than  those  m 
the  federal  act   with   respect   to   the  manu- 
facture and  sale  of  intoxicants  may  be  en- 
acted by  a  state.    State  t\  Barksdale,  (1921) 
181  N.  C.  621,  107  S.  E.  606. 

Bribing  police  officer, — A  state  has  the 
power  to  punish  the  acceptance  of  bribe  ^y 
a  police  ofiicer .  for  agreeing  not  to  arrest  a 
certain  person  for  violation  of  the  Volatead 
Act.  Harris  r.  Superior  Ct.,  (Cal.  App.  1921) 
196  Pac.  895. 

The  Bone  Dry  Law  of  Alaska  of  Feb.  14, 
1917,  was  not  repealed  by  the  National  Pro- 
hibition Act.  Abbate  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th 
Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  736. 

Effect  of  internal  revenue  regulations. — 
The  provisions  of  this  act  cannot  be  extended 
in  their  scope  by  regulations  of  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Internal  Revenue  beyond  the  terms 
of  the  act.  Oertel  Co.  i?.  Gregory,  (W.  D. 
Ky.  1921)  270  Fed.  789,  holding  the  following 
regulation  to  be  unauthorized:  **  The  use  of 
the  words  beer,  ale,  or  porter,  and  the  well 
known   synonyms   for   same,   such  as  lager. 
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bock  or  stout,  either  with  or  without  prefixes 
or  suffixes,  is  not  permissible  on  labels  for 
cere&l  beverages."  The  court  said:  "  II  Con- 
gress had  deemed  it  proper  to  put  into  the 
Volstead  or  other  act  the  language  used  in 
the  new  r^^ation,  of  course  no  objection 
could  then  have  been  made  to  it,  but  Con- 
gress did  not  do  so,  and  in  this  situation  the 
Commissioner  undertook  to  supply  what  he 
must  have  supposed  was  a  defect  in  the  legis- 
lation. If  Congress  had  chosen  to  add  to 
the  words  '  beer,  ale,  or  porter,'  the  words 
'  or  any  synonyms  for  same  such  a  lager, 
bock  or  stout,'  the  regulation  might  have 
been  authorized,  but  in  the  absence  of  those 
words  from  the  act  the  rules  plainly  estab- 
lished by  the  Supreme  Court  make  it  clear 
that  the  Commissioner  could  not,  even  with 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
or  otherwise,  add  tliose  words  to  those  used 
by  Congress  in  the  legislation  it  enacted,  and 
the  attempt  to  do  so  must  be  held  to  have 
been  unauthorized  by  law,  and  consequently 
not  enforceable  as  against  the  plaintiff  in 
this  case." 

Statute  forbidding  sale  toithout  Ucenae  re- 
pealed.—  In  Louisiana  it  was  held  that: 
"Act  66  of  1002,  by  prohibiting  the  selling 
of  intoxicating  liquors  without  a  license,  im- 
pliee  the  right  of  any  and  every  person  to 
obtain  the  license.  Such  a  law,  if  enacted 
subsequent  to  the  adoption  of  the  Eighteenth 
Amendment,  would  not  be  '  appropriate  legis- 
lation/ It  would  be  absolutely  violative  of 
the  amendment.  The  statute  is  altogether 
inconsistent  with  the  csbnstitutional  amend- 
ment, and  is  therefore  without  effeot."  State 
r.  Green,  (1921)  148  La.  376,  86  So.  919. 

Act  aa  affecting  power  of  municipality. — 
It  is  held  that  a  city  has  the  power  to  regu- 
late the  possession  of  intoxicating  liquors 
by  action  which  is  not  in  conflict  with  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  or  the  laws  of  the 
state.  U.  S.  V.  Viess,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921) 
27a  Fed.  279. 

Act  at  affecting  lease  of  real  property. — 
In  Goldberg  i;^.  Callender,  (Conn.  1921)  113 
Atl.  170,  a  lease  provided  that:  "  It  is  hereby 
agreed  that  the  premises  herein  leased  shall 
be  used  only  as  a  saloon  and  liquor  estab- 
lishment, and  this  instrument  is  conditioned 
upon  said  agreement,  which  shall  be  a  con- 
dition precedent  to  the  operation  of  this 
lease.  •  *  *  It  is  expressly  agreed  and 
understood  by  and  between  the  parties  hereto 
that  if,  at  any  time  during  the  leasehold 
term,  or  any  renewal  thereof,  the  city  of 
Hartford  shall  vote  *  no  licence,'  cr  if  for 
any  reason  other  than  the  unsuitability  of 
the  applicant  a  license  should  be  refused  by 
the  county  commissioner?*  in  and  for  Hartford 
county  in  said  premises,  during  the  leasehold 
term  or  any  renewal  thereof,  then  this  lease 
ie  void  at  the  option  of  said  party  of  the 
second  part."  It  was  held  that  the  lessee 
had  the  option  to  declare  the  lease  void  on 
the  passage- of  this  aot,  but  that  if  he  did 
not  exercise  his  option,  he  was  bound  by  the 
provisions  of  the  lease  and  could  not  use  the 


premiFes  for  any  other  purpose  than  that 
specified  tlier«in.  Tlie  court  said :  "  Sup- 
pose, for  example,  the  General  Assembly  had 
forbidden  the  maintenance  of  saloons  in  the- 
ater buildings.  The  lessee  would  then  have 
a  right  to  vacate  the  premises  and  stop  pay- 
ing rent,  without  waiting  to  go  through  with 
the  idlie  ceremony  of  adking  the  county  com- 
missioners for  a  license  which  they  would 
have  had  no  power  to  grant.  The  Volstead 
Act  (41  Stat.  305),  which  is  also  a  domestic 
statute,  has  superseded  Gen.  St.  1918,  §  2731, 
so  far  as  that  section  authorizes  the  county 
commissioners  to  grant  licenses  lor  the  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquors  containing  one-hall 
of  I  per  cent,  or  more  of  alcohol.  If  we 
assiAne  that  the  covenant  to  use  the  premises 
only  as  a  saloon  and  liquor  establishment 
would  not  be  performed,  within  the  fair 
meaning  of  the  contract,  by  using  them  lor 
the  restricted  purpose  of  selling  beverages 
containing  less  than  one-half  of  1  per  cent, 
of  alcohol,  then  the  Volstead  Act,  when  it 
became  operative  on  January  17,  1920,  de- 
prived the  county  commissioners  of  any 
power  to  grant  a  license  to  use  the  premises 
for  the  covenanted  use,  and  also  revoked  the 
license  which  was  then  in  force;  and  as  the 
lessee  was  not  bound  to  ask  the  county  com- 
missioners to  do  what  they  were  forbidden 
by  law  to  do,  he  was  then  entitled  at  his 
option  to  cancel  the  lease,  or  to  keep  it  in 
force. 

*'  On  the  other  hand,  if  we  assume  tluut  the 
use  of  the  premises  for  the  restricted  pur- 
pose of  selling  beverages  containing  less  than 
one-half  of  1  per  cent,  of  alcohol  is  a  jper- 
formance  of  the  covenant  to  use  the  premises 
as  a  saloon  and  liquor  establishment,  then 
the  ccmtinued  performance  of  the  covenant 
has  not  been  forbidden  by  law.  In  either 
case  the  lease  is,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
case,  still  in  force  as  a  contract  controlling 
the  legal  rights  of  the  parties  because  the 
lessee  has  not  attempted  to  avail  himself  of 
his  opinion  to  escape  from  its  obligations. 

''We  hold  that  the  contingency  of  a  legal 
prohibition  of  the  covenanted  use  was  con- 
templated and  its  consequences  provided  for 
in  the  lease;  that  the  revocation  by  the  Vol- 
stead Act  on  January  17,  1920,  of  the  exist- 
ing license  to  sell  intoxicating  liquor  con- 
taining more  than  one-half  of  1  per  cent,  of 
alcohol  and  the  revocation  of  the  authority 
of  the  county  commissioners  to  grant  a  new 
license  were,  in  legal  effect,  equivalent  to  a 
refusal  by  the  county  commissioners  to  grant 
a  license,  for  a  reason  other  than  the  un- 
suitability of  the  applicant;  that  the  lessee 
was  thereupon  entitled,  and  within  a  rea- 
sonable time  required,  to  elect  whether  he 
would  declare  the  lease  void  or  leave  it  in 
force,  and  that,  having  elected,  notwithstand- 
ing the  prohibition  of  the  Volstead  Act,  to 
leave  the  lease  in  force,  he  remained  bound 
by  his  covenants  ko  far  as  they  were  legally 
capable  of  performance,  and  could  not  use  the 
premises  for  a  purpose  for  which  he  agreed 
not  to  use  them. 
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The  use  of  the  premisies  as  a  retail  shoe 
»tore  hy  the  sublessees  or  assignees,  NoU, 
Noll  &  Word  en,  was  a  breach  of  covenant 
which  entitled  the  lessors  to  enter  for  con- 
dition broken  and  to  retake  possession  of  the 
premises." 

Effect  of  prior  conviction  or  acquittal  in 
state  court. — As  to  the  effect  of  a  prior  con- 
viction or  acquittal  in  a  state  court  under 
a  state  statute  for  the  same  transaction  for 
which  the  defendant  is  indicted  in  the  federal 
court  under  the  National  Prohibition  Act  it 
has  been  said:  "Coming,  now,  to  consider 
the  question  of  the  former  conviction  or  ac- 
quittal in  the  state  courts,  I  know  of  no 
decision  bv  any  authoritative  tribunal.  There 
are  two  cases  submitted  to  me  —  the  one, 
U.  S.  V.  Peterson  et  al.,  (D.  C.)  268  Fed.  864, 
where  it  is  held  that  the  proceedings  in  a 
state  court  are  a  complete  bar  to  subsequent 
prosecutions  in  the  federal  court  for  the 
same  tranfsaction.  U.  S.  v.  Holt,  (D.  C.) 
270  Fed.  630,  is  a  case  where  the  same  ques- 
tion was  presented,  and  the  contrary  con- 
clusion reached  by  Judge  Woodrough,  in  an 
opinion  in  which  I  fully  concur,  not  only  in 
the  legal  proposition  decided,  but  in  the 
practice  to  be  followed,  where  it  is  shown 
that  the  accused  has  already  been  punished 
in  the  state  courts. 

"  In  addition  to  the  views  so  well  ex- 
pressed by  Judge  Woodrough,  and  what  has 
been  said  heretofore  in  this  opinion,  it  occurs 
to  me  that  something  further  might  be  said 
as  to  the  meaning  of  the  Fifth  Amendment 
of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States: 

"  *  Nor  shall  any  person  be  subject  for  the 
same  offense  to  be  twice  put  in  jeopardy  of 
life  or  limb.' 

*'  What  meaning  shall  be  given  the  words 
'the  same  offense?'  How  shall  they  be  con- 
strued? If  the  Congress  can  pass  legislation 
to  enforce  the  Prohibition  Amendment,  and 
the  states  may  also  do  so,  it  is  manifest  that 
such  legislative  acts  will  differ  —  that  dif- 
ferent laws  will  be  provided  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  amendment,  and  different  punish- 
ments will  be  imposed.  It  is  also  manifest 
that  often  the  same  act  or  transaction  will 
violate  both  the  federal  and  state  {Hrovisions, 
so  the  question  arises:  Where  the  same  act 
violates  both  statutes,  has  there  been  only 
one  or  more  offenses  committed?  It  will  be 
conceded  that  the  offender  cannot  be  tried 
in  the  federal  court  for  violation  of  the  state 
statute,  nor  in  the  state  court  for  the  viola- 
tion of  the  federal  statute;  so  it  appears 
that  the  offense  is  not  the  act  or  transaction 
alone,  but  that  the  act  or  transaction  must 
be  considered  in  the  light  of  the  legislative 
provisions  and  prohibitions. 

•*  In  the  absence  of  such  legislative  pro- 
hibitions, the  act  or  transaction  committed 
would  not  be  an  offense.  It  is  not  the  pro- 
hibited act,  but  the  terms  of  the  statute, 
which  declares  and  defines  the  offense.  It 
seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  as  each  legis- 
lative entity,  whether  state  or  federal,  de- 
clares its  own  offense,  this  cannot  he  the  same 
offense  as  that  provided  by  the  other,  though 


the  same  act  6r  transaction  may  violate  each 
of  them,  but  that  there  are  as  many  offenses 
as  the  legislative  provisions  may  declare." 
U.  S.  t?.  Bostow,   (S.  D.  Ala.  1921)   273  Fed. 

Prosecution  as  affected  by  indictment  in 
state  court. —  The  fact  that  the  defendant 
indicted  for  violating  the  National  Prohibi- 
tion Act  has  been  indicted  in  a  state  court 
under  a  state  statute  for  the  same  transac- 
tion does  not  prevent  the  federal  court  from 
proceeding  to  try  the  defendant  for  the  viola- 
tion of  the  federal  act,  the  offenses  not  being 
the  same.  U.  S.  t*.  Bostow,  (S.  D.  Ala.  1921) 
273  Fed.  535.  The  court  said :  "  It  is  mani- 
fest in  this  case  that  the  indictment  in  the 
state  court  which  is  pleaded  here  is  based 
upon  an  offense  of  violating  a  state  statute, 
and  this  court  would  have  no  power  to  try 
the  defendant  so  charged  in  that  indictment. 
It  is  also  manifest  that  the  indictment  in 
this  court,  being  based  upon  the  National 
Prohibition  Act,  charges  no  offense  on  which 
this  defendant  could  be  prosecuted  and  con- 
victed in  the  state  court  because  no  offense 
against  the  state  laws  is  charged  in  the  fed- 
eral indictment,  and  no  offense  against  the  fed- 
eral laws  is  charged  in  the  state  indictment. 

"  It  is  manifest  that  the  federal  govern- 
ment cannot  appear  in  the  prosecution  be- 
fore the  state  court,  for  it  has  no  standing 
there,  no  federal  statute  being  involved,  and 
it  is  also  manifest  that  the  state  has  no  right 
to  appear  in  the  federal  court,  because  no 
state  statute  is  involved.  To  hold  otherwise 
must  necessarily  be  to  hold  that,  if  one  was 
prosecuted  frnd  convicted  in  the  federal  court 
for  a  transaction  which  violated  the  federal 
statute,  and  the  same  transaction  also  vio- 
lated the  state  statute,  the  federal  govern- 
ment, having  prosecuted  and  convicted  the 
defendant,  should  have  the  right  to  say  that 
he  should  not  be  further  prosecuted  and  put 
in  jeopardy  in  any  other  court,  and  it  should 
have  and  exercise  the  power  to  enjoin  the 
state  court  from  the  prosecution  of  this  man 
who  has  already  teen  punished  for  the  same 
act  which  was  a  violation  of  the  federal 
statute.  To  state  the  proposition  is  to  an- 
swer it.  The  whole  question  grows  out  of 
an  incorrect  analysis  of  the  question." 

II.  Constitutionality  and  Construction 
OF  Pkovision  Fixing  Aloohouc  Con- 
tent. 

'*  In  so  far  as  Congress,  in  aid  of  the  gen- 
erl  purpose  of  making  possible  the  practical 
enforcement  of  prohibition,  fixed  a  deffnite, 
maximum  alcoholic  content  to  '  non intoxicat- 
ing *  beverages,  it  was  acting  clearly  within 
its  competency,  and  was  proceeding  in  a  way 
calculated  to  the  attainment  of  the  ultimate 
end  in  view  and  the  successful  performance 
of  the  duty  imposed  upon  it  by  the  constitu- 
tional amendment."  U.  S.  r.  Dodson,  (S.  D. 
Cal.  lf)20)  268  Fed.  397. 

In  Feigenspan  r.  Bodine,  (D.  C*  N.  J. 
1020)  264  Fed.  186,  the  court  said:  **  Is  the 
definition  of  intoxicating  liquors  as  '  contain- 
ing  one-half   of    1    per   centum  or   more   of 
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alcohol  by  volume  which  are  fit  for  use  for 
beverage  purposes/  without  basis  in  fact,  and, 
therefore,  arbitrary  and  void?  It  is  the  pres- 
ence of  alcohol  that  makes  liquor  intoxicat- 
ing. Experts  differ  in  their  beliefs  and  opin- 
ions as  to  what  quantity  of  alcohol  will  or 
wiU  not  produce  intoxication.  The  effect  of 
the  same  quantity  upon  different  persons 
varies,  depending  upon  a  number  of  condi- 
tions, and  defying  exact  definition. 

"A  failure  to  define  legislatively  what  was 
intoxicating  liquor  would  of  necessity  refer 
that  question  to  judicial  decision.  This 
would  inevitably  result  in  a  serious  lack  of 
uniformity  of  decision  as  to  what  constitutes 
intoxicating  liquor.  As  persons  are  affected 
differently  by  liquor  containing  the  same  per- 
centage of  alcohol,  and  as  in  the  absence  of  a 
fixed  standard  the  effect  upon  the  individual 
would  most  frequently  control  the  decision, 
we  would  have  conflicting  decisions  as  to 
liquor  drawn  or  poured  from  the  same  con- 
tainer at  the  same  time.  Such  results  would 
conduce  neither  to  a  proper  enforcement  of 
the  Prohibition  Amendment  nor  to  a  due 
respect  for  the  administration  of  laws  gen- 
erally. Therefore,  when  Congress  concluded, 
as  it  had  a  constitutional  right  to  do,  that 
a  definition  was  necessary  for  a  proper  en- 
forcement of  the  Prohibition  Amendment,  it, 
in  determining  what  should  be  the  standard, 
engaged  in  a  work  that  necessarily  involved 
discretion,  the  bounds  of  which  were  only 
that  it  should  be  reasonably  exercised.  If, 
in  its  exercise  of  such  discretion,  it  deter- 
mined that  the  proper  enforcement  of  such 
prohibition  required  that  a  percentage  be 
adopted  that  would  certainly  prevent  intoxi- 
cating liquors  being  made  and  bartered,  and 
the  adopted  basis  or  percentage  has  a  reason- 
ably appreciable  relation  to  the  subject-mat- 
ter of  the  prohibition,  it  cannot  be  judicially 
condemned  as  arbitrary/' 

By  the  terms  of  this  section  nothing  comes 
within  the  purview  of  the  act  except  such 
fluids  as  contained  an  amount  of  alcohol 
over  one-half  of  1  per  cent  in  the  whole. 
Otherwise  it  is  not  intoxicating,  and  there- 
fore not  intended  to  come  w^ithin  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Volstead  Act,  nor,  indeed, 
those  of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  itself. 
Oertel  Co.  v.  Gregory,  (W.  L.  Ky.  1921)  270 
Fed.  789. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  205,  sec.  2. 

Search  warrants  to  what  officers  issued.— 
One  effect  of  this  section  is  to  grant  power 
to  issue  search  warrants  under  the  limita- 
tions provided  in  the  Espionage  Act  (1918 
Supp.  p.  128  et  seq.)  to  other  officers  in 
addition  to  those  named  in  that  Act.  U.  S. 
r.  Friedman,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  267  Fed.  85e. 
See  to  the  same  effect  U.  S.  v.  Rvkowski, 
<S.  D.  Ohio  1920)   267  Fed.  866. 

Power  of  state  officers  to  arrest  without 
warrant. —  The  power  of  state  officers  to  make 
arrests  under  this  act  exist  only  under  Rev. 
S^t.    {    1014    (2   Fed.   Stat.   Ann.   654)    and 


accordingly  a  warrant  is  necessary  to  such  an 
arrest.  Lenski  t?.  O'Brien,  (Mo.App.  1921) 
232  S.  W.  235,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"In  our  view  it  is  apparent  that  the  only 
state  officers  who  are  authorized  to  make 
arrests  are  those  who  are  specifically  designa- 
ted in  said  section  1014,  each  of  which  said 
state  officers  is  clothed  with  power  to  issue 
warrants  for  arrest.  It  is  self-evident  that 
it  is  not  intended  that  the  state  officers  men- 
tioned in  said  section  1014  shall  themselves 
do  the  actual  arresting  of  the  offenders,  but 
that  said  officers,  in  their  official  capacity,  up- 
on proper  showing  *  agreeable  to  the  usual 
mode  of  process  against  offenders  in  such 
state,'  shall  issue  the  necessary  warrant  for 
the  arrest  of  any  offender  wJio  shall  have 
committed  a  crime  or  offense  against  the 
Ignited  States;  and  before  any  such  state 
officer  mentioned  in  said  section  1014  is  au- 
thorised to  issue  a  warrant  for  the  arrest  of 
a  person  charged  with  the  violation  of  any  of 
the  provisions  of  the  National  Prohibition 
Act  of  the  United  States,  some  person  author- 
ised under  the  law  of  the  state  where  the  ar- 
rest is  sought  to  be  accomplished  must, 
agreeably  to  the  statutes  of  such  state,  file 
a  complaint  before  such  authorized  officer 
from  whom  the  warrant  is  sought." 

Issuance  of  warrant  to  mtitiicipal  police 
officers. —  Under  this  section  and  Rev.  St.  § 
1014  (2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  2d  ed.  654)  a  war- 
rant for  a  violation  of  the  Volstead  Act  may 
be  issued  to  a  municipal  police  officer. 
Harris  t*.  Superior  Ot.,  (Cal.  App.  1921) 
196  Pac.  895. 

Contents  'of  affidavit  and  warrant.-— 
Whether  an  affidavit  is  filed  and  a  warrant 
issued  under  R.  S.  sec.  1014,  (2  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  2d  ed.  p.  654)  or  under  the  act  of 
June  15,  1917,  (1918  Supp.  p.  12S,  et  seq.) 
the  contents  of  each  must  be  the  same.  ti. 
S.  V,  Rykowski,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  267  Fed. 
866. 

1919Supp.,  p.  206,  sec.  3. 

Constitutionality. —  The  provisions  of  this 
section  forbidding  the  transportation  of  in- 
toxicating liquor  **  except  as  authorized  in 
this  act "  are  declared  to  be  warranted  by 
the  Eighteenth  Amendment.  Corneli  tx 
Moore,    (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)   267  Fed.  466. 

This  act  is  not  unconstitutional  because  of 
the  provision  in  this  section  that  no  person 
shall  possess  any  intoxicating  liquor  after 
the  Eighteenth  Amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  goes  into  effect, 
except  as  authorized  and  permitted  by  that 
Act,  although  such  intoxicating  liquors  were 
lawfullv  acquired  before  that  time.  Rose  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  245. 

'*  Congress  has  obviously  intended  to  pre- 
vent the  use  of  intoxicating  liquor  as  a 
leverage,  and  tlje  provisions  of  the  Volstead 
Act,  forbidding  any  person  to  manufacture, 
sell,  barter,  transport,  import,  export,  deliver^ 
furnish,  or  possess  any  intoxicating  liquor, 
except  as  authorized  in  this  act,  are  consis- 
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tent  with  an  endeavor  to  make  that  intent 

effective. 

elusion  that  the  Volstead  Act  is  valid  as  a 

war  measure,  even  if  it  should  be  held  to  be 

"While  there  seems  no  escape  from  the  con- 
merely  an  act  to  enforce  the  Eighteenth 
Amendment,  it  does  not  follow  that  the  pro- 
vision of  section  3  against  possession  is  un- 
constitutional. The  amendment  in  question 
was  adopted  in  order  that  the  use  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor  as  a  beverage  might  come  to 
an  end.  It  was  within  the  power  of  Congress 
to  adopt  any  reasonable  means  calculated  to 
bring  about  the  desired  result.  Limiting 
possession  as  the  act  has  done  will  tend  to 
such  an  effect."  U.  S.  v.  Murphy,  (E.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)   264  Fed.  842. 

The  exception  in  this  section  "  is  merely 
in  keeping  with,  and  in  recognition  of,  other 
specific  provisions  in  the 'act  permitting  the 
manufacture,  sale,  possession,  etc.,  of  '  intoxi- 
cating liquor'  for  certain  nonbeverage  pur- 
poses, such  as  sacramental,  medicinal,  etc., 
and  for  its  possession  in  private  dwellings 
only  (title  2,  §  25)  for  beverage  purposes. 
It  is  in  no  wise  inconsistent  with,  or  counter 
to,  the  general  purpose  of  the  act."  U.  S.  v, 
Dodson,   (S.  D.  Cal.  1920)   208  Fed.  397. 

Purpose  as  preventing  use  of  liquors  for 
beverage  purposes. —  The  chief  purpose  of  the 
framers  of  the  Volstead  Act  was  to  reduce 
and  as  far  as  possible  to  prevent  the  use  of 
intoxicating  Hiquors  as  a  beverage.  U.  S.  v. 
Turner,  (W.  D.  Va.  1920)  266  Fed.  248; 
U.  8.  V.  Masters,  (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)  267  Fed. 
581;  Street  v.  Lincoln  Safe  Deposit  Co., 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  706;  Ledbetter 
V.  Bailey,  (W.  D.  N.  C.  1921)  274  Fed.  375; 
Kelly  t?.  LeweUyn,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1921)  274 
Fed.  108. 

"If  anything  is  well  settled  and  deter- 
mined, it  is  that  the  Volstead  Law,  enacted 
pursuant  to,  and  in  consequence  of,  the  adop- 
tion of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  to  the 
federal  Constitution,  was  intended  and  cal- 
culated by  Congress,  and  by  those  interested 
in  its  passage,  to  prohibit  the  manufacture, 
sale,  and  transportation,  for  beverage  pur- 
poses, of  any  and  every  kind  of  intoxicating 
liquor  within  the  United  States;  and  Con- 
gress expressly  defined  such  '  intoxicating 
liquor '  to  be  any  spirituous,  vinous,  malt  or 
fermented  liquor  or  liquid  *  fit  for  use  for 
beverage  purposes '  containing  alcohol  to  the 
extent  of  '  one-half  of  one  per  cent,  or  more ' 
by  volume.  Volstead  Law,  tit.  2,  §  1.  So 
that  by  this  law,  which  wa.s  enacted  after 
much  consideration  of  the  circumstances  and 
of  the  obvious  intent  and  purpose  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  as  reflected  by 
their  ratification  of  the  amendment,  it  was 
definitely  and  positively  determined  that  any 
liquor  or  liquid,  fit  for  use  as  a  beverage, 
and  possessing  alcohol  in  excess  of  the  maxi- 
mum mentioned,  might  not  be  manufactured, 
sold,  or  transported  in  the  United  States. 
Even  its  mere  possession  was  similarly  pro- 
hibited,   save    under    exceptional,    severely 


necessary,   and   obviously   harmless   circum* 
stances. 

**  This  conclusion  results,  not  onlv  from 
the  reading  of  the  act  in  its  entirety,  looking 
at  the  big  purpose  in  view  and  the  means 
to  be  employed  to  gain  the  end  sought,  but 
also  from  the  language  of  section  3  of  title 
2,  the  controlling  section  of  the  act,  which 
is  to  the  effect  that: 

**  *  No  person  shall  on  or  after  the  date  when 
the  Eighteenth  Amendment  to  the  Constitu- 
tion .  of  the  United  States  goes  into  effect^ 
manufacture,  sell,  barter,  transport,  import^ 
export,  deliver,  furnish  or  possess  any  intoxi- 
cating liquor,  except  as  authorized  in  this 
Act,  and  all  the  provisions  of  this  Act  shall 
be  liberally  construed  to  the  end  that  the 
use  of  intoxicating  liquor  as  a  beverage  may 
be  prevented.' 

"  Here,  in  unequivocal  language,  we  have 
a  declaration  on  the  part  of  Congress  that, 
however  this  act  may  be  viewed,  and  tested 
by  every  means  known  to  those  whose  duty 
and  functi<m  it  is  to  construe  statutes^  in 
every  instance  the  statute  *  shall  be  liberally 
construed  to  the  end  that  the  use  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor  as  a  beverage  may  be  pre- 
vented.' Nothing  can  be  plainer  that  that, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  Congress  there,  as 
it  might  properly  do,  has  said  that  the  courts 
shiall  not  seek  to  construe  the  statute  so  as 
to  permit  Uie  use  of  intoxicating  liquors  as 
a  beverage,  but  that  they  shall  use  all 
reasonable  means  to  construe  it  so  as  to  pre- 
vent such  use."  U.  S.  i?.  Dodson,  (S.  D.  Cal. 
1920)  268  Fed.  397. 

The  primary  object  of  the  Prohibition  Act 
is  the  prevention  of  the  use  of  intoxicating 
liquors  as  a  beverage,  although  it  retains 
features  of  a  revenue  law.  To  effectuate  that 
purpose  the  statute  requires  that  all  of  its 
provisions  shall  be  liberally  construed.  U.  8. 
f.  Sacein  Kouhana  Farhat,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920) 
269  Fed.  33. 

''It  is  apparent  from  the  provisions  of 
this  act  that  intoxicating  liquor  may  be  im- 
ported for  nonbeverage  purposes.  It  is  like- 
wise manifest  that  the  provisi<Hi«  of  this 
act  shall  not  in  any  way  interfere  with  the 
operation  of  existing  law,  except  where  it  is 
inconsistent,  and  the  act  expressly  provides 
that  persons  shall  not  be  relieved  from  any 
taxes  or  other  charges  imposed  upon  the  traf- 
fic in  such  liquor."  The  Goodhope,  (VV.  D. 
Wash.  1920)  268  Fed.  694 

Offenses  under  act. —  Manufacturing  in- 
toxicating liquor  without  a  permit;  failing 
to  make  a  permanent  record  of  such  liquor; 
and  posseseion  of  property  designed  to  manu- 
facture liquor  intended  for  use  in  violation 
of  this  act  are  separate  offenses.  Ex  p. 
Poole,   (D.  C.  Mont.  1921)  273  Fed.  623. 

''Provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  liberally 
construed." — "  If   it  were   conceded  .     . 

that  the  provision  in  section  3  that  the  act 
shall  be  liberally  construed,  to  the  end  that 
the  use  of  intoxicating  liquor  as  a  beverage 
may  be  prevented,  is  in  excess  of  legislative 
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power,  that  would  by  no  meanfi  reqiiirp  a 
court  to  hold  that  the  entire  act  is  unron- 
Btitutional.  That  provision  is  but  an  incon- 
sequential part  of  the  entire  act.  Therefore, 
if,  in  the  opinion  of  the  court.  Congress  has 
no  power  to  direct  that  an  act  penal  in  its 
nature  shall  be  liberally  conertrued,  the  ad- 
vice will  be  wholly  disregarded,  and  the 
essential  parts  of  the  statute,  which  dearly 
would  have  been  enacted  by  Congress,  re- 
gardless of  whether  this  part  is  or  is  not 
constitutional,  construed  and  applied  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  established  rules  for  the 
construction  and  application  of  penal  law." 
Rose  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  245. 

The  liberal  construction  provided  for  in 
this  section  does^not  justify  the  court  in 
extending  the  prohibited  provisions  of  the 
act  beyond  what  is  plainly  stated,  nor 
omitting  language  which  would  change  its 
plain  meaning.  U.  S.  t*.  Crossen,  (£.  D.  Pa. 
1920)   264  Fed.  459. 

Under  the  provision  ih  this  section  that 
''all  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  liberally 
construed  to  the  end  that  the  use  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor  as  a  beverage  may  be  pre- 
vented," it  has  been  held  that  the  delivery 
to  an  individual  of  whisky  owned  by  him 
and  stored  in  a  bonded  warehouse  may  be 
properly  refused.  Cornell  r.  Moore,  (E.  D. 
Mo.  1920)  267  Fed.  456,  dismissing  a  bill 
in  equity,  praying  for  a  decree  compelling 
defendant,  as  collector  of  the  internal  revenue 
for  the  first  district  of  Missouri,  to  accept 
the  infernal  revenue  taxes  on  a  certain  bar- 
rel of  whisky,  owned  by  complainant,  and 
contained  in  a  bonded  warehouse  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  deliver  this  whisky  to 
complainant. 

Proaecutioii  by  information. — ^Violations  of 
this  act  may  be  prosecuted  by  information, 
but  an  application  by  the  government  -for 
leave  to  file  an  information  against  a  de- 
fendant for  such  a  violation  will  be  denied 
where  it  appears  that  the  government  has 
failed  to  show  probable  cause  of  his  guilt 
and  that  the  only  evidence  which  it  can 
offer  has  been  obtained  as  a  result  of  an 
unlawful  search  in  violation  of  the  defend- 
ant's rights  under  the  Fourth  Amendment 
to  the  Constitution.  U.  S.  v.  Quaritius, 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  227. 

The  district  court  has  power  to  permit 
an  information  to  be  filed  although  the  pro- 
ceeding was  instituted  by  a  commissioner. 
U.  S.  r.  Metzger,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  270 
Fed.  291. 

Snfiaciency  of  indictment.— An  indictment 
charging  a  violation  of  section  16  of  the 
Act  of  Feb.  8,  1875  (3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d 
ed.)  p.  1053),  which  is  repealed  by  the 
National  Prohibition  Act,  has  been  sustained 
as  sufficient  to  diarge  a  sale  in  violation  of 
this  section,  it  being  declared  that  an  alle- 
gation contained  in  the  indictment  respect- 
ing the  omission  to  pay  the  special  tax  may, 
with    propriety,    be    treated    as    surplusage. 


Farlev  r.   U.   S.,    (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.   1921) 
269  Fed.  721. 

An  indictment  charging  the  defendants 
with  conspiring  to  commit  the  oflense  of 
knowingly,  wilfully  and  unlawfully  trans- 
porting, selling,  bartering,  furnishing  and 
possessing  intoxicating  liquors  in  violation 
of  this  act  is  sufficient,  though  it  does  not 
allege  that  the  liquor,  the  transportation  of 
which  was  the  object  of  the  conspiracy  was 
not  to  be  used  for  nonbeverage  purposes. 
Davis  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  928. 

Sufficiency  of  plea. — Where  an  informa- 
tion charges  the  unlawful  manufacture  and 
possession  of  distilled  spirits  and  from  the 
defendants'  plea  it  appears  that  they  have 
complied  with  the  National  Prohibition  Act 
by  having  a  still  registered  and  obtaining 
a  permit  to  operate  a  dealcoholising  plant, 
and  there  is  no  charge  that  any  of  the  pro- 
hibited articles  were  knowingly  sold,  the  pro- 
visions of  sections  4  and  5  of  the  National 
Prohibition  Act  are  applicable,  and  a  de- 
murrer to  the  plea  should  tte  overruled.  U.  S. 
F.  Mouone,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  268  Fed. 
652. 

Evidence. —  Under  an  indictment  for  vio- 
lation of  this  act  it  is  not  necessary  to  prove 
that  the  defendant  was  engaged  in  the  busi- 
ness of  a  retail  liquor  dealer,  it  being  suf- 
ficient to  flhow  that  he  sold  liquor  ip  any 
quantity.  Farley  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)  269  Fed.  721. 

Where  a  person  has  been  arrested  for  in- 
toxication, whisky  obtained  on  a  search  of 
his  person  is  not  obtained  by  "  unreasonable 
search"  and  is  admissible  in  evidence  on  a 
prosecution  against  him  for  a  violation  of 
this  section.  U.  S,  f.  Murphy,  (B.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)  264  Fed.  842. 

For  evidence  held  sufficient  to  sustain  a 
conviction  for  a  violation  of  this  section,  see 
Rose  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  245. 

Acts  qf  officers  as  entrapment. —  In  Farley 
r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  269  Fed. 
721,  where  all  that  the  officers  did  was  to 
go  to  the  tavern,  and  while  at  their  meals 
order  the  waiter  to  serve  them  with  some 
cough  syrup,  which  was  understood  to  be 
whiuky,  and  they  were  served  accordingly 
with  drinks  in  small  glasses  and  the  officers 
had  nothing  to  do  with  furnishing  the 
whisky;  their  only  purpose  being  to  ascer- 
tain whether  or  not  the  defendant  was  deal- 
ing in  or  dispensing  drinks  of  the  kind  to 
his  customers,  it  was  held  that  such  de- 
portment on  the  part  of  the  officers  does 
not  constitute  an  entrapment  that  relieves 
the  defendant  from  guilt.  Farley  r.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)   269  Fed.  721. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  206,  sec.  4. 

**  Preserved  sweet  cider" — Definition, — 
"  Preserved  sweet  cider  has  been  defined  as 
cider  which  has  not  fermented;  cider  which 
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is  devoid  of  alcoholic  content  coming  from 
fermentation  —  but  also  that  it  must  be 
"  preserved " ;  it  must  be  cider  to  which 
some  preservative,  in  the  nature  of  heat  or 
otherwise,  has  been  applied,  contributed  in 
sufficient  quantity  to  insure  that  its  Bweet- 
ness  and  its  nonfermented,  nonalcoholic  state 
may  be  maintained.  In  other  words,  it  must 
not  only  be  "  sweet  cider,"  within  the  mean- 
ing to  be  accorded  to  that  term,  as  defined 
by  authorities ;  it  must  be  "  preserved  "  sweet 
cider.  Or,  to  phrase  it  still  more  simply, 
"  preserved  sweet  cider,"  under  the  accepted 
definition,  is  cider  without  alcohol,  and  in 
which  the  possibility  of  the  natural  develop- 
ment of  alcohol  has  been  prevented,  through 
the  use  of  some  sort  of  preservative.  U.  S. 
r.  Dodson,    (S.  D.  Cal.   1920)   268  Fed.  397. 

Manufacture  and  sale  of.— Ab  to  liability 
under  this  Act  for  the  manufacture  and  sale 
of  '*  preserved  sweet  cider  "  it  has  been  said 
in  a  case  of  an  information  charging  the 
sale  of  cider  having  an  alcoholic  content  in 
excess  of  that  allowed  by  law: 

"  If,  then,  the  thing  actually  manufactured 
and  sold  by  defendant  at  wholesale  was 
*  preserved  sweet  cider,'  in  virtue  of  the 
positive  language  of  section  4,  notwithstand- 
ing it  might  possibly  develop,  through  the 
usual  processes  of  fermentation,  an  alcoholic 
content  in  excess  of  the  amount  allowed  by 
law,  it  was  not  at  that  time,  or  at  any  time 
thereafter,  to  be  construed  to  be  subject  to 
the  penal  provisions  of  the  Volstead  I^aw. 
Parenthetically,  however,  if  at  the  time  of 
its  manufacture  and  distribution  bv  the  de- 
fendant,  it  was  merely  *  nonintoxicating,' 
because  below  the  prohibited  alcoholic  con- 
tent, yet  was  not  in  fact .  *  preserved  sweet 
cider,'  and  it  afterwards  developed  the  pro- 
scribed alcoholic  content  —  in  the  langiiage 
of  the  street,  *  acquired  a  kick  ' —  its  sub- 
sequent sale  would  render  the  vender  liable 
to  all  the  provisions  of  the  act  respecting 
an  unlawful  marketing  of  a  prohibited  arti- 
cle, viz.  *  intoxicating  liquor.* "  U.  S.  r. 
Dodson,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1920)  268  Fed.  397. 

Effect  of  treatment  with  henzoate  of  soda. 
—  The  fact  that  cider  has  been  treated  with 
benzoate  of  soda  and  as  thus  treated  is 
known  in  the  trade  as  "  preserved  sweet 
cider "  does  not,  in  face  of  the  prohibitory 
provisions  of  this  Act,  make  it  still  vendible 
and  po9se?^sable,  irrespective  of  its  actual 
alcoholic  content  and  intoxicative  effect.  U. 
S.  V.  Dodson,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1920)  26S  Fed.  397. 

The  unadulterated  juice  of  apples  pre- 
served by  the  addition  of  one  tenth  of  one 
per  cent  of  lenzoate  of  soda  has  been  held  to 
come  within  the  exception  in  this  section  of 
"  preserved  sweet  cider."  Hildick  Apple 
Juice  Co.  V.  Williams,  (S.  D.  N.  P.  1920) 
269  Fed.   184. 

Proof  of  alcoholic  content. —  On  prosecu- 
tion for  selling  cider  in  violation  of  this  act 
the  government  is  not  required  to  show  that 
the  defendant  knew  that  the  cider  contained 


alcohol  in  excess  of  one  half  of  one  per  cent 
by  volume.  U.  S.  r.  Mathie.  (S.  D.  Cal. 
1921)  274  Fed.  225,  wherein  the  court  said: 
"Ally  person  who  sells  cider  as  a  beverage 
does  80  at  his  peril.  He  must  know  that  he 
is  not  violating  the  law.  He  must  know  that 
the  cider  contains  less  than  one-half  of  1 
per  cent,  of  alcohol  by  volume.  This  is  the 
only  way  the  act  could  be  enforced  against 
persons  selling  cider  containing  more  than 
one-half  of  1  per  cent,  of  alcohol  by  volume." 

1919  Suppv  p.  207,  sec.  6. 

Possession  of  permit  as  prerequisite  to  re- 
moval of  whisky  from  bonded  warehouse. — 
Injunction  does  not  lie  to  compel  a  collector 
of  internal  revenue  to  accept  taxes  on,  affix 
thereto  and  cancel  the  proper  internal 
revenue  stamps,  and  to  deliver  to  plaintiff 
possession  of  whisky  stored  in  a  bonded 
government  warehouse,  and  belonging  to  him, 
but  in  the  custody  of  the  collector,  where  the 
plaintiff  is  without  a  permit  required  by 
this  section.  Cornell  v.  Moore,  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)    268  Fed.  993. 

Application  of  this  section  and  R.  S.  sec. 
3296  to  same  transaction. — Both  this  section 
and  R.  S.  sec.  3296  (4  Fed  Stat.  Ann.  (2d 
ed. )  57)  may  in  some  cases  apply  to  the 
same  transaction.  *'  There  is  no  constitu- 
tional objection  to  making  one  act  or  one 
transaction  a  violation  of  two  statutes,  al- 
though both  emanate  from  the  same 
sovereignty,  if  each  offense  embraces  an  ele- 
ment not  embraced  in  the  other."  U.  S.  f. 
Turner,   (W.  D.  Va.   1920)   206  Fed.  248. 

Power  of  commissioner. —  While  the  com- 
niiKsioner  is  given  authority  under  this  sec- 
tion to  prescribe  the  forms  of  permits  and 
applications  for  the  same  he  cannot  evade 
the  plain  provisions  of  this  act  in  exercising 
this  authority.  U.  S.  v.  Masters,  (M.  D.  Pa. 
1920)   267  Fed.  581. 

Contents  of  permit. — A  permit  issued  to 
a  person  under  this  section  should  set  forth 
fully  and  in  detail  what  he  may  do,  and 
when  and  where  such  acts  may  be  performed, 
in  order  that  the  government  and  its  agents 
may  at  all  times  be  informed  of  his  doings, 
and,  if  desirable,  to  supervise  and  inspect 
his  conduct,  so  as  to  ascertain  whether  the 
law  is  being  respected.  In  other  words, 
whatever  is  done  shall  be  done  openly  and 
with  knowledge.  U.  S.  f.  Masters,  (M.  D. 
Pa.  1920)    267  Fed.  581. 

Conviction  for  manufacturing  whisky  as 
bar  to  prosecution  under  revenue  law. —  A 
conviction  under  this  section  for  manufactur- 
ing whisky  without  a  permit  does  not  bar 
a  prosecution  for  violation  of  sections  3258, 
.'i2i)0  and  3279  of  the  revenue  law.  U.  S.  v. 
Sacein  Rouhana  Farhat,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920) 
'269  Fed.  33. 

Conviction  in  state  court  for  transporting 
liquor  as  bar. — A  conviction  in  a  state  court 
for  unlawfully  transporting  liquor  within  the 
limits  of  that  state  is  not  a  bar  to  a  prose- 
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cution  under  this  section  for  transporting 
liquor  without  permisiiion  from  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Intemel  Revenue,  on  the  ground 
that  the  defendant  being  twice  put  in  jeop- 
ardy, though  both  prosecutions  involve  the 
same  act.  U.  S.  17.  Regan,  (D.  C.  N.  H. 
1921)   273  Fed.  727. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  210,  sec.  10. 

Seiznre  of  books  and  papers. —  The  right 
to  inspect  does  not  give  the  right  to  seize 
books  and  papers.  U.  S.  v,  Kraus,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921 )  270  Fed.  578. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  212,  sec.  21. 

Constitutionality. —  This  provision  is  con- 
stitutional. U.  S.  t\  Cohen,  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)  268  Fed.  420. 

"  Sold,  kept,  or  bartered."—  "  Congress,  by 
the  use  of  the  words  '  sold,  kept,  or  ^rtered ' 
in  violation  of  law,  meant  either  habitually, 
or  continuously,  or  recurrently  so  sold,  kept, 
or  bartered.  ...  A  single  sale,  without 
more,  and  with  no  evidence  of  the  continua- 
tion or  recurrence  of  law  violation,  or  of 
facts  strongly  indicating  either  habitual 
sales,  or  long-continued  violations,  or  such  a 
recurrence  of  unlawful  acts  or  sales  to  color- 
ably  indicate  that  the  criminal  prosecutions 
and  penalties  provided  by  other  parts  of  the 
act  are  inadequate  to  cope  with  the  situation, 
would  constitute  a  nuisance  or  warrant  the 
interference  of  a  court  of  equity  by  injunc- 
tion; for  in  such  case  it  is  not  the  crime  of 
selling  liquor,  or  selling  a  single  drink  of 
liquor,  by  a  given  person,  at  a  given  place, 
which  constitutes  the  nuisance,  but  it  is  the 
maintenance  and  use  of  the  room,  house,  or 
place  as  a  situs  for  the  doing  thereat  of  un- 
lawful or  criminal  acts,  which  constitute  the 
nuisance. 

"  If  the  Volstead  Act  is  construed  to  mean 
that  a  single  sale  is  sufficient  to  constitute 
a  nuisance,  1  should  seriously  question  its 
validity,  for  upon  such  a  view  we  are  met 
by  the  rule  which  forbids  equity  taking  juris- 
diction where  an  adequate  remedy  at  law 
exists,  as  also  the  rule  that  even  Congress 
may  not  say  a  thing  is  a  common  nuisance, 
when  in  fact  it  is  not."  U.  S.  v.  Cohen, 
(£.  D.  Mo.  1920)  268  Fed.  420. 

The  word  "  kept '  Ub  used  in  this  section 
refers  to  keeping  for  sale  or  for  other  com- 
mercial purpose.  U.  S.  v.  One  Cadillac  Tour- 
ing Car,  (£.  D.  Mich.  1921)  274  Fed.  470. 

Meanini^  of  nuisance. —  Congress  in  using 
the  word  nuisance  in  this  act  must  be 
deemed  to  have  used  the  word  in  its  usual 
and  ordinary  legal  significance,  and  to  have 
had  in  mind  that  it  could  not  pass  a  law 
which  had  the  effect  to  wipe  out  the  consti- 
tutional rights  of  the  citizen  in  private  prop- 
erty. U.  a  V.  Cohen,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  268 
Fed.   420. 

Knowledge  of  sale. —  On  a  prosecution 
nnder  this  section  for  maintaining  a  com- 
mon   nuieance    where    the    evidence    shows 


ownership  of  the  prcmiseis  and  of  the  liquors 
in  the  def«ridant  and  that  there  was  a 
nuisance  maintained  on  the  premises,  it  is 
not  necessary  to  prove  that  the  defendant 
knew  of  sales  being  made  or  that  he  profited 
by  the  particular  sale  or  sales  complained  of. 
Wiggins  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  41. 

Admissions  as  to  ownership. —  For  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  ownership  evidence  is  ad- 
missible of  admissions  made  by  the  defend- 
ant to  the  officers  that  he  was  owner  of  the 
premises  and  of  the  liquors  seized.  Wig- 
gins V,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.   41.     The  court  said: 

"The  defendant  made  statements  to  other 
officers  admitting  ownership  of  the  liquors 
and  his  desire  to  keep  the  liquors  which 
had  been  seized.  The  admissions  of  a  de- 
fendant, made  voluntarily,  and  not  im- 
peached as  having  been  made  involuntarily, 
are  strong  evidence  of  the  truth  of  what  they 
purport  to  say." 

An  automobile  seized  while  illegally  trans- 
porting liquor  is  not  subject  to  forfeiture  as 
a  common  nuisance  under  this  section,  as 
being  a  vehicle  in  which  intoxicating  liquor 
is  "kept."  U.  S.  r.  One  Cadillac  Touring 
Car,   (E.  D.  Mich.  1921)  274  Fed.  470. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  212,  sec.  22. 

Constitutionality. — This  section  is  consti- 
tutional. U.  S.  <?.  Cohen,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920) 
268  Fed.  420,  wherein  it  was  said  that  the 
contentions  that  provisions  of  this  section 
invade  the  police  powers  of  the  state,  "and 
that,  since  no  phase  of  interstate  commerce 
is  involved,  the  plaintiff  has  no  standing  and 
the  federal  court  no  jurisdiction,  may  be 
considered  together,  and  disallowed  almost 
out  of  hand,  under  the  doctrine  announced 
by  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  Rhode 
Island  1?.  Palmer,  253  U.  8.  350,  40  Sup.  Ct. 
486,  64  L.  ed.  — .  It  may  be  conceded  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Volstead  Act,  in  so 
far  as  they  provide  for  the  exercise  of  poHce 
powers  by  the  Congress,  would  have  been  un- 
warranted and  unconstitutional  before  the 
adoption  of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment;  but 
one  of  the  chief  things  accomplished  by  that 
amendment  was,  as  to  the  manuiacture, 
transportation,  and  traffic  in  intoxicating 
liquor,  to  confer  police  powers  on  Congress, 
and  to  extend  those  powers  into  the  terri- 
tories of  the  several  states."  U.  S.  v.  Cohen, 
(E.  D.  Mo.  1920)   268  Fed.  420. 

Right  to  jury  trial.—  It  has  been  held  that 
defendants  are  not  entitled  to  a  trial  by  a 
jury  either  upon  a  hearing  of  a  suit  to  abate 
and  enjoin,  or  upon  a  trial  of  any  contempt 
which  may  grow  out  of  a  violation  of  any 
injunction  which  mav  be  granted.  U.  S.  v, 
Cohen.    (E.  D.  Mo.   1*920)    268  Fed.  420. 

Although  the  affidavits  may  be  insufficient 
as  a  matter  of  law  to  warrant  a  temporary 
injunction  a  motion  to  dismiss  should  not 
be   sustained  where  the  bill   is  sufficient  to 
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juHtify  the  iBsuam-e  of  an  injunction  after 
a  final  hearing.    U.  S.  v.  Cohen,   (E.  D.  Mo. 

1920)  268  Fed.  420.    The  court  further  said: 
*'  In  ishort,  the  affidavits  seem  to  go  to  the 

authority  of  the  court  to  issue  a  temporary 
injunction,  and,  the  bill  being  sufficient, 
these  affidavits  have  no  bearing  upon  the 
authority  of  the  court,  after  a  final  hearing, 
to  perpetually  enjoin." 

Pleading. —  In  an  action  under  this  sec- 
tion to  enjoin  the  maintenance  of  a  nuisance 
facts  ehould  be  pleaded  tending  to  show  the 
inadequacy  of  the  law  remedy  or  remedies. 
U.  S.  1?.  Cohen,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  268  Fed. 
420. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  213,  sec.  25. 

I.  In  general. 
II.  Seardi  and  seizure. 

1.  Ex-istence  of  right. 

2.  Necessity  of  warrant. 

3.  Affidavit  to  procure. 

4.  Warrant. 

5.  Return  of  warrant. 

6.  Seizure  under  warrant. 

7.  Rights  in  respect  to  property  seized 

illegally. 

I.  In  General 

**  Property  daaigned  for  the  manufacture  of 
liquor." — In  construing  this  phrase  it  has 
been  held  that  if  a  defendant  has  a  still  or 
distilling  apparatus  set  up,  or  wort,  wash, 
and  mash  'fit  for  distillation,  he  violates  the 
National  Prohibition  Act,  because  he  has  in 
his  possession  property  designed  for  the 
manufacture  of  liquor  intendeid  for  use  in 
violating  the  act.  U.  S.  t?.  Puhac,  (W.  D. 
Pa.  1920)   2fii8  Fed.  302. 

A  still  and  mash  conetitute  property 
within  the  meaning  of  thie  section.  U.  S. 
V.  Stafoflf,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)   268  Fed.  417. 

Possession  of  liquor  in  one's  home  is  not 
unlawful  under  this  section.  State  t*.  Helms, 
(1921)  181  N.  C.  566,  107  S.  E.  228,  follow- 
ing iStreet  v.  Idncoln  Safe  Deposit  Go., 
(1920)  264  U.  S.  88,  41  S.  Ct.  31,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  10  A.  L.  R.  1548. 

**  The  exception  applies  to  the  building 
or  to  the  part  of  a  building  that  is  used 
and  occupied  by  the  person  who  is  in  posses- 
sion of  such  intoxicating  liquor.  If  all  of 
the  building  or  the  part  exclusively  occupied 
by  such  person  is  used  as  a  dwelling  only, 
then  such  possession  is  not  unlawful, 
although  other  persons  may  conduct  in  some 
other  part  of  the  same  building,  a  store, 
shop,  saloon,  restaurant,  hotel,  or  boarding 
house."     Rose  v.  U.  S.,    (C.  C.  A.  6tb  Gir. 

1921)  274  Fed.  245. 

Presumption  as  to  unlawful  possession. — 
Where  liquor  was  found  in  the  basement 
or  cellar  vault  of  a  hotel  and  seized  by  the 
internal  revenue  agents  and  title  was  claimad 
by  a  third  person,  the  hotel  owner  disclaim- 
ing ownership,  it  was  held  that  the  attend- 


ing cirrum»tances  and  character  of  the  place 
raised  the  presumption  that  the  liquor  was 
kept  there  in  violation  of  this  section.  U.  S. 
V.  Masters,   (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)   267  Fed.  581. 

"No  property  rights"  in  liquor  as  pre- 
venting it  from  helng  subject  of  larceny. — 
Although  whisky  has  no  market  value  under 
thie  act  except  where  it  is  purchased  and 
kept  under  a  government  permit,  yet  it  has 
an  actual  value  and  may  be  the  subject  of 
larceny.  People  v.  Wilson,  (1921)  298  111. 
257,    131    N.    E.    609,   wherein   it   was    said: 

"  Burglary  may  be  committed  where  per- 
sonal property  which  is  the  subject  of  owner- 
ship is  taken,  and  the  fact  that  the  property 
is  kept  for  an  unlawful  purpose  does  not 
change  the  nature  of  the  crime.  This  has 
been  decided  as  to  intoxicating  liquors  kept 
for  sale  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  a  stat- 
ute, or  property  used  for  gambling  purposes 
contrary  to  law,  or  a  pistol  the  sale-  of  which 
was  forbidden.  State  t\  May,  20  Iowa  305; 
Bales  f.  State,  3  W.  Va.  685;  Commonwealth 
V.  Smith,  129  Mass.  Ill;  Osborne  f.  Stite, 
115  Tenn.  717,  92  S.  W.  853,  5  Ann.  Cas.  797, 
17  R.  C.  L.  29.  The  whisky  had  an  "actual 
value,  whether  it  had  a  market  value  or 
not,  and  was  the  subject  of  larceny." 

R.  S.  sec  3296  (see  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
2d  ed.  56)  is  not  repealed  by  this  section. 
U.  S.  V.  Turner,  (W.  D.  Va.  1920)  266  Fed. 
248. 

II.  Search  and  Seizube 
1.  Existence  of  right 

State  law  permitting  search  and  seizure 
of  private  dwelling. —  Notwithstanding  the 
provision  in  this  section  prohibiting  the  issu- 
ance of  a  search  warrant  to  search  a  private 
dwelling,  a  state  or  a  municipality  acting 
in-  conformity  with  state  laws  may  provide 
for  search  and  seizure.  U.  S.  r.  Viese, 
(W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  273  Fed.  279. 

The  reference  to  the  Bspionage  Act  only 
refers  to  the  proceeding  to  be  followed,  and 
does  not  restrict  the  issuance  of  a  eearch 
warrant  to  cases  involving  property  used  in 
committing  a  felony.  If  that  construction 
were  adopted,  no  search  warrant  could  lie 
issued.  U.  S.  v,  Metzger,  (£.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
270  Fed.  291. 


2.  Necessity  of  Warrant 

In  general. — *'  In  no  case  is  a  prohibition 
officer  or  agent  justified  in  seizing  intoxicat- 
ing liquor  or  other  property  without  a  search 
warrant,  except  as  provided  in  section  26, 
which  makes  it  his  duty  to  seize  all  intoxi- 
cating liquors  found  being  transported  con- 
trary to  law  in  any  wagon,  buggy,  automo- 
bile, water  or  air  craft,  or  other  vehicle. 
Upon  seizure  in  either  case,  however,  the  act 
contemplates  a  remedy  by  orderly  process  of 
law  for  the  disposition  of  the  intoxicating 
liquor  seized.*'  U.  S.  v,  Crossen,  (E.  D.  Pa. 
1920)   264  Fed.  459. 


INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 


545 


PriTate  dwelting. — ^This  act  "provides 
that  no  search  warrant  bhall  issue  to 
search  any  private  dwelling  occupied  as  such, 
unless  it  is  being  used  for  the  unlawful  sale 
of  intoxicating  liquor,  or  is  in  part  used  for 
some  business  purpose.  It  should  not  be 
difficult  fo  keep  within  these  provisions.  If 
in  the  attempted  enforcement  of  the  prohi- 
bition Jaw  a  search  warrant  is  applied  for, 
the  first  inquiry  of  the  judge  or  commis- 
sioner should  be  as  to  the  duiracter  of  the 
place  to  be  searched.  If  it  be  a  private 
dwelling,  tihen  the  inquiry  should  be: 

" '  ^Vliat  evidence  have  you  that  this  place 
is  being  used  for  the  unhiwful  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor? ' 

''If  the  officer  has  no  such  evidence,  he 
should  not  apply  for  the  warrant;  or  if  the 
judge  or  commissioner  is  not  satisfied  with 
the  evidence  offered,  he  should  not  issue  it. 
If  the  officer  is  acting  upon  information,  he 
should  lay  all  the  facts  before  the  judge  or 
coounissioner,  with  the  names  of  the  persons 
from  whom  his  information  is  received. 

"  It  is  not  merely  a  pro  forma  matter,  but 
one  of  utmost  importance,  that  search  war- 
rants should  be  properly  issued  in  the  first 
instance.  They  should  not  be  lightly  applied 
for,  nor  lightly  issued,  as  they  trespass  upon 
the  most  important  rights  of  the  people. 
When  issued,  they  should  be  promptly  served 
and  promptly  returned."  U.  S.  v.  Mitchell, 
(N.  D.  Cal.  1921)  274  Fed.  128,  wherein 
the  court  further  said: 

''Much  confusion  seems  to  exist  among 
the  enforcement  officers  concerning  the  neces- 
sity for  search  warrants  and  their  use.  The 
confusion  arises  generally,  in  my  opinion, 
because  they  are  not  willing  to  be  bound  by 
the  limitations  of  the  Constitution  or  the 
law.  In  pursuing  liquor,  recently  made  an 
outlaw  by  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  to  the 
Ckmstitution,  they  are,  in  their  zeal,  inclined 
to  disregard  other  provisions  of  the  same 
document  equally  sacred  and  far  more  im- 
portant to  the  rights  of  the  people.  The 
language  of  the  Fourth  Amen<£nent  to  the 
Constitution  is  as  follower 

"'The  right  of  the  people  to  be  secure  in 
their  persons,  houses,  papers,  and  effects, 
against  imreasonable  searches  and  seizures, 
shall  not  be  violated,  and  no  warrants  shall 
issue,  but  upon  probable  cause,  supported 
by  oath  or  affirmation,  and  particularly 
describing  the  place  to  be  searched,  and  the 
persons  or  things  to  be  seized.' 

"The  protection  thus  afforded  to  the 
people  can  only  be  insured  by  the  courts. 
It  is  far  more  important  that  the  right  to 
be  secure  in  their  persons,  houses,  and  effects 
be  zealously  guarded  than  that  a .  few  in- 
dividuals be  convicted  of  violating  the  pro- 
hibition or  any  other  law.  It  is  one  of  the 
most,  sacred  rights  that  the  Constitution 
guarantees,  and  officers  sworn  to  defend  the 
Constitution  should  be  the  first  to  recognize 
and    defend    it.     There   is   nothing   obscure 
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about  it;  the  language  is  plain,  and  means 
what  it  says." 

The  search  of  a  private  dwelling  and  the 
seizure  of  intoxicating  liquor  found  therein, 
without  a  warrant,  is  unlaifeful  and  not  ex- 
cused by  a  pretended  consent  obtained  by  a 
show  of  force  and  firearms.  U.  S.  v.  Mar- 
quette, (N.  D.  Cal.  1920)  271  Fed.  120, 
wherein  the  court  said: 

"  The  liquor  was  in  a  private  home,  where 
liquor  might  lawfully  be,  and  could  not  be 
taken  therefrom  without  a  warrant,  except 
upon  consent  of  the  occupants  of  the  home, 
voluntarily  given.  A  consent  accorded  to  a 
show  of  arms,  even  though  no  open  objection 
be  made,  will  not  be  regarded  as  voluntary. 
The  outlawing  of  liquor  by  the  Eighteenth 
Amendment  did  not  abrogate  eilSier  the 
Fourth  or  Fifth  Amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution, and  the  zeal  of  the  enforcement 
officers  in  pursuing  this  recent  outlaw  can- 
not be  permitted  to  carry  them  without  war- 
rant across  the  threshold  of  the  home. 

'"The  right  of  the  people  to  be  secure  in 
their  persons,  houses,  papers,  and  effects, 
against  unreasonable  searches  and  seizures, 
shall  not  be  violated,  and  no  warrants  shall 
issue,  but  upon  probable  cause,  supported 
by  oath  or  affirmation,  and  particularly 
describing  the  place  to  be  searched,  and  the 
persons  and  things  to  be  seized.' 

"Such  is  the  language  of  the  Fourth 
Amendment.  The  protection  thus  afforded 
can  only  be  insured  by  the  courts.  Every 
case  arising  must,  of  course,  be  determined 
upon  the  facts  of  that  particular  case;  and 
where,  as  here,  the  record  shows  an  invita- 
tion to  enter,  but  also  shows  the  presence  of 
shotguns  and  pistols,  I  cannot  disassociate 
the  one  from  the  other.  As  there  was  no 
warrant  either  to  search  the  premises  or 
seize  the  liquor,  and  as  the  only  justification 
pleaded  is  that  of  '  invitation  to  enter,  and 
consent  to  the  seizure,'  imder  the  circum- 
stances recited,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the 
motion  for  an  order  for  the  return  of  the 
property  should  be  granted  upon  the  plead- 
ings." 

A  private  dwelling  does  not  lose  its  char- 
acter as  such  and  become  a  distillery  from  the 
fact  that  evidence  procured  on  an  unlawful 
search  disclosed  a  home  made  still  in  opera- 
tion. U.  8.  V.  Kelih,  (S.  D.  lU.  1921)  272 
Fed.  4S4. 

Evidence  obtained  in  a  search  of  a  private 
dwelling  under  a  state  law  may  be  used  in 
a  prosecution  under  the  National  Prohibition 
Act,  the  purpose  of  the  provision  in  this  sec^ 
tion  against  the  search  of  a  private  dwelling 
not  being  to  establish  a  special  rule  of  evi- 
dence for  prosecutions  under  the  act  but 
rather  to  define  probable  cause  under  the  act 
for  search.  U.  S.  t.  Viess,  (W.  D.  Wash. 
1921)  273  Fed.  279. 

Garage. — 'The  entry  without  permission, 
express  or  implied,  into  a  private  garage, 
without  warranty  on  a  mission  of  search  and 
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seizure,  by  prohibition  agents  of  the  United 
States,  is  unlawful.  U.  S.  v.  Slusser,  (S.  D. 
Ohio  1921)  270  Fed.  818,  wherein  the  court 
:  said :  "  The  right  of  the  people  to  be  secure 
'  in  their  houses  and  effects  against  unreason- 
able searches  and  seizures  is  not  limited  to 
dwelling  houses  but  extends  to  a  garage  used 
personally  and  for  hire." 

Search  of  arrested  person. —  Where  agents 
have  properly  arrested  a  person  they  have 
the  right  to  search  his  person  as  an  incident 
of  the  arrest.  U.  S.  v.  Kraus,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1921)   270  Fed.  578. 

Sense  of  smell  indicating  presence  of  still 
as  justifying  search  without  warrant. —  In 
U.  S.  17.  Borkowski,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  268 
Fed.  408,  it  appeared  that  a  warrant  had 
been  issued  for  the  search  of  a  nearby  house. 
While  engaged  in  the  search,  the  officers 
smelled  raisins  in  the  process  of  cooking 
somewhere.  They  saw  a  light  in  the  cellar 
of  a  house,  perhaps  two  or  tiiree  doors  away. 
Persons  could  be  seen  there  moving  around. 
The  officers  went  to  such  house  and,  enter- 
ing the  cellar,  found  a  still  in  operation. 
They  discovered  the  defendants  in  the  com- 
mission of  an  act  of  a  criminal  character,  a 
felony,  and,  having  declared  their  purpose 
to  search  the  premises,  proceeded  to  do  so. 
The  evidence,  although  somewhat  contro- 
verted, is  that  there  was  no  objection  made 
by  either  of  the  defendants  to  the  search, 
and  that  one  of  them  assented  to  its  making; 
but  the  pending  application  may  be  decidied 
without  determining  that  question  one  way 
or  the  other.  The  fact  is  admitted  that 
raisins  were  cooking  on  a  stove  in  that 
cellar,  that  a  still  was  in  fact  in  operation, 
that  raisin  whisky  and  mash  were  found, 
and  that  the  articles  used  in  making  the 
whisky  and  in  the  process  of  distillation 
were  seized.  ^Defendant  admitted  then  and  at 
his  trial  that  he  "was  making  a  little 
whisky  for  Easter."  The  court  said :  "  If  an 
officer  may  arrest  when  he  actually  sees  the 
commission  of  a  misdemeanor  or  a  felony, 
why  may  he  not  do  the  same,  if  the  sense  of 
smell  informs  him  that  a  crime  is  being  com- 
mitted? Sight  is  but  one  of  the  senses,  and 
an  officer  may  be  so  trained  that  the  sense 
of  smell  is  as  unerring  as  the  sense  of 
sight.  These  officers  have  said  that  there  is 
that  in  the  i  odor  of  boiling  raisins  which 
through  their  experience  told  them  that  a 
crime  in  violation  of  the  revenue  law  was 
in  progress.  That  they  were  so  skilled  that 
they  could  thus  detect  through  the  sense  of 
§mell  is  not  controverted.  I  see  no  reason 
why  the  power  to  arrest  may  not  exist,  if  the 
act  of  commission  appeals  to  the  sense  of 
smell  as  well  as  to  that  of  sight.'' 

Insufficient  evidence  of  consent  to  search. 
— ^A  search  permitted  by  a  person  after  decla- 
ration by  the  prohibition  officer,  with  a  dis- 
play of  his  badge,  that  they  were  there  to 
search  the  premises,  was  not  by  such  consent 
as  will  amount  to  a  waiver  of  constitutional 


rights,  but,  on  the  contrary,  is  to  be  attrib- 
uted to  a  peaceful  submission  to  officers  of 
the  law.  U.  S.  v.  Slusser,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1921) 
270  Fed.  818. 

3.  Affidavit  to  Procure 

In  general.—  "  Under  the  act  of  1917  ( 1918 
Supp.  p.  128  et  seq.),  a  search  warrant  can- 
not be  issued,  except  upon  probable  cause 
supported  by  affidavit  naming  or  describing 
the  person  and  particularly  describing  the 
property  and  place  to  be  searched."  U.  S.  9. 
Rykowski,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  267  Fed.  866. 

The  commissioner,  before  issuing  the  war- 
rant, must  examine  on  oath  the  complainant 
and  any  witnesses  he  may  produce,  and  must 
require  their  affidavits  or  take  their  deposi- 
tions in  writing  and  cause  them  to  be  sub- 
scribed by  the  parties  making  them.  U.  8. 
V.  Rykowski,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  267  Fed.  866. 

The  affidavits  or  depositions  must  set  forth 
the  facts  tending  to  establish  the  grounds 
of  the  application  or  probable  cause  for  be- 
lieving them  to  exist. 

Facts  and  not  beliefs  furnished. — Where 
an  affiant  merely  swears  that  he  has  good 
reason  to  believe  and  does  verily  believe  cer- 
tain things  but  does  not  in  any  instance 
affirmatively  swear  that  anything  is  true  and 
does  not  state  any  facts  or  circumstances 
which  will  enable  the  United  States  commis- 
sioner to  determine  whether  there  was  prob- 
able cause  for  his  belief  the  affidavits  are 
insufficient  and  a  search  warrant  should  not 
issue.  U.  S.  i;.  Rykowski,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920) 
267  Fed.  866. 

"  No  search  warrant  shall  be  issued  unless 
the  judge  has  first  been  furnished  with  facts 
under  oath  —  not  suspicions,  beliefs,  or  sur- 
mises, but  ftfcts  —  which,  when  the  law  is 
properly  applied  to  them,  tend  to  establish 
the  necessary  legal  conclusions,  or  facts 
which,  when  the  law  is  properly  applied  to 
them,  tend  to  establish  probable  cause  for 
belief  that  the  legal  conclusion  is  right.  The 
inviolability  of  the  accused's  home  is  to  be 
determined  by  the  facts,  not  by  rumor,  sus- 
picion, or  guesswork.  If  the  facts  afford  the 
legal  basis  for  the  search  warrant,  the  ac- 
cused must  take  the  consequences.  But 
equally  there  must  be  consequences  for  the 
accuser  to  face.  If  the  sworn  accusation  is 
based  on  fiction,  the  accuser  must  take  the 
chance  of  punishment  for  perjury.  'Hence  the 
necessity  of  a  sworn  statement  of  facts,  be- 
cause one  cannot  be  convicted  of  perjury  for 
having  a  belief,  though  the  belief  be  utterly 
unfounded  in  fact  and  law.  The  finding  of 
the  legal  conclusion  or  of  probable  cause  from 
the  e^ibited  facts  is  a  judicial  function,  and 
it  cannot  be  delegated  by  the  judge  to  the 
accuser."  U.  S.  t?.  Kelih,  (S.  D.  lU.  1921) 
272  Fed.  484. 

Description  of  premises. — ^An  affidavit  on 
which  a  search  warrant  is  issued  has  been 
held  to  sufficiently  describe  the  premises  tg 
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be  searched  where  the  property  is  described 
by  street  and  i^iimber,  and  it  is  stated  that 
they  are  occupied  as  a  saloon  and  dwelling. 
U.  S.  t?.  Friedman,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  267  Fed. 
856. 

Where  two  streets  have  the  same  name  ex- 
cept that  they  are  distinguished  by  the  added 
words  "  north  '*  and  '*  south  **  a  designation 
of  the  street  on  which  the  premises  are  lo- 
cated by  its  common  name  without  specifying 
whether- "  north  "  or  "  south  "  is  insufficient. 
U.  S.  V.  Rykowski,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  287 
Fed.  866. 

Property  nied  as  means  of  committing 
felony. — "  It  is  not  necessary,  in  order  to 
have  a  search  warrant  under  the  National 
Prohibition  Act,  to  set  out  in  the  affidavit 
that  the  property  was  used  as  a  meane  of 
committing  a  felony,  which  is  one  of  the 
grounds  upon  which  a  search  warrant  may 
issue  under  the  Espionage  Act."  tJ.  S.  f. 
Friedman,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  267  Fed.  856. 

Sufficiency. — ^An  affidavit  that  "  a  violation 
of  the  National  Prohibition  Act  has  been 
committed,  and  affiant  further  states  that  he 
has  reason  to  believe  that  there  are  illegally 
manufactured  liquors  and  an  illicit  still  are 
now  concealed  in  or  on  the  premises,"  etc., 
is  insufficient  of  itself  to  warrant  the  judicial 
officer  to  find  that  a  violation  of  the  National 
Prohibition  Act  has  been  in  fact  committed 
as  the  witness  attempts  to  find  the  ultimate 
fact,  which  must  be  ascertained  by  the  officer 
authorizing  the  issuance  of  the  warrant.  U. 
S.  V.  Kelih,  (S.  D.  111.  1921)  272  Fed.  484. 

Affidavits  which  are  made  by  a  federal 
prohibition  agent  and  which  set  out  that  the 
premises  are  occupied  as  a  saloon  and  dwell- 
ing, that  on  a  day  and  hour  stated  the  affiant 
purchased  intoouoating  liquor  there,  and 
which  farther  set  out  the  kind  and  quantity 
of  liquor  purchased,  and  that  it  contained 
one-half  of  1  per  cent  or  more  of  alcohol, 
also  setting  out  the  sum  paid  for  the  liquor,' 
state  facts  on  which  the  commissioner  can 
find  probable  cause  to  believe  that  an  offense 
against  the  National  Prohibition  Act  has 
been  committed  on  the  premises  and  which 
will  justify  the  issuance  of  a  search  warrant. 
U.  S.  V.  Friedman,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  267  Fed. 
856. 

4.  Warrant 

Presumption  of  validity.— The  court  will 
not  assume  that  a  search  warrant  is  void 
where  the  petition  for  the  return  of  papers 
seized  contains  loose  allegations  of  its  in- 
sufficiency and  neither  the  warrant  nor  its 
supporting  papers  are  presented.  U.  S.  v. 
Kraus,  {S;.D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270  Fed.  578. 

A  search  at  night  has  been  held  to  be  in 
disregard  of  the  law  where  the  warrant  con- 
tained no  directi<m  that  it  might  be  served 
at  any  time  of  the  day  or  night.  U.  S.  v, 
Rykowski,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  267  Fed.  866. 

Amendment  of  warrant. —  Search  warrants 
are  of  such  grave  importance  that  they  may 
be  amended,   if  at   all,  only   by  the  officer 


issuing  them,  and  then  only  in  conformity 
with  the  affidavits  or  depositions  upon  which 
they  are  based.  They  cannot  be  amended  by 
the  officers  on  a  telephone  communication 
from  the  commissioner.  IJ.  S.  v.  Mitchell, 
(N.  D.  Cal.  1921)  274  Fed.  128. 

5.  Return  of  Warrant 

The  failure  to  make  a  return  of  a  search 
warrant  is  only  an  irregularity  which  may 
be  corrected  on  motion.  U.  S.  v.  Kraus, 
(8.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270  Fed.  578. 

*'  The  failure  of  the  officer  to  whom  a  search 
warrant  is  directed  to  make  a  return  thereof 
cannot  invalidate  the  search  or  seizure  made 
by  authority  of  such  warrant.  If  ttie  officer 
neglects  to  do  this,  he  can  be  required  to 
make  return  of  the  writ  at  any  later  time, 
or  if  the  person  whose  premises  were  searched 
or  whose  property  was  seized  is  injured  in 
any  way  by  the  failure  to  make  this  return, 
the  officer  failing  to  make  such  return  is 
liable  to  him  in  damages.  The  making  of 
the  return  is  merely  a  ministerial  act,  to  be 
performed  after  the  warrant  is  executed." 
Kose  V.  U.  S.,  (C  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  246. 

6.  Seizure  under  Warrant 

Seizure  of  books  and  papers. —  It  hae  been 
held  that  when  books  required  under  section 
3318  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (4  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  2d  ed.  71)  are  not  kept  or  are  kept 
insufficiently,  all  documents  showing  trans- 
actions which  should  be  so  recorded  may  be 
seized  on  search  warrant  imder  the  pertinent 
provisions  of  the  Espionage  Act.  U.  S.  v. 
Kraus,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270  Fed.  578. 

Right  to  remove  locked  safe.-;- In  U.  S. 
f.  Metzger,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  270  Fed. 
291,  the  point  involved  was  whether  the  gov- 
ernment, having  concededly  a  right  to  enter 
and  search  the  premises,  and  being  refused 
permission  to  search  a  locked  safe  therein 
contained,  might  take  the  safe  into  possession 
for  a  reasonable  time  till  it  could  he  forcibly 
opened.    The  court  declared: 

"  I  think  this  question  must  be  answered 
in  the  affirmative.  The  power  conferred  by 
such  a  warrant  to  break  a^d  enter  premises 
by  force,  if  necessary,  must  carry  with  it 
power  to  take  all  reasonable  measures  which 
may  be  rendered  necessary  by  resistance  to 
ascertain  what  the  actusi  contents  of  the 
premises  may  be.  The  act  of  the  defendant 
in  locking  the  safe  and  in  refusing  to  open 
it  upon  demand  might  render  a  search  war- 
rant of  no  value.  The  officers  of  the  govern- 
ment would  be  authorized  to  open  the  locked 
door  of  a  closet  in  order  to  make  a  search; 
they  were  authorized  to  open  by  force,  if 
necessary,  this  safe.  Metzger  should  not  be 
heard  now  to  complain  of  the  act  of  the 
officers  in  taking  steps  to  prevent  property  of 
evidential  value  from  being  removed  and  the 
warrant  rendered  of  no  value." 
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7.  lUghta  in  Respect  to  Property  Seized 

Illegally 

The  evidence  obtained  on  an  unwarranted 
search  for  intoxicating  liquor  cannot  be  used 
either  to  secure  the  owner's  conviction  or  to 
forfeit  his  property,  if  petition  for  its  return 
is  presented  to  the  court  before  trial.  U.  S. 
V,  Slufiser,  (S.  D.  Ohio  192fl)  270  Fed.  818, 
wherein  the  court  said: 

"An  unlawful  search  cannot  be  justified  by 
what  is  found.  A  search  that  is  unlawful 
when  it  begins  is  not  made  lawful  when  it 
ends  by  the  discovery  and  seizure  of  liquor. 
It  was  against  such  prying,  on  the  chance  of 
discovery,  that  the  constitutional  amendment 
was  intended  to  protect  the  people." 

To  permit  the  government  to  use  the  evi- 
dence gained  upon  an  unlawful  search  in  the 
prosecution  of  a  criminal  case  would  be  to 
compel  defendant  to  ^ve  evidence  against 
himself  within  the  meaning  of  the  Fifth 
Amendment  to  the  Constitution.  U.  S.  v. 
Kelih,  (S.  D.  111.  1921)  272  Fed.  484,  wherem 
it  was  said: 

**  It  is  further  contended,  because  the 
Volstead  Act  provides  that  there  shall  be  no 
property  rights  in  illicit  liquors,  or  ap- 
paratus for  their  manufacture,  that  therefore 
the  property  in  question  does  not  come  within 
the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Amendments.  The 
reason  for  a  return  of  property  in  all  oases 
of  this  character  is  not  based  upon  property 
rights  so  much  as  the  personal  security  af- 
forded by  the  Fifth  Amendment,  which  re- 
lieves a  man  from  being  compelled  to  be  a 
witness  against  himself  in  a  criminal  case. 
To  permit  the  government*  in  this  case  to 
retain  possessdon  of  the  property  described  in 
the  motion,  and  use  it  in  the  trial  of  the 
case  before  the  jury,  would  be  in  legal  effect 
to  require  this  defendant  to  be  a  witness 
against  himself  in  a  criminal  case,  which  i« 
clearly  prohibited  by  the  Constitution." 

Property  seized  by  state  officers. —  On  a 
prosecution  in  the  federal  court  for  a  viola- 
tion of  the  federal  Act  bottles  of  whisky  were 
declared  not  to  be  inadmissible  in  evidence 
because  seized  by  state  officers  without  a 
search  warrant.  U.  S.  v.  O'Dowd,  (N".  D. 
Ohio  1921)  273  Fed.  600;  U.  S.  f.  Burnside. 
(W.  D.  Wis.  1921)  273  Fed.  603.  In  the 
latter  case  it  was  said: 

"The  United  States  had  no  part  in  secur- 
ing the  search  warrants  in  question,  nor  in 
executing  the  same.  The  proceedings  were 
carried  on  by  the  police  officers  of  the  city  of 
Superior  prior  to  the  time  when  any  pro- 
ceedings were  taken  by  the  United  States 
government,  and"  it  appears  from  the  testi- 
mony taken  in  connection  with  this  applica- 
tion that  the  proceedings  by  the  city  officers 
were  entirely  independent  of  the  United 
States  government  or  any  of  its  agents,  and 
that  it  was  some  time  after  the  search  had 
been  executed  and  the  liquor  seized  that  the 
police  officers  of  the  city  of  Superior  deliv- 
ered the  liquor  so  seized  to  the  Ignited  States 


attornov  for  use  as  evidence  in  the  pending 
proceeding.  While  it  is  well  settled  that 
competent  evidence  tending  to  prove  crime  is 
rendered  inadmissible,  where  it  has  been 
secured  by  federal  officers  by  unlawful  search 
and  seizure  in  violation  of  the  Fourth  Amend- 
ment, or  where  its  admission  is  deemed  a 
violation  of  the  Fifth  Amendment  to  the 
Constitution  (Boyd  t>.  U.  S.,  116  U.  8.  616, 
6  Sup.  Ct.  524,  29  L.  ed.  746;  Adams  f?.  New 
York,  192  U.  S.  586,  24  Sup.  Gt.  372,  48  L.  ed. 
575;  Weeks  V.  U.  S.,  232  U.  S.  383.  34 
Sup.  Ct.  341,  58  L.  ed.  652,  L.  K.  A.  1915B, 
834,  Ann.  Cob.  1916C,  1177),  and  this  rule 
has  recently  been  applied  by  the  Supreme 
Court  to  contraband  articles  in  the  case  of 
Amos  V.  U.  S.,  in  an  opinion  handed  down 
February  28,  1921,  254  U.  S.  — ,  41  Sup. 
Ct.  266,  66  L.  ed.  — ,  I  know  of  no  caM 
where  such  effect  has  be«i  given  to  the  tres- 
passes of  strangers  to  the  government." 

Where  a  warrant  is  Itased  on  information 
obUined  at  the  time  of  making  an  unlawful 
search,  papers  seized  under  the  warrant  can- 
not be  retained.  U.  S.  v.  Krans,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1921)  2.70  Fed.  678. 

Seizure  made  on  warrant  afterward  va- 
cated.—  Where  a  seizure  of  liquors  and 
books  and  papers  was  illegal  because  made 
on  a  search  warrant  afterward  vacated  by 
the  commissioner  who  issued  it,  a  motion  to 
impound  the  property  will  be  denied.  U.  S. 
V.  PoraiBBo,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  19ai)  272  Fed.  276. 

Property  illegally  seised  held  on  a  second 
warrant. — ^Where  the  original  entry  into  the 
defendant's  home  was  unlawful,  the  seizure 
of  property  at  that  time  is  therefore  unlaw- 
ful and  cannot  be  cured  by  another  warrant 
issued  on  information  thereby  secured,  and 
property  so  taken  will  be  ordered  restored. 
U.  S.  t?.  Mitchell,  (N.  D.  Cal.  1921)  274 
Fed.  128. 

1919Supp.,  p.  214,  sec.  26. 

I.  In  general. 
II.  Extent  of  right  of  seizure. 

III.  Forfeiture  and  sale. 

IV.  Grounds  for  relief  from  forfeiture, 
V.  Return  of  vehicle. 

I.  In  General 

Remedy  exclusive. —  The  remedy  provided 
by  this  Act  for  the  forfeiture  of  vehicles  when 
transporting  liquor  is  exclusive.  The  Good- 
hope,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  268  Fed.  694. 

Procedure  as  jurisdictional. —  The  proced- 
ure provided  in  this  act  is  not  merely  di- 
.  rectory  and  cumulative,  but  H  jurisdictionaL 
This  statute  gives  a  new  power,  a  power  to 
divest  title  from  the  owner  of  property,  and 
the  statute  provides  means  of  enforcing  such 
power,  which  is  controlling.  U.  S.  v.  Hydes, 
(W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  267  Fed.  470;  U.  8.  v. 
Graham,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  267  Fed.  472. 

£ffect  of  section  on  R.  S.  sec.  3450. —  It 
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has  been  held  that  this  section  repeals  sec- 
tion 3450  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (4  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  311)  in  respect  to  the 
forfeiture  of  vehicles  in  which  liquor  has 
been  illegally  transported.  U.  S.  v.  One 
Haynes  Automobile,  (S.  D.  Fla.  1920)  268 
Fed.  1003,  wherein  the  court  said:  "The 
transportation  of  the  liquor  is  clearly  one 
which,  if  illegal,  would  violate  the  Volstead 
Act,  and  would  subject  the  vehicle  to  for- 
feiture according  to  the  provision  of  that 
.act.  It  is  not,  therefore,  to  be  assumed  that 
Coi^ess  intended  to  provide  for  the  for- 
feiture of  vehicles  under  section  26  of  the 
Volstead  Act,  with  its  provisions  for  pre- 
serving the  rights  of  third  persons,  and  still 
leave  them  subject  to  be  forfeited  under  the 
more  drastic  provisions  of  Kevised  Statutes, 
t  3450." 

In  another  case,  however,  it  has  been  said: 
''Distilled  liquors  whether  produced  under 
permit  for  lawful  purposes  or  in  violation 
of  law,  are  still  'a  commodity  in  respect 
whereof  a  tax  is  imposed,'  in  the  language 
of  Rev  St.  §  3460,  and  its  provisions  are 
applicable  to  a  case  within  them,  unless  de- 
feated by  inconsistent  provisions  of  the  Pro- 
hibition Act.  The  suggestion  that  repeal  was 
intended  because  the  whole  subject  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  was  covered  is  answered  by 
the  express  language  to  the  contrary  in  sec- 
tion 35.  Section  26  is  not  only  reconcilable 
with  Rev.  St.  §  3450,  but  applies  to  a  sub- 
stantially different  subject-matter.  ...  In 
terms  it  applies  only  when  '  a  person  is  dis- 
covered in  the  act  of  transporting  in  viola- 
tion of  law.'  The  officer  must  'at  once  pro- 
ceed against  the  person  arrested  under  the* 
provisions  of  this  title,'  and  '  the  court  upon 
conviction  of  the  person '  orders  a  sale.  This 
section  seems  to  apply  mily  when  a  person 
is  caught  and  can  be  prosecuted.  The  pro- 
vision at  the  end  of  it  as  to  no  claimant 
appearing  is  not  to  the  contrary,  for  the 
person  transporting  or  possessing  the  liquor 
and  the  claimant  of  the  vehicle  need  not  be 
the  same  person.  And  again  only  unlawful 
transportation  or  possession  is  the  occasion 
of  the  forfeiture.  Since  the  person  is  to  be 
'  prosecuted  under  the  provisions  of  this  title/ 
it  is  appar^it  that  transportation  or  posses- 
sion in  violation  of  this  title  is  the  unlawful 
transportation  and  possession  meant.  By 
title  2,  §  3,  transportation  and  possession  are 
made  unlawful,  except  as  authorized  in  the 
act.  By  section  6  transportation  without  a 
permit,  and  by  section  10  transportation 
without  making  the  prescribed  records,  is 
condemned.  By  section  33  possession  after 
February  1,  1020,  is  prima  facie  unlawful. 
But  none  of  these  unlawful  acts  have  any 
reference  to  the  nonpayment  of  taxes  and 
may  occur  equally  of  taxed  or  untaxed  liquor. 
Rev.  St.  §  3450  deals  only  with  untaxed 
liquor,  and  may  extend  to  cases  of  deposit 
and  concealment,  as  well  as  transportation, 
and  to  cases  where  no  person  can  be  con- 
nected with  the  transportation  or  deposit  so 


as  to  be  prosecuted.  The  forfeiture  arises 
from  no  illegality  under  the  Prohibition  Act, 
but  wholly  under  the  revenue  law.  The  causes 
of  action  are  unlike  and  independent  of  each 
other.  It  is  true  that  an  automobile  trans- 
porting untaxed  intoxicating  liquors  without 
permit  may  trangress  both  statutes  at  the 
same  time,  but  that  results  only  in  giving 
the  United  States  an  election  as  to  which 
cause  of  forfeiture  it  will  pursue.  Rev.  St. 
§  3450  still  has  its  place  in  the  law,  and  the 
remedy  under  it  may  be  sustained  in  this 
case,  if  the  facts  alleged  are  proven."  U.  S. 
V.  One  Essex  Touring  Automobile,  (N.  D.  Ga. 
1920  266  Fed.  138. 

Forfeiture  of  vesaeL —  In  order  that  intoxi- 
cating liquor  may  have  a  legal  status  as 
merchandise,  it  must  come  into  the  United 
States  in  harmony  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Prohibition  Act>  which  requires  as  a  pre- 
requisite a  permit  from  the  commissioner.  No 
permit  having  been  issued,  it  cannot  be  en- 
tered at  the  custom  house;  it  is  contraband 
the  instant  it  comes  into  the  United  States 
and  the  vessel  carrying  it  is  subject  to  for- 
feiture under  this  section.  The  Goodhope, 
(W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  268  Fed.  694. 

**Boat  ...  or  water  craft."— In  constru- 
ing this  phrase  as  not  including  a  vessel  of 
about  2,600  gross  tonnage  it  was  said:  "  The 
words  used  as  applicable  to  the  means  of 
transportation  by  water  are  *  water  craft ' 
and  '  boat.'  Ordinarily  the  term  '  boat '  and 
the  term  '  craft '  are  applied  to  water  trans- 
porting conveyances  of  small  character.  As 
a  rule,  the  word  'boat'  is  used  somewhat 
in  contradiction  to  the  word  '  vessel '  — '  ves- 
sel' being  a  boat  of  larger  size,  generally 
one  fitted  to  na\agate  the  high  seas;  while 
'  boat '  as  a  rule  was  applied  to  an  undecked, 
small,  open  vessel. 

"Anterior  to  the  application  of  propulsion 
to  small  boats  by  means  of  gasoline,  so  as 
to  bring  them  within  the  class  of  self-pro- 
pelled vessels,  the  word  '  boat '  was  usually 
applied  to  small,  open  vessels  only,  pro- 
pelled by  oars  in  the  hands  of  oarsmen;  al- 
though poetically,  and  otherwise,  the  term 
'  boat '  may  be  sometimes  applied  to  a  vessel 
of  any  size.  The  word  'water  craft,'  or  the 
term  '  craft,'  as  usually  used,  was  applied  to 
small  vessels  generally  engaged  in  coastwise 
or  domestic  navigation.  For  larger  vessels, 
as  used  in  the  present  day,  especially  in  the 
case  of  large  iron  steamships,  the  terms 
*  steamer,'  '  steamship,'  or  '  vessel '  are  gen- 
erally used.  Unless,  therefore,  the  generality 
of  the  language  of  the  statute  be  sufficient 
to  embrace  vessels  used  in  water  transporta- 
tion, of  any  size;  and  of  any  kind,  the  words 
of  the  statute  in  this  case  would  not  cover  a 
large  iron  steamship. 

"  But,  more  than  this,  the  intention  of  the 
statute  is  to  be  regarded.  The  intention  of 
the  statute  is  that  the  officer  shall  seize  water 
craft  or  boat  or  land  means  of  transporta- 
tion which  are  actually  engaged  in  the  trans- 
portation of  intoxicating  liquors  as  its  pur- 
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pose  so  to  say.  Where  that  purpose  is  merely 
incidental,  and  carried  on  illegally  by  some 
one  upon  the  vehicle  or  water  craft,  it  would 
not  necessarily  come  within  the  purport  and 
intention  of  the  law  to  seize  the  conveyance. 
An  automobile  carrying  liquor,  and  evidently 
engaged  in  it  for  that  purpose,  for  the  occa- 
sion, at  least,  would  clearly  be  within  the 
terms  of  the  law.  But  a  railway  train,  upon 
which  liquor  may  be  found,  which  is  being 
illegally  transported  by  some  employee  or 
passenger,  would  not  be  liable  to  summary 
seizure,  as  would  be  an  automobile.  So,  a 
small  or  comparatively  small  boat  or  sailing 
boat,  or  gasoline-  or  steam-propelled  small 
vessel,  which  at  the  time  it  is  used  for  that 
purpose,  at  the  time,  as  the  main  purpose  of 
its  then  employment,  would  be  subject  to 
seizure  under  the  statute.  But  if  a  large 
vessel  of  10,000  tons,  engaged  in  general 
commerce,  such  as  the  transportation  of  gen- 
oral  merchandise,  as  its  purpose  and  object, 
had  liquor  aboard  only  incidentally,  through 
the  unlawful  act  of  some  member  of  the  crew, 
it  would  not  necessarily  be  subject  to  seizure. 
The  ancient  and  immemorial  maxim  of  the 
law  is  that  s'hips  were  made  to  plow  the 
seas,  and  should  be  released,  as  far  as  poe- 
Bible,  from  all  detention  that  would  prevent 
them  from  accomplishing  that  main  and 
primary  purpose."  The  Saxon,  (E.  D.  S.  C. 
1921)  269  Fed.  689. 

Transportation  and  removal  from  wara- 
honse  diatingnished. —  '^iPailure  to  pay  the 
tax  <m  the  liquor  before  removing  it  from 
the  bonded  warehouse,  or  to  remove  it  during 
the  absence  of  the  storekeeper  or  without 
his  knowledge,  which  are  denounced  by  the 
earlier  act,  are  a  different  class  of  offenses 
from  those  of  transporting  liquor  without  a 
permit,  or  without  complying  with  the  other 
requirements  of  the  Enforcement  Act,  rela- 
tive to  transportation.  And  a  conviction  or 
acquittal  of  any  or  all  of  one  class  would 
not  exempt  the  defendant  from  prosecution 
or  conviction  of  any  or  all  of  the  other  class." 
U.  S.  V,  Freideridcs,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1921)  273 
Fed.  188. 

n.  Extent  of  Eight  of  Seizttbb 

V^cle  actually  engaged  in  illegal  trana- 
portation. —  "  The  highest  degree  of  evidence, 
viz,  that  an  officer  of  the  law  perceive  some 
person  in  the  act  of  illegal  transportation, 
is  necessary.  Seizure  of  the  vehicle  can  only 
be  made  when  liquor  is  seized.  The  law 
does  not  forfeit  all  vehicles  at  some  time 
used  for  illegal  transportation  of  liquor, 
but  only  those  taken  in  the  act.  One  may 
be  convicted  of  illegal  transportation,  yet 
the  vehicle  will  not  be  forfeited,  unless  seized 
at  the  time.  .  .  .  The  seizing  officer  is 
to  have  the  vehicle  in  possession  on  the  day 
of  the  trial  of  the  person  arrested,  to  abide 
the  judgment  in  the  same  proceeding.  Should 
the  defendant  be  acquitted,  the  automobile 
must  be  released,  for  it  is  only  upon  con- 


viction that  its  sale  may  be  ordered."  U.  8. 
V.  Slusser,   (S.  D.  Ohio  1921)   270  Fed.  818. 

Seizure  after  transportation  haa  ended. — 
Under  the  provision  in  this  section  aa  to  the 
taking  of  the  vehicle  while  in  the  act  of 
illegal  transportation  the  taking  of  a  vehicle 
subsequent  to  transportation  and  without 
process  is  without  warrant  of  law.  U.  S.  v. 
Hydes,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  267  Fed.  470; 
U.  S.  r.  Graham,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  267 
Fed.  472. 

Automobile  in  garage. —  In  the  case  of  ivn 
automobile  with  liquor  in  it  seized  while  in 
a  garage  where  there  was  no  evidence  to  show 
that  the  liquor  had  been  transported  or  was 
in  the  automobile  for  the  purpose  of  trans- 
portation it  was  held  that  there  could  not 
be  a  forfeiture  of  the  automobile.  U.  S.  v. 
Slusser,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1921)  270  Fed.  818. 
The  court  said: 

"  In  the  present  case  the  automobile  was 
standing  in  the  garage  with  liquor  in  it. 
The  dejfendant  was  in  his  house,  eating  his 
breakfast.  The  government  does  not  claim 
that  the  defendant  had  theretofore  been  seen 
using  it  for  the  illegal  transportation 
charged.  The  evidence  might  perhaps  justify 
an  inference  that  the  liquor  had  been  trans- 
ported in  the  automobile  to  the  garage,  or 
that  the  liquor  was  loaded  with  intent  to 
transport  it  from  the  garage,  or  that  it  was 
temporarily  halted  in  the  progress  of  trans- 
portation. But  this  is  not  the  degree  of  proof 
required  to  warrant  seizure.  The  evidence 
does  not  show  that  any  one  was  discovered 
in  the  act  of  transporting.  It  is  not  neces- 
sary that  the  vehicle  should  be  discovered 
while  actually  in  motion,  but  it  is  necessary 
that  some  one  should  be  discovered  perform- 
ing some  act  in  furtherance  of  transportation 
and  the  government's  own  evidence  here 
shows  that  no  one  was  caught  in  such  an  act 
at  the  time  the  seizure  was  made." 

III.  FOBFEITUBE   AND    SALE 

Essential  elements. —  '*  'the  forfeiture  of  an 
automobile,  imder  the  twenty-sixth  section  of 
the  Volstead  Law,  must  be  in  strict  pur- 
suance to  the  terms  thereof.  United  States 
17.  Hydes,  (D.  C.)  267  Fed.  471;  The  Good- 
hope,  268  Fed.  694.  The  following  elements 
are  essential: 

(1)  That  an  officer  of  the  law  discover 
some  person  in  the  act  of  illegally  trans- 
porting liquor  in  a  vehicle. 

(2)  The  seizure  of  the  liquor  so  trans- 
ported or  possessed. 

(3)  The  seizure  of  the  vehicle  and  arrest 
of  the  person. 

(4)  That  the  officer  proceed  against  th« 
person  and  retain  the  vehicle,  unless  re- 
delivered to  the  owner,  upon  giving  bond  to 
return  it  to  the  custody  of  the  officer  on 
the  day  of  trial  to  abide  the  judgment  of  the 
court. 

(5)  Conviction  of  the  person  and  order  of 
sale  of  the  vehicle. 

(6)  Distribution  of  the  proceeds.*'  U.  S. 
r.  Slusser,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1921)  270  Fed.  818. 


INTOXICATING  LIQUORS 


551 


"The  intent  of  tlie  Congress  as  disclosed 
in  section  26  is  clearly  expressed.  The  con- 
clusions respecting  its  interpretation  are: 

First  —  The  seizure,  forfeiture,  and  sale 
of  vehicles  is  not  absolute,  as  under  section 
3450  of  the  Revised  Statutes,  [4  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  311]  but  is  subject  to  the 
order  of  court  after  it  has  heard  all  the 
facts  of  each  case. 

Second  —  An  owner  who  transports  intoxi- 
cating liquor  illegally  forfeits  the  intoxica- 
ting liquor  and  the  vehicle  and  suffers  a 
penalty. 

Third  —  A  conditional  vendor  or  a  mort- 
gagee, who  allows  the  vehicle  to  be  used  for 
such  unlawful  purpose  with  his  knowledge, 
or  who  gives  his  consent  to  the  illicit  traae- 
portation,  shall  also  forfeit  all  interest  in 
or  his  lien  upon  the  vehicle. 

Fourth  —  A  bona  fide  vendor  or  mortgagee, 
without  having  any  notice  that  the  vehicle 
was  being  used  or  was  to  be  used  for  the 
illegal  transportation  of  intoxicating  liquor, 
shall  be  protected  to  the  amoimt  of  his  bona 
fide  lien,  as  far  as  possible. 

Fifth  —  The  owner  of  a  vehicle,  who 
loaned  it  to  another,  wiio,  in  turn,  trans- 
ported intoxicating  liquor  therein,  is  entitled 
to  a  return  of  the  vehicle,  where  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  purpose  of  the  borrower, 
and  no  facts  are  shown  which  should  have 
aroused  his  suspicion. 

Sixth  —  In  the  second  and  third  instances, 
the  vehicle  shall  be  sold  by  the  United  States 
marshal  at  public  auction,  and  after  the  costs 
are  paid,  as  provided  by  law,  then  the  balance 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  shall  be  turned 
into  the  treasury  of  the  United  States. 

Seventh  —  In  the  fourth  instance,  after  the 
bona  fide  lien  and  lack  of  notice  or  knowledge 
have  been  established,  the  vehicle  shall  be 
sold  at  public  auction,  and  after  the  costs, 
as  provided  by  law,  have  been  paid,  the 
United  States  marshal  shall  then  pay,  if 
possible,  the  amount  of  the  bona  fide  lien 
in  full  to  the  proper  person,  and  the  balance, 
if  any,  shall  be  turned  into  the  treasury  of 
the  United  States."  U.  S.  v.  Sylvester,  (D. 
C.  Conn.  1921)  273  Fed.  253. 

Libel  or  information  ancillary  to  the 
criminal  canse  as  proper  procedure. —  It  is 
not  necessary  that  the  forfeiture  be  declared 
in  the  criminal  cause.  The  proceeding  to 
procure  the  condemnation  and  sale  of  the 
vehicle  in  which  the  liquor  was  being  trans- 
ported may  be  by  libel  or  information  which 
is  not  an  original  proceeding  but  merely 
ancillary  to  the  criminal  cause.  U.  S.  i;. 
One  Stephens  Automobile,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1921) 
272  Fed.  188. 

Conviction  of  person  arrested  as  prerequi- 
■ite  to  sale  of  property  seized. —  This  section 
contemplates  and  requires,  as  a  prerequisite 
to  the  sale  of  the  property  seized,  a  judicial 
determination  that  such  property  has  been 
used  in  violation  of  the  law.  The  statute 
requires  as  a  jurisdictional  basis  for  the  sale 
a  conviction  of  the  person  so  arrested,  and 


until  such  conviction  the  court  cannot  order 
sale  by  virtue  of  any  authority  conferred  by 
this  section.  U.  S.  r.  One  Cftdillac  Touring 
Oar.    (E.   D.   Mich.    1921)    274   Fed.   470. 

Court  may  subsequently  vacate  order  con- 
fiscating automobile. —  U.  S.  v,  Brockley,  (M. 
D.  Pa.  1920)  266  Fed.  1001. 

IV.  GBOUNDe    POB    REUXP   TBOM    FOBFBXrUBB 

"Good  came  to  the  contrary."— *" Good 
cause'  is  a  term  that  cannot  be  reduced  to 
legal  certainty,  and  vests  discretion  in  the 
court  when  it  has  statutory  authority  to 
do  a  thing  on  good  cause  shown.  See  Ker- 
chner  v.  Singletary,  15  S.  C.  535;  Kendall  9. 
Brilly,  86  N.  C.  56;  People  r.  Sessions,  62 
How.  Pr.  (N.  Y.)  415.  What  is  good  cause, 
to  relieve  the  owner  from  forfeitur|»  of  the 
vehicle,  depends  upon  the  circumstances,  in- 
cluding the  owner  8  conduct  before,  during, 
and  in  respect  to  the  case.  See  Harnett  v. 
Vise,  5  Ex.  D.  307. 

"If  the  circumstancee  do  not  reasonably 
inspire  belief  that  justice  will  be  better 
served  by  refusal  to  impose  or  enforce  the 
statutory  order  of  forfeiture  and  sale,  prima 
facie  due  or  made,  good  cause  has  not  been 
shown.  See  Jones  v.  Curling,  13  Q.  B.  D. 
272;  Huxley  v.  Company,  14  App.  Cas.  26; 
Whitcher  v.  Benton,  50  N.  H.  25.  Each 
case  will  depend  upon  its  own  facts  and 
circumstances,  and  no  more  definite  rule  can 
be  declared  in  advance.  The  burden  of  proof 
to  relieve  from  forfeiture  is  upon  those  seek- 
ing relief.  The  statute  is  definite  in  respect 
to  what  shall  be  proven  by  a  lienor;  in- 
definite in  respect  to  an  owner.  This  differ- 
ence in  statutory  phraseology,  and  the  greater 
accountability  of  an  owner,  indicates  that  the 
'good  cause'  that  must  be  proven  by  an 
owner  is  something  other  and  more  than  the 
lack  of  notice  at  a  particular  time  that  must 
be  proven  by  a  lienor. 

''An  ofwner  may  assert  tiiat  he  ia  free  from 
complicity  in  the  ill^al  use,  and  had  no 
notice  such  use  was  contemplated,  and  yet, 
by  reason  of  neglect,  indifference,  consent, 
or  acquiescence  manifested  In  advance,  or 
condonation  or  rati  ti  cat  ion  afterward,  or 
other  fault  or  inequitable  conduct,  he  may 
fail  to  show  good  cause  against  forfeiture 
and  sale."  U.  S.  v,  Kane,  (B.  C.  Mont. 
1921)  273  Fed.  275,  wherein  the  court  fur- 
ther said: 

''In  the  case  at  bar,  intervener  sold  the 
car  to  a  stranger  association,  one  of  whom 
was  of  a  vocation  notoriously  often  a  cloak 
for  illicit  liquor  trafilc.  It  made  no  inquiries 
into  the  vendees'  purpose  or  repute,  and 
does  not  disclose  whether  they  were  bad  or 
known  to  it.  Its  attitude  is  it  was  not 
interested,  nor  obliged  to  inquire.  It  was 
indifferent  to  illegal  use  of  the  car  and  to 
its  conversion  or  confiscation  (which,  for  all 
that  appears,  it  may  have  manifested  to 
vendees),  for  it  was  insured  against  loss. 
Indeed,  it  blandly  declared  that,  had  it 
known    illegal    use    was    contemplated,    the 
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*  chaneeB  are  *  it  would  have  made  the  sale, 
being  insured. 

"It  contemporaneously  learns  of  the  con- 
version and  seizure  of  the  car,  and  no  doubt 
of  the  car's  redelivery  to  the  defendant;  but 
it  does  not  invoke  forfeiture  and  retake 
possession  of  the  car,  as  it  had  engaged 
to  do.  It  accepts  one  deferred  payment  about 
the  time  of  or  subsequent  to  seizure,  invokes 
no  forfeiture  for  default  in  all  others,  and 
did  not  seek  to  collect  the  latter,  so  far  a« 
appears.  It  did  not  make  known  its  owner- 
ship to  plaintiff  imtil  more  than  eight  months 
after  seizure,  and  after  defendant  by  mis- 
representations of  ownership  had  escaped 
with  a  small  fine.  All  these  facts  and  cir- 
cumstances, however  it  might  be  were  they 
not  thus  in  combination,  suffice  to  the  con- 
clusion that  good  cause  against  sale  of  the 
car  has  not  been  shown  by  intervener,  the 
owner. 

"  Its  conduct  throughout  manifests  a  de- 
gree of  indifference,  if  not  of  consent,  that 
its  piroperty  be  devoted  to  illegal  uses,  that 
is  reorehensible,  at  least.  It  may  have  dis- 
closed its  attitude  to  the  vendees  then,  as  it 
has  to  the  public  now.  Why  not?  Business 
would  be  stunulated,  and  the  car  coixfiscated; 
deferred  payments  would  he  made  hy  a  re- 
sponsible insurer,  avoiding  hazard  of  loss 
by  the  default  of  a  stranger  association  of 
unknown  repute  and  responsibility.  Failure 
to  resume  possession  of  the  car  for  defend- 
ant's conversion,  offense,  and  defaults,  failure 
to  collect  deferred  payments,  failure  to  dis- 
close its  ownership  as  aforesaid,  all  un- 
explained, and  the  disingenuity  of  its  peti- 
tion, which  implies  but  recent  knowledge  of 
the  offense,  savor  of  condonation  and  ratifica- 
tion of  defendant's  offense,  of  collusion  and 
strategy  in  his  interest  and  to  plaintiff's 
prejudice,  and  constitute  inequitable  con- 
duct. To  remit  forfeiture  of  the  car  seems 
less  consistent  with  justice  than  does  to 
enforce  it." 

As  to  what  would  amount  to  good  cause 
to  the  contrary,  it  is  said: 

"  Good  cause  to  the  contrary  would  cer- 
tainly be  that  the  owner  of  the  method  of 
transportation,  whether  it  be  by  vehicle  or 
watercraft,  was  wholly  ignorant  and  inno- 
cent of  the  illegal  use  of  his  property.  For 
instance,  if  a  man  left  his  automobile  in  the 
street,  and  it  was  unwarrantably  taken  pos- 
session of  by  an  evil-doer,  who  transported 
liquor  in  it,  it  would  not  be  sold.  So  if  a 
vessel  was  at  anchor,  and  was  seized  and 
taken  possession  of  by  an  evil-doer,  who  then 
proceeded  to  subject  it  to  the  unlawful  uses 
of  transporting  liquor,  good  cause  to  the  con- 
trary would  be  shown  in  the  innocence  of 
the  owner,  and  the  property  would  not  be 
sold.  It  would  likewise  follow  that  a  large 
iron  steamship,  in  the  employment  and  use 
of  which  likewise  a  large  crew  of  officers 
and  men  is  required,  would  not  be  subject 
to  sale  and  forfeiture,  because  one  or  more 
of  the  crew,  without  the  knowledge  or  assent 


of  the  owners  and  in  dereliction  of  their 
duties,  were  to  seek  to  use  the  vessel  to  carry 
out  for  their  own  individual  purposes  the 
illegal  transportation  of  intoxicating  liquors." 
The  Saxon,  (E.  D.  S.  C.  1921)  269  Fed.  639. 

In  order  to  show  good  cause  against  the 
sale  of  a  vehicle  seized  under  the  Volstead 
law,  and  shown  to  be  an  instrument  of 
illegal  transportation  of  liquor,  the  owner 
must  show  the  absence  of  guilty  knowledge. 
U.  S.  V.  Burns,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1921)  270  Fed. 
681. 

Circumstances  justifying  cancellation  of 
bond  for  prodnction  of  vessel. —  The  cancel- 
lation of  a  bond  given  for  the  production  of 
a  vessel  which  had  been  eeized  because  of 
intoxicating  liquor  being  found  on  board 
has  been  held  proper  where  the  liquor  was 
found  in  the  possession  of  some  of  the  officers 
and  crew  of  the  vessel  who  had  been  arrested 
and  bound  over  for  trial  and  it  was  not 
shown  that  the  owners  had  any  knowledge 
that  the  liquor  was  on  board.  The  Saxon, 
(£.  D.  S.  C.  1921)  269  Fed.  639.  The  court 
said: 

"The  officers  and  members  of  the  crew,  in 
whose  possession  was  found  this  liquor,  have 
been  arrested  and  bound  over  for  trial.  There 
ie  no  charge  or  evidence  that  the  owners  of 
the  vessel  were  aware  the  liquor  was  on 
board.  To  allow  the  vessel  to  remain  tied  up 
and  not  performing  the  purpose  for  which 
she  is  created  until  these  parties  are  tried, 
when  they  are  mere  employees,  and  not  the 
owners,  of  the  vessel,  and  when  their  conyic- 
tion  would  in  no  wise  necessarily  lead  to  the 
forfeiture  or  sale  of  t^e  vessel,  would  seem 
to  be  wholly  useless.  If  the  vessel,  under 
the  circumstances  of  this  case,  would  not  be 
held,  then  no  bond  should  have  been  re- 
quired for  its  production,  and  any  bond  given 
to  procure  its  release  was  improperly  re- 
quired, and  should  be  canceled.  If  the  cir- 
cumstances should  show  that  through  the 
improper  use  of  the  vessel  it  should  be  for- 
feited to  the  United  States,  then  it  can  be 
libeled  wherever  found  in  the  United  States, 
and  by  proper  proceedings,  in  which  the 
owners  can  appear  and  defend  their  rights, 
an  adjudication  can  be  had." 

Proof  of  permit. —  It  has  been  declared 
that  in  a  prosecution  for  transporting  liquor 
without  a  permit  the  gorvernment  would  not 
have  to  prove  the  want  of  the  permit  in 
order  to  make  out  a  prima  facie  case.  But 
if  the  defendant  should  introduce  any  sub- 
stantial evidence  tending  to  show  that  the 
transportation  had  been  authorized  by  a 
permrt,  the  government  would  then  have  to 
introduce  evidence  that  no  permit  was  issued, 
or  that  it  was  obtained  by  fraud,  or  that  it 
did  not  apply  to  the  act  of  transportation 
charged.  U.  S.  t;.  Turner,  (W  D.  Va.  1920) 
266  Fed.  248. 

Establishment  of  lien  on  vehicle. — The  lien 
which  is  referred  to  in  this  section  must  be 
established  by  competent  evidence.    The  mere 
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jMfiTtiion  of  a  bona  fide  lien  does  not  prove 
the  fact  that  the  lien  is  such.  U.  S.  i^. 
Masters,   (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)   264  Fed.  250. 

Vehicle  purchased  on  conditional  sale. — As 
to  the  rights  of  a  conditional  vendor  of  a 
vehicle  used  in  violation  of  this  act  for  the 
transportation    of    liquors    it    is    declared: 

^  It  is  apparmt  that  just  such  cases  vere 
in  mind  when  the  law  was  framed,  and  that 
the  Congress  reaMzed  that  vehicles  would  be 
used  for  the  illegal  transportation  of  in- 
toxicating liquor  by  persons  who  would  pur- 
chase the  same  on  conditional  bills  of  sale, 
and  that  such  vehicles  would  be  ueed  for 
such  unlawful  purpose  without  the  knowl- 
edge or  consent  of  the  conditional  vendor 
or  his  assignee.  In  order,  therefore,  to  pro- 
tect a  person  retaining  title  under  a  valid 
conditional  bill  of  sale,  or  one  who  holds  a 
valid  chattel  mortgage,  such  person  must 
satisfy  the  court  that  he  holds  a  bona  fide 
lien  bjkI  lacked  the  knowledge  or  information ' 
of  the  illegal  purpoee  for  which  the  vehicle 
was  used  or  was  to  be  used.  Having  done 
this,  he  is  entitled  to  receive  from  the  pro- 
ceeds of  the  sale  Hie  amount  of  the  lien, 
established  by  intervention  or  otherwise, 
after  the  costs  as  provided  by  law,  are  paid. 
Section  26  of  the  act  eeems  so  clear  that  there 
can  be  no  possible  doubt  but  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Congress  to  protect  in- 
nocent vendors  or  mortgagees,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible." U.  S.  V.  Sylvester,  (D.  C.  Conn,  1921) 
273  Fed.  253,  wherein  the  court  further  said: 

"When  a  defendant  is  arrested  for  trans- 
porting intoxicating  liquor,  and  the  vehicle 
is  seized,  what  is  to  be  done  with  it  depends 
upon  what  interest  the  defendant  has  in  it. 
If  he  had  no  interest  —  that  is,  if  he  had 
stolen  it,  or  had  borrowed  it  from  its  real 
owner,  who  neither  knew  nor  could  be  pre- 
sumed to  have  knowledge  of  the  illegal  pur- 
pose for  which  it  wa«  to  be  used — mani- 
festly the  wrongdoer  had  no  interest  to 
forfeit,  and  it  logically  follows,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  act,  that  the  vehicle  should 
be  returned  to  its  rightful  owner,  by  order 
of  court.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  wrong- 
doer had  an  interest  in  the  vehicle,  his  in- 
terest should  be  confiscated  and  the  vehicle 
ordered  sold." 

Automobile  used  without  owner's  knowl- 
edge.— An  automobile  used  by  the  owner's 
chauffeur  in  illegally  transporting  liquor  may 
be  subject  to  forfeiture  even  though  the 
owner  did  not  participate  in  or  know  of  the 
illegal  use.  Lewis  v.  McCarthy,  (D.  C.  Mass. 
1921)  274  Fed.  496. 

Forfeiture  of  borrowed  automobile. —  In  a 
case  where  the  automobile  which  it  was 
sought  to  confiscate  was  borrowed  it  was 
said: 

"The  admitted  facts  in  the  present  case 
show  ownership  and  want  of  knowledge 
on  the  part  of  the  vehicle's  owners  as  to  the 
purpose  for  which  the  vehicle  was  to  be  em- 
ployed.    Without  any  other   attending  cir- 


ciunstances,  this  is  suiBciait  to  warrant  the 
court  to  order  its  return.  It  might  be  other- 
wiise  if,  from  the  reputation  of  the  person 
intrusted  with  the  vehicle  or  other  circum- 
stances attending  his  occupation  or  employ- 
ment, the  inference  would  arise  that  the 
owners  had  reason  to  suspect  that  their  prop- 
erty might  be  used  for  the  purposes  it  was 
employed. 

"The  construction  contended  for  by  the 
learned  representative  of  the  government 
would  admit  of  no  reason  or  cause  for  the 
return  of  property  used  in  connection  with 
a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  statute, 
if  such  was  intrusted  to  the  violator  of  the 
same  and  used  in  connection  therewith.  This 
would  work  greater  hardship  upon  innocent 
owners  of  such  property  than  wae  contem- 
plated by  the  legislators;  otherwise  they 
would  not  have  provided  for  the  return  on 
good  cause  shown."  U.  S.  r.  Sfrockley,  (M.  D. 
Pa.  1920)  266  Fed.  1001,  wherein  the  court 
further  said: 

"Whether  the  property  seized  shall  be 
confiscated  and  sold  depends  upon  the  facts 
appearing,  and  whether  the  facts  presented 
constitute  good  cause  or  reason  to  the  con*- 
trary  is  a  question  addressed  to  the  judicial 
sense  and  judgment  of  the  court.  This  pro- 
vision in  the  act  is  not  analogous,  as  was 
contended  for  by  the  government's  attorney, 
to  that  found  in  section  34*50  of  the  Revised 
Statutes,  under  which  it  has  been  held  that 
the  ignorance  of  the  owner  of  a  vehicle  used 
by  a  third  person  for  the  removal  of  goods 
with  the  intent  to  defraud  the  United  States 
will  not  save  his  property  from  confiscation. 
Logan  17.  United  States,  and  Wisdom  ft 
Strickland  v.  United  States  (C  C.  A.)  260 
Fed.  746  J  United  States  v.  Stowell,  133  U.  8. 
1,  10  Sup.  Ct.  244,  33  L.  ed.  555.  From  these 
cases,  as  well  as  from  the  general  provieions 
of  the  revenue  laws  therein  construed,  it  is 
conclusive  that  personal  property  voluntarily 
committed  by  the  owner  to  the  possession  of 
a  third  person,  for  use  by  him,  becomes  sub- 
ject to  forfeiture  absolutely,  whether  or  not 
good  cause  appears  to  the  contrary." 

A  third  party  who  intervenes  claiming  to 
be  the  owner  of  an  automobile  in  which 
liquor  was  being  illegally  transported  has 
the  burden  of  proof  to  show  good  cause  in 
law  why  the  vehicle  shall  not  be  condemned 
and  forfeited.  U.  S.  v.  One  W.  W.  Shaw 
Automobile  Taxi,  etc.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1921) 
272  Fed.  491. 

Condenmation  and  sale  of  tajdcab. —  In 
U.  S.  V.  One  W.  W.  Shaw  Automobile  Taxi, 
etc.  (N.  D.  Ohio  1921)  272  Fed.  491,  an 
order  of  condemnation  and  sale  of  a  taxicab 
was  entered  though  it  appeared  that  the 
owners  had  instructed  their  drivers  not  to 
engage  in  the  illegal  transportation  of  in* 
toxicating  liquors.    The  court  said: 

"Upon  these  facts  I  am  of  opinion  that 
good  cause  is  not  shown  to  exonerate  the 
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automobile  from  condemnation  and  for- 
feiture. The  driver  in  a  way  represented  the 
owner  at  the  time  he  devoted  its  car  to  this 
illegal  service.  It  is  true  that  his  author- 
ity and  powers  were  restricted  as  compared 
with  the  authority  and  power  of  a  manager 
or  superintendent,  but  within  that  limited 
scope  he  had  power  and  authority  to  act 
for  the  owner,  which,  being  a  corporation, 
must  of  necessity  always  act  by  agents.  He 
wa«  so  far  within  the  scope  of  his  authority 
that  the  owner  during  the  entire  period 
would  have  been  liable  for  his  negligence 
in  operating  the  car  and  for  repairs  and  sup- 
plies ordered  during  the  trip.  If  he  had 
negligently  injured  some  one  en  route,  the 
owner  would  have  been  liable  in  damages. 
I  do  not  hold  that  an  automobile  livery  is 
to  be  held  liable  in  all  cases,  if  a  driver, 
contrary  to  instructions,  devotes  one  of  its 
cars  to  the  illegal  transportation  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor.  It  should,  no  doubt,  depen^d 
upon  the  facts  and  circumstances  of  each 
case.  In  the  instant  case,  the  facts  and  cir- 
cumstances are  that  the  owner's  dispatcher 
or  superintendent  sent  its  driver  to  premises 
used  lor  saloon  purposes;  that  he  permitted 
the  driver,  after  being  informed  that  the  car 
was  destined  for  Cleveland,  to  ^igage  in 
that  enterprise  without  inquiry  or  investi- 
gation; thiat  full  authority  was  conferred 
on  the  driver  to  engage  or  refuse  to  engage 
in  the  enterprise,  using  his  own  judgment 
as  to  whether  the  transaction  was  legal  or 
illegal;  and  that  no  precautions  were  taken 
at  any  time  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  the 
transaction  was  legal  or  illegal.  The  dis- 
tance to  be  traveled  each  way  is  approxi- 
mately 150  miles.  The  expense  of  a  round 
trip,  at  40  cents  a  mile,  would  be  approxi- 
mately $120.  It  is  difficult  to  believe  that 
this  is  a  simple,  ordinary  transaction  in  the 
usual  course  of  business.  It  was  then  a 
matter  of  public  notoriety  that  whisky  was 
beinff  transported,  not  only  in  suit  cases  and 
trunks  upon  railway  trains,  but  upon  the 
public  highways  in  automobiles  and  trucks. 
To  exonerate  the  owner  on  a  showing  merely 
that  instructions  had  been  given  to  its 
drivers  not  to  engage  in  the  illegal  trans- 
portation of  intoxicating  liquors,  notwith- 
standing the  drivers  were  intrusted  with  full 
authority  to  decide  whether  the  transaction 
was  legal  or  illegal,  would  open  wide  the 
door  to  collttsion  and  evasion  of  the  law. 
Upon  the  facts  and  under  these  circum- 
stances, I  am  of  opinion  that  the  owner  has 
not  shown  good  cause  for  the  return  of  its 


car. 


V.  Retubw  of  Vehict.e 


Oiving  of  bond. —  By  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  the  vehicle  after  seizure  may  be  in- 
stantly returned  to  the  owner,  upon  execu- 
tion by  him  of  a  bond  to  produce  the  prop- 
erty at  the  criminal  trial,  and  disposition 
must  be  decreed  upon  the  trial  of  the  crim- 
inal case.    Forfeiture  by  original  seizure  de- 


pends upon  the  statute.  Congress  may 
declare  the  forfeiture  absolute  upon  seizure, 
or  make  the  forfeiture  depend  upon  condi- 
tions. The  Congress  may  provide  for  the 
seizure  of  the  vehicle  at  any  time,  for  hav- 
ing offended,  but  before  any  forfeiture  can 
be  decreed,  the  jurisdictional  facts  as  out- 
lined by  the  statute  must  be  present,  and 
the  statutory  provision  •  must  be  in  harmony 
with  the  taking  or  detention.  U.  S.  v,  Hydes, 
(W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  267  Fed.  470;  U.  S. 
V.  Graham,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  267  Fed. 
472. 

Property  seized  without  process. —  In  the 
case  of  the  seizure  without  process  of  an 
automobile  in  which  whisky  was  being  trans- 
ported it  is  declared  that  ''The  auto  and 
whisky,  by  virtue  of  the  National  Prohibi- 
tion Act  (41  Stat  305),  were  forfeited,  and 
thereby  transferred  to  the  United  States,  the 
moment  defendants  embarked  upon  the  un- 
lawful transportation.  The  United  States 
was  then  vested  with  the  right  of  property 
and  possession.  Even  as  any  other  owner  of 
property  in  like  circumstances  at  common 
law,  the  United  States  without  process  could 
recover  possession  by  force.  And  however, 
if  at  all,  irregularly  the  officers  proceeded, 
the  defendants  have  no  right  to  return  of 
the  property,  nor  to  object  to  its  use  in  evi- 
dence, whatever  other,  if  any,  right  or  remedy 
they  may  have."  U.  S.  v.  Fenton,  (D.  C. 
Mont.  1920)  268  Fed.  221. 

Where  the  seizure  of  a  vehicle  subsequent 
to  the  act  of  transportation  was  without 
warrant  of  law  it  has  been  held  that  an 
order  decreeing  the  return  of  the  vehicle  and 
exonerating  the  owner's  bond  may  be  pre- 
sented. U.  S.  t?.  Hydes,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920) 
267  Fed.  470;  U.  S.  v.  Graham,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1920)  267  Fed.  472. 

Return  of  vehicle  to  lienor. —  It  has  been 
held  that  a  lienor  or  mortgagor  is  not  en- 
titled to  have  a  vehicle  which  has  been 
seized  for  a  violation  of  this  act  returned  to 
him  and  thus  permit  him  to  profit  by  the 
transaction  but  that  he  must  look  for  re- 
imbursement to  the  extent  of  his  lien  from 
the  proceeds  of  the  sale.  U.  S.  f?.  Sylvester, 
(D.  C.  Conn.  1921)  273  Fed.  253,  wherein 
the  court  said: 

"Cases  may  arise  where  the  application 
of  this  rule  would  result  in  realizing  an 
insufficient  amount  at  the  sale  to  pay  the 
full  amount  of  the  bona  fide  lien ;  but  where 
a  substantial  amount  has  already  been  paid, 
as  here,  on  a  new  truck,  undoubtedly  the 
full  amount  of  the  balance  due,  plus  the 
costs,  will  be  realized,  so  that  the  lienor 
will  be  fully  protected.  Where,  however,  the 
amount  paid  by  th§  purchaser  is  small  in 
proportion  to  the  purchase  price,  so  that 
a  large  amount  will  have  to  be  realized  by 
the  United  States  marshal  at  the  sale,  and 
where  the  highest  bid  is  insufficient  to  meet 
the  costs  and  the  amount  of  the  bona  fide 
lien,  the  United  'States  marshal  shall  then 
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abandon  the  sale  and  report  the  facifi  to  the 
court  for  further  dnstructions.  In  such  event 
further  hearing  will  be  had  before  the  court 
to  determine  then  whether  the  lienor  has 
shown  'good  cause'  why  the  vehicle  should 
not  be  sold." 

Power  of  federal  court  in  summary  pro- 
ceedings to  order  letnrn  of  automobile. —  In 
Lewis  V.  McCarthy,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  274 
Fed.  406,  the  facts  as  stated  by  the  court 
together  with  its  holding  were  as  follows: 

"This  is  a  petition  for  the  return  of  an 
automobile,  the  property  of  the  petitioner, 
which  is  held  l^  the  respondents  as  pro- 
hibition enforcement  officers.  They  have 
moved  to  dismiss.  The  ease  stated  in  the 
petition  is  as  follows:  The  petitioner  is 
the  owner  of  the  automobile.  On  the  occa- 
sion in  question  it  was  taken  and  used  with- 
out her  knowledge  or  consent  by  her  chauf- 
feur. He  was  arrested  by  a  Boston  police 
officer  for  operating  it  while  under  the  in- 
fluence of  liquor,  and  a  complaint  for  that 
offense  is  pending  against  him  in  the  state 
court.  While  the  petition  does  not  so  Mege, 
I  infer  that  there  was  liquor  in  the  automo- 
bile, whidi  was  being  illegally  transported 
by  the  chauffeur,  because  the  petition  recites 
that  he  got  liquor  and  was  arraigned  before 
a  United  States  commissioner  on  the  charge 
of  illegal  transportation.  No  proceedings 
have  been  instituted  for  the  forfeiture  of  the 
automobile;  but  the  case  is  still  pending 
against  the  chauffeur  for  violation  of  the 
Volstead  Act    (41  Stat.  305). 

"Under  the  circumstances,  the  court  has 
no  power,  in  summary  proceedings  such  as 
these,  to  order  the  return  of  the  automobile. 
Such  power  exists  only  over  officers  of  the 
court^  which  the  defendants  are  not.  In  re 
Chm  K  Shue,  (D.  C.  Mass.)  190  Fed.  282; 
U.  S.  V.  Hee,  (D.  C.)  219  Fed.  1019.  More- 
over, under  Grant  v.  U.  S.,  254  U.  S.  505,  41 
Supp.  Ot.  189,  65  Jj.  ed.  — ,  if  the  chauffeur 
shall  be  convicted  the  automobile  may  be 
subject  to  forfeiture,  even  though  the  owner 
of  it  did  not  participate  in  or  know  of  the 
illegal  use.  Oompare  The  Little  Charles,  1 
Brock.  347,  at  354,  Fed.  Cas.  No.  15,612,  an 
interesting  case  of  forfeiture  under  an  em- 
bargo act." 

Releasing  automobile  and  canceling  bond. — 
Where  an  automobile  seized  while  illegally 
transporting  liquor  has  been  returned  to  the 
owner  on  his  giving  the  required  bond,  there 
is  said  to  be  no  authority  which  would 
justify  the  court  in  releasing  the  automo- 
bile and  canceling  the  bond  of  the  claimant 
before  the  trial  or  during  the  period  within 
which  the  trial  of  the  person  arrested  in 
connection  with  the  seizure  can  be  had. 
U.  S.  f.  One  Cadillac  Touring  Car,  (E.  D. 
Mich.  1921)  274  Fed.  470. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  215,  sec.  28. 

Powers  conferred  by  section. — This  sec- 
tion ''of  the  National  Prohibition  Act  con- 


fers on  the  Internal  Revenue  Conunissioner 
and  subordinate  officers,  for  the  enforcement 
of  the  National  Prohibition  Act,  the  powers 
which  are  conferred  by  law  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  existing  laws  relating  to  the  manu- 
facture and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors.  Sec- 
tion 28,  therefore,  simply  gives  to  the  Com- 
missioner and  subordinate  officers  the  same 
powers  of  enforcement  in  reference  to  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  as  they  had  under 
existing  laws  relating  to  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor.  Those  powers 
include  the  enforcement  by  distraint  in  cases 
of  special  taxes  and  certain  penalties  an- 
nexed to  them  under  the  internal  revenue 
laws.  But  if,  as  we  have  seen,  the  exactions 
under  section  36  of  the  National  Prohibition 
Act  are  none  of  them  taxes,  but  all  of  them 
penalties,  so  far  as  they  relate  to  the  manu- 
facture or  sale  of  intoxicating  liquor  for 
beverage  purposes,  then  it  follows  that  sec- 
tion 28  gives  no  power  to  collect  these 
penalties  by  distraint. 

**  It  may  be  further  observed  that  the  pre- 
liminary steps  provided  in  section  3172,  R.  S. 
[3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1002],  and  lead- 
ing up  to  the  notice  and  demand  in  section 
3184,  R.  S.  [3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
1012],  all  relating  to  assessment  and  collec- 
tion of  internal  revenue  taxes  proper,  to  wit: 
The  canvassing  by  the  collector;  the  returns 
by  parties  liable  to  the  taxes;  the  call  for 
such  returns;  the  summons  by  the  collector 
for  exBmins4;ion;  and,  upon  refusal,  the  mak- 
ing of  a  return  by  the  collector  —  were  never 
intended  and  are  not  suitable  as  procedure 
for  collection  of  penalties  such  as  are  pre- 
scribed in  section  36  of  the  National  Pro- 
hibition Act.  Nor,  indeed,  was  the  procedure 
under  the  sections  above  mentioned  followed 
in  the  instant  cases.  Further,  that  a  civil 
suit  is  a  proper  remedy  for  the  collection 
of  these  exactions  provided  for  in  section  35 
of  the  National  Prohibition  Act  is  recog- 
nized by  the  Internal  Revenue  Department, 
but  the  attitude  of  that  department  is  shown 
by  the  following  extracts  from  Regulation 
No.  12,  revised  October  1,  1920,  issued  by 
the  department.  On  page  42  is  the  follow- 
ing: 

" '  In  making  reports  in  prohibition  cases, 
a  tax  and  assessable  penalty  imposed  by  sec- 
tion 36  of  title  2  of  the  National  Prohibition 
Act  should  not  be  overlooked.  It  will  often 
prove  more  effective  to  suppress  violations 
of  the  law  than  the  actual  criminal  liabilities 
imposed.' 

'And  again,  on  page  19,  is  the  following: 
'  Legal  proceedings  will  not  generally  be 
commenced  until  after  the  remedy  by  dis- 
traint is  exhausted.'"  Thome  v.  Lynch, 
(D.  C.  Minn.  1921)  269  Fed.  995. 

Removal  of  action  against  officer. —  Oases 
against  officers  under  the  National  Prohibi- 
tion Act  are  removable  from  state  to  federal 
courts  under  the  provision  of  the  act  for  the 
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protection  of  revenue  officers.    In  re  Higgins, 
(D.  C.  N.  H.  1921)  273  Fed.  832. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  215,  sec.  29. 

Effect  of  conyiction  in  state  court. — ^A  con- 
viction in  a  state  court  for  conduct  which 
ia  in  violation  of  the  National  Prohibition 
Act  ifl  held  to  be  a  bar  to  a  prosecution  in 
the  federal  courts,  it  being  declared  to  be 
manifest  that  it  was  not  the  intent  that  a 
person  should  be  punished  by  the  state  and 
federal  law  for  the  same  offense.  But  a  con- 
viction for  a  violation  of  a  municipal  ordi- 
nance pursuant  to  grant  of  power  given  by 
a  state  is  not  a  bar  to  a  prosecution  in  the 
federal  court  for  a  violation  of  the  National 
Prohibition  Act.  U.  S.  v.  Peterson,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1920)  268  Fed.  804.  So  it  hsa  been 
held  that  the  previous  conviction  of  a  de- 
fendant In  the  state  court  for  importing, 
transporting,  and  having  intoxicating  liquor 
in  his  possession  in  violation  of  the  state 
law  cannot  be  availed  of  to  prevent  his  prose- 
cution in  a  federal  court  for  violating  the 
Volstead  Act  by  importing,  transporting,  and 
having  intoxicating  liquor  in  his  possession. 
U.  S.  17.  Holt,  (£>.  C.  N.  D.  1921)  270  Fed. 
039.  The  court,  however,  declared  in  this 
caee: 

"  In  the  case  at  bar  I  have  seen  the  young 
man  charged,  and  have  heard  the  circum- 
srtances  of  his  arrest.  If  he  shall  be  advised 
to  plead  guilty  to  the  charge,  the  circum- 
crtance  of  his  previous  punishment  will  be 
given  consideration,  a  record  made  of  hifl 
conviction,  to  protect  the  government  in  case 
of  a  repetition  of  such  acts,  and  a  nominal 
penalty  will  be  imposed." 

Imprisonment. —  A  jail  sentence  may  be 
imposed  on  the  first  conviction  of  one  for  a 
violation  of  sections  3  and  6  of  this  act. 
Dusold  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Oir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  674. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  216,  sec.  33. 

Power  of  Congress  with  reference  to  pos- 
session of  Uqnor. —  Under  the  police  power 
delegated  by  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  Con- 
gress has  the  right  to  prohibit  any  trans- 
portation of  liquors  and  in  order  to  reduce 
the  necessity  for  transportation  to  a  mini- 
mum it  has  the  power  to  legislate  as  to  the 
places  where  liquor  may  lawfully  be  pos- 
sessed. Street  v.  Lincoln  Safe  D^KMit  Co., 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  2»7  Fed.  706,  wherein 
the  court  said  that  since  the  adoption  of 
the  Eighteenth  Amendment  Congress  can  deal 
not  only  with  interstate,  but  also  with  intra- 
state, trans^portation  of  liquor,  and  that 
the  limitations  in  this  section  as  to  the 
places  of  possession  were  not  arbitrary  or 
unreasonable. 

''  Congress  in  the  exercise  of  its  power  has 
determined  that  it  is  essential  and  appro- 
priate to  the  enforcement  of  this  constitu- 
tional amendment  to  restrict  the  possession 
of  intoxicating  liquors  to  those  having  per- 


mits to  keep  and  possess  the  same  and  to 
private  homes  when  intended  for  the  sole 
use  of  the  owner  and  his  family  and  their 
bona  fide  guests.  The  possession  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  is  the  first  essential  to  its 
barter  and  sale  as  a  beverage.  Intoxicating 
liquors,  stored  in  the  same  building  in  which 
the  owner  or  occupant  of  the  building  is 
conducting  a  business  with  the  public  gener- 
ally, not  only  furnishes  opportunities  for 
the  violation  of  the  provisions  of  this  con- 
stitutional amendment,  but  would  also  tend 
to  hinder,  delay,  and  prevent  the  detection  of 
unlawful  traffic  therein.  It  would  therefore 
appear  that  this  provision  of  the  National 
Prohibition  Act  has  a  substantial  relation 
to  the  enforcement  of  national  prohibition, 
and  that  Congress  has  not  in  this  respect 
transcended  ite  power  or  abused  the  dis- 
cretion conferred  upon  it  by  the  second  sec- 
tion of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment."  Rose 
17.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  eth  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
245. 

Possession  in  private  dwelling  by  wife  of 
saloon  keeper. —  The  wife  of  a  saloon  keeper 
may  have  lawful  possession  of  liquors  on 
premises  occupied  by  her  as  a  dwelling  al- 
though such  jH^emises  are  in  part  used  by 
the  husband  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
a  saloon.  U.  S.  v.  Crossen,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920) 
264  Fed.  469,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  Section  33  makes  it  lawful  to  possess 
liquors  in  one's  private  dwelling  while  the 
same  is  occupied  and  used  by  him  as  hi» 
dwelling  only  and  such  liquors  need  not  be 
reported,  subject  to  the  provisions  concern- 
ing the  use  of  the  liquor  and  the  burden  of 
proof.  The  exception  to  unlawful  possession 
applies,  therefore,  to  the  one  possessing  in 
one's  private  dwelling  while  the  same  is 
occupied  and  used  by  that  one  as  that  one's 
dwelling  only;  but  any  other  person,  while 
the  dwelling  is  used  and  occupied  by  him  not 
as  his  dwelling  only,  but  for  other  purposes, 
is  not  included  in  the  exception,  and  liquor 
possessed  by  him  in  his  dwelling  is  unlaw- 
fully possessed  and  must  be  reported  to  the 
commissioner.  I  think  that  is  the  plain 
effect  of  the  words  *used  by  him  as  his 
dwelling  only.'  A  comparison  of  the  para- 
graph of  section  25  prohibiting  search  war- 
rants to  search  private  dwellings  lends  weight 
to  that  conclusion.  It  is  there  provided 
that  no  search  warrant  shall  issue  to  search 
any  private  dwelling  occupied  as  such  unless 
it  is  being  used  for  the  unlawful  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquor,  or  unless  it  is  in  part 
used  for  some  business  purpose,  such  as  a 
store,  shop,  saloon,  restaurant,  hotel,  or 
boarding  house.  It  is  significant  that  the 
language  of  section  33  applies  to  the  person 
occupying  and  using  a  private  dwelling  as 
a  dwelling  only,  while  the  search  warrant 
provision  in  section  25  applies  to  the  dwell- 
ing occupied  as  a  private  dwelling,  and 
exempts  such  dwelling  from  search  unless 
it  is  being  used  for  the  unl^^wful  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors,  or  unless  *  it  is  in  part 
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lued  for  some  business  purpose,'  etc.,  so  that 
RDT  private  dwelling  whicn  is  used  in  part 
for  some  business  purpose  is  subject  to 
search.  If  it  were  intended  that  it  should 
be  unlawful  for  any  one  to  possess  liquors 
in  one's  private  dwelling,  which  is  in  part 
used  for  some  business  purpose,  Congress 
would  not,  in  expressing  that  intent,  have 
made  use  of  the  personal  pronoun  in  the 
language  'occupied  and  used  by  Am  as  hit 
dwelling  only,'  and  the  intent  would  have 
been  clearly  expressed  by  using  the  language 
'while  the  same  is  occupied  and  used  as  a 
dwelling  only/  The  conclusion  is,  in  my 
judgment,  unavoidable,  therefore,  that  the 
clear  eflfect  of  the  words  *  by  him '  and  *  his ' 
is  to  make  possession  in  a  private  dwelling 
lawful  as  to  any  one  except  the  person  who 
is  occupying  and  using  the  dwelling  for  other 
purposes  than  as  a  dwelling." 
.  Storage  in  warehouse.— This  section  does 
not  permit  the  storage  of  liquors  in  a  ware- 
house for  the  personal  use  <rf  the  owner  for 
beverage  purposes,  street  v.  Lincoln  Safe 
Deposit  Co.,  (S.  D.  K.  Y.  1920)  2«7  Fed. 
706. 

Duty  of  officers  making  seizure. —  "If  the 
officer   proceedfi  by  search  warrant  to  seize 
articles  in  which  a  citizen  may  or  may  not 
have  property,  the  intent  of  the  act  must 
necessarily  be  that  he  shall  take  such  other 
appropriate  proceedings  as  in  due  course  of 
law  follow  seizure;   and  that  is  clearly  in- 
dicated throughout  the  entire  act.    It  is  not 
necessary  for   the   purposes   of  the  present 
question  to  examine  other  sections  than  sec- 
tion  25,  under  which  the   seizure  was  had, 
and  section  33,  under  which  the  respondent 
claims   property  in   the  liquor  seized.     Sec- 
tion  25   provides   that  the  liquor   so  seized 
shall  be  subject  to  such  disposition  as  the 
court  may  make  thereof,  and,  if  it  is  found 
to  be  unlawfully  held  or  possessed  or  used, 
it  shall  be  destroyed,  unless  the  court  shall 
otherwise  order,  and,  under  section  33,  the 
burden  of  proof  is  placed  upon  the  possessor 
in  any  action  to  prove  that  the  liquor  was 
lawfully  acquired,   possessed,   and  used.     It 
is  plain,  therefore,  that  the  intent  of  Con- 
gress as  expressed  in  the  act  is  that  the  officer 
making  seizure  shall  cause  appropriate  pro- 
ceedings to  be  brought   in  a  court  having 
jurisdiction,    in   order    that   claimants   may 
have  their  day  in  court  for  the  hearing  and 
determination  of  the  property  rights  in  the 
liquor  seized.     If  it  appears  to  the  officer, 
through  the  claim  of  a  citizen  or  otherwise, 
that  a  judgment  affecting,  the  liquor  seized 
might  be  rendered  and   that  a  citizen   has 
claimed  property  in  such  liquor,  a  summons 
must  be  issued   and  served  requiring   such 
person   to   appear    as   claimant."     U.    S.   v, 
Crossen,   (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)   264  Fed.  459. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  216,  sec.  34. 

Sight  limited  to  inspection. —  The  right  to 
inspect  books  and  papers  does  not  give  the 


right  to  seize  them.     U.  8.  v.  Kraus,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)   270  Fed.  57«. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  216,  sec.  35. 

L  In  general. 

11.  Recovery  of  taxes  and  penalty. 
III.  Act  as  repealing  other  laws. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Revenue  laws. 

a.  Prior  offenses. 

b.  "Provisions   of    law   that    are 

inconsistent." 

c.  Enumeration    of   revenue   laws 

held  repealed. 

d.  Eniuneration   of   revenue   laws 

held  not  repealed. 

I.  In  Gvnebal 

Constitutionality. —  The  tax  imposed  by 
this  section  in  addition  to  the  penalty  does 
not  deprive  a  person  of  his  property  with- 
out due  process  of  law.  Ketterer  v.  Lederer, 
(E.  D.  Pa.  1920)   269  Fed.  153. 

On  a  subsequent  consideration  of  the  above 
case  the  court  again  said: 

**  The  basis  of  the  cause  of  action  which 
the  plaintiff  asserts  is  that  a  pimishment  is 
being  inflicted  upon  him  under  the  guise  of 
the  collection  of  a  tax,  and  that  this  sub- 
jects him  to  the  exercise  of  an  unlawful 
power,  and  that  it  is  none  the  less  unlawful, 
although  sanctioned  by  the  language  of  the 
Volstead  Act  (41  Stat.  305),  because  this 
provision  of  that  act  is  unconstitutional,  in 
that  it  is  prohibited  by  the  'due  process  of 
law*  provisions  of  the  Constitution.  We 
adhere  to  the  views  already  expressed,  which 
may  be  summarized  as  follows: 

"  The  act  of  Congress  auth(»'ized  and 
directed  the  defendant  to  make  the  assess- 
ment against  the  plaintiff,  which  was  made 
upon  the  finding  of  facts  as  made.  Congress 
has  called  this  a  tax,  and  directed  it  to  be 
assessed  and  collected  as  such.  If  Congress 
had  the  power  to  impose  this  tax,  it  had  the 
power  to  declare  the  occasion  for  the  levy 
of  the  tax,  and  the  mode  of  levy,  and  upon 
what  fact  conditions  it  should  be  levied. 
The  bill  of  complaint  calls  upon  us  to  make 
the  finding  that  what  Congress  has  solemnly 
declared  it  authorized  to  be  done  was  n(yb 
what  it  authorized  to  be  done  but  something 
entirely  different.  Xn  other  and  plain  words, 
that  although  Congress  declared  it  was  levy- 
ing and  collecting  a  tax,  it  was  in  fact  not 
levying  a  tax,  but  punishing  the  one  who 
was  called  a  taxpayer  for  an  act  which  he 
had  committed  and  which  Congress. had  pro- 
nounced to  be  criminal.  We  decline  to  make 
this  finding."  Ketterer  v.  Lederer,  (E.  D. 
Pa.   1920)   269  Fed.  1010. 

It  seems  that  a  tax  in  one  sum  may  be 
imposed  upon  one  dealing  in  intoxicating 
liquors  through  sales  for  limited  purposes, 
and  another  additional  tax  be  imposed  upon 
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him  if  he  exceeds  such  limit.     Ketterer  v, 
x-eaerer,   (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)   269  Fed.  153. 

Word  "traffic"  construed.— The  word 
'^  traffic,"  aa  used  in  this  section,  must  be 
given  its  larger  significance.  It  is  a  general- 
ization of  the  more  specific  terms  used  in 
the  other  parts  of  the  act,  such  as  "  sell/' 
"purchase,  "-barter,"  "storage,"  "trans- 
port," "import,"  "export,"  "prescribe," 
"deliver,"  and  "furnish"  (see  sections  3,  6, 
7,  10,  13,  14,  26,  33,  and  37),  and  includes 
every  step  taken  in  the  commerce  in  liquor 
from  the  manufacturer  to  its  ultimate  des- 
tination. U.  S.  v.  Freidericks,  (D.  C.  N.  J. 
1921)   273  Fed.  188. 

Word  "penalty"  construed.— " The  word 
'  penalty,'  as  used  in  the  act,  would  seem  to 
have  been  used  by  Congress  in  the  usual  and 
ordinary  legal  meaning  of  this  word,  which 
meaning  is  fairly  well-settled  law.  A  penalty 
is  a  sum  of  money  which  the  law  exacts 
by  way  of  punishment  for  the  doing  of  some 
act  which  the  law  forbids,  or  for  the  failure 
to  do  some  act,  which  the  law  requires  to 
be  done.  It  is  true,  as  the  definition  fore- 
shadows, that  sometimes  the  word  '  penalty ' 
is  undoubtedly  used  as  a  synonym  of  the 
word  '  fine ' ;  but  as  used  in  the  Volstead 
Act  it  cannot  fairly  be  so  construed,  because 
by  another  provision  of  the  act  a  fine  as 
such  is  clearly  provided  for.  Moreover, 
no  authority  can  be  conferred  by  Congress 
upon  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue 
to  impose  a  fine  in  the  strict  sense  of  that 
word  (Wong  Wing  t?.  United  States,  163 
U.  S.  loc.  cit.  237,  16  Sup.  Ct.  977,  41  L. 
ed.  140) ;  a  fortiori,  without  a  trial,  or  any 
sort  of  hearing  theretofore  had,  as  here." 
Kausch  1?.  Moore,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  268 
Fed.  668. 

As  to  whether  the  sums  named  in  this 
section  are  penalties  or  taxes  it  has  also  been 
said:     "A  tax  has  been  defined  as: 

'An  enforced  contribution  for  the  pay- 
ment of  public  expenses.'  Houck  v.  Little 
River  Drainage  District,  239  U.  S.  254,  266, 
36  fiup.  St.  5^,  61   (60  L.  ed.  266). 

"And  again: 

'Generally  speaking,  a  tax  is  a  pecuniary 
burden  laid  upon  individuals  or  property 
for  the  purpose  of  Supporting  the  govern- 
ment.' New  Jersey  v.  Anderson,  203  U.  8. 
483,  492,  27  Sup.  Ct.  137,  140  (51  L.  ed. 
284). 

"A  penalty  involves  the  idea  of  punish- 
ment. U.  S.  V.  Reisinger,  128  U.  S.  398, 
402,  9  Sup.  C^.  99,  32  L.  ed.  480;  Hunting- 
ton V.  Attrill,  146  U.  S.  667,  667,  13  Sup. 
Ct.  224,  36  L.  ed.  1123.  And  its  character 
is  not  changed  by  the  mode  in  which  it  is 
infiicted,' whether  by  suit  or  criminal  prosecu- 
tion. U.  S.  V.  Chouteau,  102  U.  S.  603,  611, 
26  L.  ed.  246. 

"  In  view  of  the  foregoing  tests,  and  from 
a  careful  reading  of  section  35  of  the  Na- 
tional Prohibition  Act,  in  connection  with 
the  other  provisions  ojf  that  act,  it  would 
seem   clear    that   the   $500   and    the    $1,000 


items  mentioned  in  that  section,  and  one  of 
which  is  included  among  the  items  in  the 
several  notices,  are  clearly  penalties,  and  not 
taxes.  First,  they  are  so  named,  but  this 
is  not  conclusive;  second,  they  are  for  the 
purpose  of  punishment,  and  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  revenue;  third,  they  are  embodied  in 
a  statute  which  in  its  most  unportant  fea- 
tures is  highly  penal  in  nature.  Thome  v. 
Lynch,    (D.   C.   Minn.    1921)    269  Fed.   995. 

The  court  further  said  in  this  case: 

"  Though  some  of  the  exactions  under  sec- 
tion 35  of  the  National  Prohibition  Act  are 
to  be  measured  by  double  the  amounts  which 
were  formerly  special  taxes  under  section 
3244,  R.  S.,  and  section  1001,  Act  Feb.  24, 
1919,  yet  these  exactions  under  section  35, 
by  reason  of  their  new  character  and  status 
under  the  Eighteenth  Amendment,  are  no 
longer  taxes,  but  penalties.  As  persuasive 
to  this  conclusion,  note  the  present  character 
and  status  of  the  so-called  taxes  in  section 
35. 

"First.  They  are  no  longer  exactions  for 
revenue  purposes.  The  whole  meaning  and 
aim  of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  forbids 
such  construction;  and  intention  to  derive 
revenue  from  taxes  on  crime  must  not  be 
imputed  to  Congress,  if  it  can  be  avoided. 
As  was  said  in  the  License  Tax  Cases,  supra: 

" '  It  is  not  necessary  to  decide  whether  or 
not  Congress  may,  in  any  case,  draw  revenue 
by  law  from  taxes  on  crime.  There  are, 
undoubtedly,  fundamental  principles  of 
morality  and  justice  which  no  Legislature 
is  at  liberty  to  disregard;  but  it  is  equally 
undoubted  that  no  court  except  in  the  clear- 
est casee  can  properly  impute  the  disregard 
of  those  principles  to  the  Legislature.' 

"  Second.  The  character  of  these  special 
taxes  is  vitally  changed  in  another  respect; 
they  no  longer  imply  '  that  the  licensee  shall 
be  subject  to  no  penalties  under  national 
law,  if  he  pays.'  In  fact,  the  contrary  is 
expressly  provided  by  the  language  of  sec- 
tion 35  of  the  National  Prohibition  Act. 

"Third.  These  so-called  special  taxes  are 
now  in  section  35,  classed  with  the  penalties 
of  $500  and  $1,000,  and  appear  to  partake 
of  the  character  of  these  items.  Indeed,  the 
$500  and  $1,000  penalties  are  called  in  sec- 
tion  35  '  additional '  penalties. 

"  Fourth.  These  special  taxes  are  to  be 
collected  with  the  $500  and  $1,000  penalties. 

"Fifth.  The  'double  the  amount'  fea- 
ture provided  in  section  35  as  to  these  special 
taxes  smacks  of  penalties. 

"  There  is  nothing  in  section  35,  except 
the  name  '  taxes,'  which  indicates  any  differ- 
ence in  character  or  purpose  between  the 
so-called  taxes  and  the  penalties.  Names 
are  not  controlling.  While  it  may  not 
always  be  easy  to  distinguish  a  tax  from 
a  penalty,  yet  where  an  exaction  is  made  by 
governmental  authority  upon  an  occupation 
which  is  .expressly  prohibited  as  criminal 
by  the  same  governmental  authority,  and 
where  the  exaction  is  not  clearly  shown  to 
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be  made  for  revenue  purposes,  it  would  seem 
that  such  exaction  must  be  classed  as  a 
penalty,  if  classification  is  to  have  any  real 
meaning." 

Judicial  notice  of  internal  revenue  regnla- 
tiona. —  The  court  will  take  judicial  notice 
of  instructions  issued  by  the  Internal  licve- 
nue  Department  to  officers  of  that  department 
in  regard  to  suits  for  the  collection  of  the 
taxes  and  penalties  provided  for  in  this 
section.  Accardo  v,  Fontenot,  (£.  D.  La. 
192G)   269  Fed.  447. 


II.  Reoovebt  of  Taxes  and  Peiyalty 

Method  of  recovering  of  penalty. —  It  is 
held  that  the  recovery  of  the  penalty  im- 
posed by  this  section  cannot  be  had  by  dis- 
traint, it  being  said  that  to  allow  a  person's 
property  to  be  thus  taken  and  sold  would 
be  to  take  it  and  sell  it  without  due  process 
of  law.    Kausch  t*.  Moore,  (£.  D.  Mo.  1920) 

268  Fed.  668;  Thome  r.  Lynch,  (D.  C.  Minn. 
1921)  269  Fed.  995. 

Congress  has  not  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  collector  of  revenue  the  power  to  collect, 
by  distress  and  sale,  the  penalties  provided 
for  in  this  section  of  the  National  Prohibi- 
tion Act.  Collection  must  be  by  suit  in  the 
District  Court.  Kelly  v.  Lewellyn,  (W.  D. 
Pa.  1921)  274  Fed.  112. 

The  collection  of  taxes  claimed  to  be 
assessed  under  this  act  cannot  be  made  by 
distraint,  it  being  declared  that  under  the 
provisions  of  this  section  taxes  cannot  be 
assessed  or  collected;  that  the  double  tax 
provided  for  in  the  act,  and  the  penalties 
prescribed,  are  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
punishment  for  the  commission  of  criminal 
offenses  and  that  these  penalties  must  be 
collected  by  civil  actions,  or  pronounced  as 
judgments  in  criminal  cases.  Ledbetter  v. 
Bailey,  (W.  D.  N.  C.  1921)  274  Fed.  375. 

In  Thome  v.  Lynch,    (D.   C.  Minn.   1921) 

269  Fed.  995,  the  court,  after  declaring  that 
the  usual  method  of  collecting  a  penalty  is 
by  suit,  said: 

"  Not  only  is  this  method  expressly  author- 
ized and  provided  by  statute  (section  3213, 
R.  S.),  but  the  method  of  procedure  by  suit 
is  also  specifically  recognized  by  the  same 
section  36  of  the  National  Prohibition  Act. 
Furthermore,  under  section  3187,  R.  S. 
the  collector  of  internal  revenioe,  though 
authorized  to  collect  taxes  by  distraint,  was 
not  authorized  to  collect  penalties  in  general 
by  that  method,  but  only  certain  specified 
penalties,  viz.,  the  5  per  cent  penalty  added 
under  section  3184,  and  by  esipress  provi- 
sion in  section  3176  the  penalty  therein  pro- 
vided; both  of  these  penalties  being  added 
to  taxes  properly  so  called  —  that  is,  ex- 
actions   for    revenue    for    government    use.'' 

Beatraining  collection  of  taxes  and  penal- 
tiea. — There  is  authority  that  the  collection 
of  taxes  and  penalties  under  thi«  section  will 


not  be  enjoined,  Regal  Drug  Corp.  t?.  War- 
dell,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
182;  and  other  authority  which  holds  that 
as  to  a  tax  injunction  will  not  lie.  E.et- 
terer  v,  Lederer,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  269  Fed. 
153;  Kausch  v.  Moore,  (£.  D.  Mo.  1920) 
268  Fed.  668. 

There  is  authority,  however,  that  section 
3224  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (3  Fed.  SUt. 
Ann.  2d  ed.  p.  1032)  providing  that  no 
suit  for  the  purpose  of  restraining  the 
assessment  or  collection  of  any  tax  shall  be 
maintained  in  any  court,  does  no£  apply  to 
a  proceeding  for  the  enforcement  of  a  penalty 
by  distraint  for  a  violation  of  the  Volstead 
Act.  Kausch  v.  Moore,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920) 
268  Fed.  668,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"Upon  the  motion  to  dismiss  the  bill,  it 
is  urged  that  injunction  will  not  lie  to  re- 
strain the  collection  of  a  tax.  This  conten- 
tion, so  far  as  it  is  applicable  to  the  facta, 
is  well  taken  and  must  needs  be  sustained. 
Dodge  V.  Osbom,  240  U.  S.  118,  36  Sup.  Ct. 
275,  60  L.  ed.  557.  But  this  rule  applies, 
in  my  opinion,  only  to  so  much  of  the 
amount  threatened  to  be  exacted  as  in  fact 
constitutes  a  tax;  it  ought  not  to  apply  to 
a  penalty  even  though  such  penalty  could 
be  paid  under  protest;  and  thereupon,  if 
sudh  payment  be  not  warranted  by  law,  l>e 
recovered  back  by  an  action  at  law  directly 
against  the  collector.  So  much  the  more 
so,  should  injunction  be  not  refused,  when, 
as  here,  the  payment  thereof  would  be  im- 
possible without  ruining  plaintiff  in  business 
and  property.  If,  then,  the  exaction  of  the 
penalty  claimed  should  be  held  to  be  at  this 
time,  and  in  the  mode  threatened,  unlawful, 
injunction  ought  to  lie  as  against  so  much 
of  the  threatened  exaction,  if  any,  as  is  \m- 
lawful.  As  stated,  injunction  will  not  lie  to 
prevent  the  collection  of  a  tax,  or  even  to 
prevent  the  collection  of  such  tax,  when,  as 
here,  the  amount  thereof  is  doubled  upon  the 
contingency  of  the  violation  of  the  law,  by 
the  forbidden  sale,  or  manufacture  of  liquor. 
In  Budi  case  section  3224,  R.  S.  applies  and 
foribda  an  injunction  against  tiie  collector. 
Dodge  1'.  Osbom,  siipra.  But  it  would  seem 
to  be  fairly  clear  that  a  statute  which 
merely  forbids  injunction  as  against  a  tax 
ought  not  to  be  so  extended  as  to  include 
injunction  againspt  the  enforcement  of  a 
penalty.  Oertainly,  this  ought  not  to  be 
done  in  a  case  wherein  the  manner  of 
the  collection,  as  here«  ie  not  warranted  by 
law..  In  reaching  this  conclusion,  I  start 
with  the  assumption  that  the  imposition  of 
the  penalty  is  clearly  within  the  power  of 
Congress  under  the  provisions  of  the  Eigh- 
teenth Amendment  to  the  Constitution.  So 
much  being  conceded,  the  question  arises 
whether  the  Commissioner  of  Internal 
Revenue  has  the  authority,  merely  upon  re- 
ports of  investigators  to  the  effect  that  plain- 
tiff ha9  unlawfully  sold  liquor  at  retail,  to 
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afisess  such  penalty,  and  without  notice  to 
the  plaintiff,  and  without  an  opportunity 
anywhere  given  him  to  be  heard,  to  em- 
power the  defendant  collector  to  distrain 
plaintiff's  property  to  pay  the  penalty  so 
assessed  ?  "  To  the  same  effect  see  Thome  v. 
Lynch  (D.  C.  Minn.  1921)  269  Fed.  996, 
wherein  the  court  said: 

"As  to  the  third  question,  whether  the 
cases  at  bar  call  for  prelimin-ary  injunc- 
tions: If  the  foregoing  conclusion  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  exactions  be  correct,  then  sec- 
tion 3224  is  not  a  bar  to  the  relief  sought. 
And  for  the  same  reasons  the  remedies  pro- 
vided in  sections  3225  and  3226,  K.  S.,  have 
no  application  to  the  instant  cases.  Nor 
is  it  an  adequate  remedy  at  law  for  the 
plaintiffs  to  pay  the  exactions  demanded, 
and  sue  for  recovery.  In  some  cases  it  is 
alleged  that  it  is  impossible  for  plaintiffs 
to  pay  the  amounts  demanded,  sums  running 
as  high  as  $6,500,  and  that  seizure  and  sale 
would  ruin  plaintiffs'  business  and  means 
of  livelihood.  The  equities  in  favor  of  plain- 
tiffs are  strong  and  persuasive."  See  further 
to  the  same  effect  Connelly  r.  Gardner. 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  272  Fed.  911;  Kelly  v. 
Lewellyn,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1921)  274  Fed.  108. 

In  Accardo  17.  Fontenot,  (£.  D.  La.  1920) 
269  Fed.  447,  the  collection  of  taxes  and 
penalties  was  enjoined  against  the  plaintiffs 
where  there  was  no  charge  at  all  against 
one  plaintiff;  another  was  charged  only  with 
unlawful  possession,  which  carries  no  penalty 
under  this  section,  an  acquittal  therein  be- 
inir  shown;  and  the  other  was  charged  with 
selling  unlawfully,  an  ample  bond  having 
been  given  to  secure  payment  of  the  assess- 
ment, but  no  trial  having  been  had.  The 
court  said: 

"Acquittal  in  all  of  these  cases  would  be 
a  bar  to  the  collection  of  the  penalties  in  a 
civil  suit.  If  an  ex  parte  report  of  a  revenue 
'  or  prohibition  officer  is  all  the  evidence  re- 
quired of  illegal  sale  or  manufacture,  which 
is  very  doubtful,  there  is  a  strong  presump- 
tion in  these  oases  that  the  prohibition  of- 
ficers were  not  in  possession  of  sufficient 
evidence  of  even  probable  cause  on  which  to 
base  such  report. 

"Yet  payment  is  demanded  in  each  case, 
and  collection  is  sought  to  be  enforced  by  the 
drastic  procedure  of  distraint.  No  doubt 
the  GiHnmissioner  of  Internal  Revenue  con- 
sidered himself  funply  •  justified  in  making 
the  assessment,  and  the  collector  of  internal 
revenue  should  not  be  critised  or  censured 
for  attempting  to  make  collection.  His 
duties  are  purely  ministerial,  and  he  is 
vested  with  no  discretion,  once  the  assess- 
ment is  placed  in  his  hands.  But  the  sys- 
tem is  all  wrong,  and  tends  to  work  great 
hardship  and  injustice  to  the  individual, 
however  desirable  from  an  administrative 
viewpoint  it  may  be. 

"  I  think  the  bills  teem  with  equity,  and 
present  such  extraordinary  facts  as  to  war- 


rant   the    issuance    of    preliminary    injunc- 
tions." 

III.   AOT   AS    Rl3»EALIN0   OtHEB   LaW8 

1.  In  General 

Act  as  repeal  of  other  acts. — "The 
National  Prohibition  Act  expressly  (1)  re- 
pealed all  inconsistent  existing  law,  and 
(2)  provided  that  the  act  is  but  an  addi- 
tion to  all  other  existing  law.  This  renders 
inapplicable  all  rules  of  implied  repeal." 
Violette  v.  Walsh,  (D.  C.  Mont.  1921)  272 
Fed.  1014. 

This  proyision  is  only  declaratory  of  the 
general  law.  U.  S.  v,  Stafoff,  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)  268  Fed.  417. 

The  Alaska  Bone  Dry  Law  (1918  Supp. 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  2d  ed.  p.  48,  et  seq.)  was 
not  repealed  by  the  National  Prohibition  Act. 
Koppitz  17.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A-  9th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  96. 

Wartime  Prohibition  Act  not  repealed. — 
This  act  did  not  repeal  the  provisions  of  the 
Wartime  Prohibition  Act  (1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  2d  ed.  p.  199).  Vincenti  v..  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  114. 

Under  the  terms  of  thia  provision  a  per- 
son is  not  relieved  from  liability  for  sale? 
of  intoxicating  liquors  in  violation  of  the 
Wartime  Prohibition  Act  of  Nov.  21,  1918. 
Ford  V.  U.  S.,  (CCA.  5th  Cir.  1921)  269 
Fed.  609. 

2.  Revenue  Law» 

a.  Prior  Offenses 

In  the  case  of  a  violation  of  the  revenue 
laws  occurring  before  the  National  Prohibi- 
tion Act  went  into  effect,  such  offense  was 
punishable  by  the  law  then  in  force.  Alex- 
ander V,  Thurmond,  (C  C  A.  4th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  474. 

Provisions  of  the  revenue  laws  were  not 
repealed  by  the  National  Prohibition  Act  so 
far  as  relates  to  punishment  for  offenses  com- 
mitted previous  to  the  taking  effect  of  that 
act.  Tisch  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  208. 

Where  the  National  Prohibition  Act  does 
not  expressly  repeal  the  internal  revenue 
laws  relating  to  distilling  liquors,  there  is 
no  implied  repeal  thereof,  so  far  as  relates 
to  violations  already  conunitted.  Conse- 
quently an  indictment  and  conviction  may 
be  had  under  those  laws  though  the  indict- 
ment is  found  after  the  taking  effect  of  the 
Prohibition  Act.  Howard  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  301. 

b.  ''Provisions  of  Law  That  Are 
Inconsistent " 

This  section  only  repealed  revenue  laws 
which  are  inconsistent  with  this  act.  E»  p. 
Lawrence,  (D.  C  Mont.  1921)  273  Fed.  876, 
distmguishing  Yuginovich  Case,  256  U.  S.  — , 
41  S.  Ct.  551,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  and  hold- 
ing that  under  the  facts  of  the  case  sections 
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3258,  3281  and  3286  of  the  Bevised  Stat- 
utes [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  24,  41,  46] 
were  not  repealed,  the  offense  charged  not 
involving  distillation  for  beverage  purposes. 

"  The  word  '  inconsistent '  has  a  broad 
meaning.  Speaking  generally,  a  law  which 
has  for  its  primary  purpose  the  absolute  pro- 
hibition of  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
spirituous  liquors  is  manifestly  incouisistent 
with  the  whole  body  of  legislation  which 
found  no  fault  with  the  business  of  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  spirituous  liquors, 
but  only  sought  to  derive  a  revenue  for  the 
support  of  the  government  from  such  manu- 
facture and  sale  by  the  imposition  of  taxes, 
and  to  prevent  persona  engaged  in  such  busi- 
ness from  defrauding  the  government  out  of 
the  'taxes  imposed.  In  view,  however,  of 
the  large  volume  of  legislation  enacted  for 
the  purpose  of  revenue  collection,  and  the 
language  of  the  above-quoted  section,  it 
would  seem  unwise  to  discuss  the  question 
of  repeal,  except  as  is  necessarily  required 
in  disposing  of  the  question  before  us.  No 
general  rule  or  declaration  of  law  with  ref- 
erence to  all  revenue  legislation  could  safely 
be  declared,  but  each  case  should  be  decided 
on  its  own  facts  and  law."  Ketchum  v.  V.  S., 
(C.  O.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  416. 

"This  section  expressly  continued  the 
revenue  laws  in  force  and  is  not  contrary  to 
the  Eighteenth  Amendment.  That  amend- 
ment does  not  prohibit  the  manufacture, 
transportation,  and  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  for  any  purpose  whatever,  but  only 
for  beverage  purposes.  Such  liquors  may 
still  be  made,  carried  about,  and  sold  for 
medicinal,  sacramental,  scientific,  and  some 
commercial  purposes.  The  restraints  ap- 
plicable to  liquors  for  such  uses  do  not  arise 
from  the  amendment,  but  are  justified  as  rea- 
sonable safeguards  to  prevent  the  abuse  of 
liberty  as  to  them,  and  to  attain  enforcement 
of  the  prohibition  for  beverage  purposes. 
Evidently  there  is  much  field  left  by  the 
amendment  for  the  operation  of  the  revenue 
laws,  which  are  preserved  by  section  35. 
Since  that  section  expressly  provides  that 
taxation  of  illegal  acts  shall  not  be  had  in 
advance,  and  that  the  exaction  of  the  tax 
afterwards  shall  not  legalize  them,  there  is 
no  contravention,  even  in  spirit,  of  the  pro- 
hibitory amendment.  The  tax  operates  only 
as  an  additional  penalty,  and  tends  rather 
to  the  enforcement  than  the  defeat  of  the 
prohibition  scheme."  U.  S.  v.  One  Essex 
Touring  Automobile,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  266 
Fed.  138. 

As  to  the  effect  of  this  act  on  provisions 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Law,  it  has  been 
said :  "  It  goes  without  saying  that  this 
amendment  and  the  act  passed  by  its  author- 
ity effected  a  radical  change  in  the  legis- 
lative policy  and  attitude  of  the  country 
respecting  alcoholic  beverages.  In&tead  of 
encouraging,  or  at  least  recognizing  as  legiti- 
mate,   the    production    and    use    of    such 


beverages,  and  deriving  a  very  large  revalue 
therefrom,  the  manuftusture  and  sale  of  any 
sort  of  beverage  containing  one-half  of  1 
per  centum  of  alcohol  or  more  is  now 
wholly  and  strictly  forbidden.  This  being 
so,  it  would  seem  necessarily  to  follow,  under 
the  mo»t  familiar  rules  of  statutory  con- 
struction, that  if  the  Volstead  Aot  is  incon- 
sistent with  the  provisione  of  sectjon  3296 
and  also  covers  the  same  subject-matter,  it 
supersedes  and  by  implication  repeals  that 
section.  And  to  our  minds  the  Volstead 
Act,  in  its  entire  scope  and  purpose,  is 
plainly  inconsistent  with  the  scheme  of 
revenue  protection  embodied  in  the  Bevised 
Statutes  and  in  the  section  under  review." 
Beed  v.  Thurmond,  (0.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920) 
269  Fed.  2&2. 

c.  Enumeration  of  Bevenue  Laws  Held 
Bepealed 

In  general. —  So  far  as  intoxicating  liquors 
intended  for  beverage  purposes  are  concerned, 
the  provisions  of  U.  S.  Bev.  Stat.  $$  3257, 
3279,  3281,  and  3282  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  40,  41,  44],  making  it  a  criminal 
offense  to  defraud  or  attempt  to  defraud 
the  United  States  of  a  tax  upon  spirits  dis- 
tilled by  one  carrying  on  the  business  of  a 
distillery,  or  to  fail  to  keep  the  sign  "reg- 
istered distillery  **  on  the  outside  of  a  place 
of  business  used  as  a  distillery,  or  to  carry 
on  the  business  of  a  distillery  without  bond, 
or  to  make  or  permit  mash  to  be  made  in 
any  building  other  than  a  distillery  author- 
ized by  law,  must  be  regarded  as  repealed, 
although  this  section,  which  repeals  all 
prior  laws  only  to  the  extent  of  their  in- 
consistency with  it,  provides  that  the  act 
shall  not  relieve  any  person  from  any  lia- 
biHty,  civil  or  criminal,  theretofore  or  there- 
after incurred  under  existing  laws.  U.  S. 
c.  Yuginovich,  ( 1921 )  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct. 
551,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein  the  court 
said: 

''It  is,  of  course,  settled  that  repeals  by 
Implication  are  not  favored.  It  is  equally 
well  settled  that  a  later  statute  repeals 
former  ones  when  clearly  inconsistent  with 
the  earlier  enactments.  United  States  v. 
Tynen,  11  Wall.  88,  20  L.  ed.  153.  In  con- 
struing penal  statutes,  it  is  the  rule  that 
later  enactments  repeal  former  ones  prac- 
tically covering  the  same  acts,  but  fixing  a 
lesser  penalty.  The  concluding  phrase  of 
§  35,  by  itself  considered,  is  strcmgly  indica- 
tive of  an  intention  to  retain  the  old  laws. 
But  this  section  must  be  interpreted  in 
view  of  the  constitutional  provision  con- 
tained in  the  18ith  Amendmettt,  land  in 
view  of  the  provisions  of  the  Volstead  Act 
intended  to  make  that  Amendment  effective. 

"Having  in  mind  these  principles,  and 
considering  now  the  first  count  of  the  in- 
dictment, charging  an  attempt  to  defraud 
and  actually  defrauding  the  governipent  of 
the  revenue  tax,  we  do  not  believe  that  the 
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general  language  used  at  the  close  of  ft  35 
evidences  the  intention  of  Congress  to  inflict 
for  such  an  offense  the  punishment  provided 
in  §  3257  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed)  23], 
with  the  resulting  forfeiture,  fine,  and  im- 
prisonment, and  at  the  same  time  to  author- 
ize prosecution  and  punishment  under  §  35, 
enacting  lesser  and  special  penalties  for 
failing  to  pay  such  taxes  by  imposing  a  tax 
in  double  the  amount  provided  by  law,  with 
an  additional  penalty  of  $500  on  retailers 
and  $1,000  on  manufacturers.  Moreover,  the 
concluding  words  of  the  first  paragraph  of 
$  35,  as  to  all  the  offenses  diarged,  must 
be  read  in  the  light  of  established  legal  prin- 
ciples governing  the  interpretation  of  stat- 
utes, and  in  view  of  the  provisions  of  the 
Volstead  Act  itself,  making  it  unlawful  to 
possess  intoxicating  liquor  for  beverage  pur- 
poses, or  property  designed  for  the  manu- 
facture of  such  liquor,  and  providing  for  its 
destruction.  We  agree  with  the  court  below 
that  while  Congress  manifested  an  intention 
to  tax  liquors  illegally  as  well  as  those 
legally  produced,  which  was  within  its  con- 
etitutional  power,  it  did  not  intend  to  pre- 
serve the  old  penalties  prescribed  in  §  3257 
[4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  23]  in  addition 
to  the. specific  provision  for  punishment  made 
in  the  Volstead  Act. 

"We  have  less  difficulty  with  the  other 
sections  of  the  prior  revenue  legiBlation 
under  which  the  charges,  already  set  forth, 
are  made.  We  think  it  was  not  in^tended 
to  keep  on  foot  the  requirement  as  to  dis- 
playing the  words  '  Registered  Distillery '  in 
a  place  intended  for  the  production  of  liquor 
for  beverage  purposes  which  could  no  longer 
be  lawfully  conducted;  nor  to  require  a  bond 
for  the  control  of  such  production;  nor  to 
p^ialize  the  making  of  mash,  in  a  distillery 
which  could  not  be  authorized  by  law." 

This  decision  was  distinguished  in  Ew  p. 
Lawrence,  (D.  C.  Mont.  1821)  273  Fed.  876, 
holding  sections,  3258,  9281  and  3286  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  were  not  repealed  under 
the  facts  of  the  ease. 

Sections  3242,  3267,  3258,  3260  and  3279 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  [3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  1044;  4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
23,  d4,  26,  40]  and  embodied  in  the  revenue 
laws  are  repealed  by  this  act.  Ketchum  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
416. 

This  act  repealed  sections  923  and  3062 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  [3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  324;  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
1161]  in  so  far  as  they  relate  to  intoxicating 
liquors  imported  into  the  United  States.  U. 
S.  V.  One  Hudson  Touring  Car,  (E.  D.  Mich. 
1921)    274  Fed.  473. 

Section  3244  of  the  Revised  Statutes  [3 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1046]  has  been 
repealed  by  implication.  Ravitz  t*.  Hamilton, 
(W.  D.  Ky.  1921)  272  Fed.  721. 

Sections  3258  and  3282  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  24,  44] 


are  repealed.     U.  S.  v.  Stafoff,   (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)   268  Fed.  417. 

Sections  3258,  3279,  3281  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  are  repealed.  Sanford  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  369. 

"  Taking  the  new  statute  as  a  whole,  ite 
provisions  would  appear  to  cover  and  pro- 
vide for  the  punishment  of  every  act  whidi 
could  be  punished  under  the  former  pro- 
visions of  the  Revised  Statutes  with  regard 
to  the  manufacture  and  sale  of  liquors  for 
beverage  purposes.  To  hold  that  the  old 
law  is  continued  would  therefore  be  to  hold 
that  two  inconsistent  sets  of  statutory  pro- 
visions, punishing  the  same  substantial  act, 
and  with  differing  penalties,  were  of  force, 
and  that  a  person  could  be  prosecuted  and 
punished  under  section  3  and  section  6  of 
the  new  statute  for  transporting  any  liquor 
at  all,  without  the  required  permit,  and  at 
the  same  time  prosecuted  and  punished  under 
the  provisions  of  section  3296  [4  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  56]  for  transporting  liquor 
without  having  previously  paid  the  tax  that 
he  is  forbidden  by  law  to  pay. 

**  Giving  to  the  repealing  clause  of  the  last 
statute  that  construction  which  it  would  be 
assumed  the  legislative  department  intended 
—  that  is,  that  it  should  be  construed  in 
harmony  with  existing  rules  of  law  and  the 
existing  rules  of  statutory  construction  — 
it  appears  to  the  court  that  the  sections 
referred  to  have  been  repealed  by  the  last 
statute,  and  the  indictment  will  be  accord- 
ingly quashed."  U.  S.  t\  Windham,  (E.  D. 
S.  C.  1920)  264  Fed.  376. 

This  act  repealed  section  3450  [4  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  311]  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  in  so  far  as  the  latter  section  pro- 
vides for  the  forfeiture  of  vehicles.  U.  S. 
17.  One  Haynes  Automolbile,  (C.  C.  A.  5th 
Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  926. 

It  has  been  held  that  this  Act  repeals  by 
implication  section  16  of  the  Act  of  Feb.  8, 
1875  [3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  1053] 
relating  to  the  carrying  on  of  the  liquor 
business  without  paying  special  tax  or  with 
intent  to  defraud.  Farlev  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  0. 
A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  269  Fed.  721. 

Provisions  as  to  penalties  in  prior  revenue 
laws  are  held  to  be  repealed  by  the  pro- 
visions in  this  Act.  U.  S.  t?.  Puhac,  (W.  D. 
Pa.  1920)  268  Fed.  392;  U.  S.  t?.  Fortman, 
(W.  D.  Okla.  1920)   268  Fed.  873. 

Distilled  spirits  for  use  as  beverage. — 
''In  the  main  the  federal  courts  are  taking 
the  view  that  the  laws,  so  far  as  distilled 
spirits  for  use  as  a  beverage  are  concerned, 
are  defunct,  having  been  superseded  by  the 
Eighteenth  Amendment  to  the  Constitution 
and  the  legislation  enacted  by  Congress  in 
aid  of  its  enforcement."  Ledbetter  v.  Bailey, 
( W.  D.  N.  C.  1921 )   274  Fed.  376. 

Operation  of  distilleries. —  It  is  said  that 
this  act  operates  as  a  repeal  of  the  previous; 
internal   revenue  acts  governing  the  oper^ 
tion  of  distilleries.    U.  S.  v.  Yuginni,   (D.  C. 
Ore.  1920)   266  Fed.  746. 
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d.  Enumeration  of  Revenue  Laws  Held  Not 

Repealed 

The  provisions  of  this  act  do  not  operate 
as  a  general  repeal  of  the  revenue  laws. 
U.  S.  V.  Sacein  Rouhana  Farhat,  (S.  D.  Ohio 
1920)    269  Fed.  33,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  The  Volstead  Act  was  designedly  made 
drastic  in  its  provisions.  The  contention  that 
the  revenue  laws  relating  to  the  manufacture 
and  sale  of  liquors  are  repealed  does  not 
consist  with  the  provisions  of  the  act  that 
ita  regulations  for  the  manufacture  of  in- 
toxicating liquors  shall  be  construed  to  be  in 
addition  to  existing  laws,  that  the  tax  im- 
posed by  the  revenue  laws  shall  be  continued, 
and  that  the  laws  relating  to  the  manu- 
facture or  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  shall 
be  enforced.  Section  9,  title  3,  by  exempt- 
ing industrial  alcohol  plants  and  bonded 
warehouses  from  the  requirements  of  given 
sections,  necessarily  implies  that  manu- 
facturers operating  other  kinds  of  liquor 
producing  plants  are  not  thus  exempt.  If 
the  act  repealed  the  revenue  laws  as  an 
entirety,  that  section  is  superfluous.  Such 
a  conclusion  is  not  permissible,  if  a  con- 
struction can  be  legitimately  found  whidi 
will  give  force  to  and  preserve  aU  the  lan- 
guage of  the  statute.'*  In  this  case  it  was 
held  that  sections  3258,  8260  and  3279,  were 
not  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Prohibition  Act. 

This  section  did  not  by  implication  repeal 
the  provisions  of  the  internal  revenue  act 
relative  to  the  taxing  of  alcoholic  liquors  or 
the  penalties  denounced  for  violating  them. 
U.  S.  t\  Freidericks,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1921) 
273  Fed.  188,  holding  that  this  act  did  not 
repeal  section  3290  R.  S.  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  56]  nor  section  51  of  the  Act  of 
August  27,  1894,  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
107]  nor  sections  600  and  604  [1919  Supp. 
140,  143]  of  the  Act  of  Feb.  24,  1919.  The 
court  said: 

"  Manifestly  this  act  was  not  intended  to 
prescribe  the  only  rules  which  should  govern 
the  manufacture  of  and  traffic  in  intoxicating 
liquor.  Neither  in  title  nor  provision  is 
there  warrant  for  the  contention  that  this 
act  was  to  supplant  in  toto  the  earlier  laws 
dealing  with  the  general  subject  of  manu- 
facture of  and  traffic  in  intoxicating  liquor. 
True,  it  was  a  prohibitory  enactment;  but 
the  prohibitions  did  not  go  beyond  those 
ordained  by  the  Eighteenth  Amendment, 
which  were  limited  to  the  manufacture  of 
and  traffic  in  intoxicating  liquor  for  bever- 
age purposes.  On  the  contrary,  the  act 
(sections  3,  6,  and  12,  title  2)  contemplates 
the  manufacture  of  and  traffic  in  alcoholic 
liquors  for  nonbeverage  purposes.  In  section 
3  it  18  declared  that  all  the  provisions  of 
the  act  were  to  '  be  liberally  construed  to 
the  end  that  the  use  of  intoxicating  liquor 
as  a  beverage  may  be  prevented.'  And  sec- 
tion 35  of  the  same  title  .  .  gives 
legislative  emphasis  and  sanction  to  the  well- 


supported  canon  of  interpretation  of  statutes, 
viz.  repeals  by  implication  are  not  favored, 
and  may  be  inferred  only  if  the  later  statute 
is  so  repugnant  to  or  inconsistent  with  the 
earlier  one  that  it  is  clear  that  the  legisla- 
tive body  must  have  so  intended." 

This  act  did  not  depeal  section  3250  [4 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  19]  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  making  it  an  offense  to  remove 
intoxicating  liquor  with  an  intent  to  de- 
prive the  government  of  the  tax  thereon. 
U.  S.  t*.  One  Cole  Aero  Eight  Automobile, 
(D.  C.  Mont.  1921)  273  Fed.  934. 

This  section  did  not  repeal  section  3251 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  19]  imposing  a  tax  on  the  manu- 
facturer of  distilled  spirita  Violette  v, 
Walsh,    (D.  C.  Mont.   1921)    272  Fed.   1014. 

In  U.  S.  V.  Sohm,  (D.  C.  Mont.  1920) 
265  Fed.  910,  the  defendants,  indicted  for 
alleged  violations  of  R.  S.  sections  3258, 
3260  and  3282  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
24,  26,  44]  regarding  the  manufacture  and 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  demurred  and 
moved  to  quash  the  indictment  on  the  ground 
that  it  charged  no  offense  by  reason  of  the 
repeal  of  such  sections  by  this  act.  Answer- 
ing this  contention,  the  court  said: 

*' Before  the  Eighteenth  Amendment,  pro- 
hibiting manufacture  of  and  traffic  in  *  in- 
toxicating liquors  ...  for  beverage  pur- 
poses,' is  an  elaborate  '  code '  of  federal  law 
governing  manufacture  of  and  traffic  in  dis- 
tilled spirita  and  other  intoxicating  liquors 
for  beverage  and  other  purposes,  in  the  main 
to  provide  public  revenue.  In  so  far  as  pro- 
visions of  this  Code  apply  to  and  sanction 
spirits  and  liquors  for  beverage  purposes 
only,  they  are  rendered  obsolete  or  repealed 
by  the  amendment. 

"Subsequent  to  the  amendment  is  the 
National  Prohibition  Act,  to  effectuate  the 
amendment  and  also  to  govern  manufacture 
and  traffic  in  such  spirits  and  liquors  for 
nonbeverage  purposes;  this  latter  not  only 
as  incidental  to  prohibition,  but  also  to  pro- 
vide public  revenue. 

"In  title  2,  §  35,  the  act  expressly  pro- 
vides that  'all  provisions  of  law  that  are 
inconsistent  with  this  act  are  repealed  only 
to  the  extent  of  such  inconsistency,  and  the 
regulations  herein  provided  for  the  manu- 
facture or  traffic  in  intoxicating  liquor  shall 
be  construed  as  in  addition  to  existing  laws,' 
and  in  section  9,  title  3,  the  act  recognizes 
the  continued  existence  of  many  enumerated 
sections  of  the  Codes,  including  sections  3258, 
3260,  and  provides  these  sections  shall  not 
apply  to  industrial  alcohol  plants  only, 
though  the  commissioner  may  so  apply  them 
by  regulations  made  by  him. 

"This  express  repeal  in  the  act  renders 
all  rules  of  implied  repeal  inapplicable, 
demonstrates  no  implied  repeal  is  intended. 
'  Expressio  unius,'  etc  See  cases  cited  in 
36  Cyc.  1081,  and  annual  annotations. 

"It  follows  that  save  for  clear  and  un- 
avoidable inconsistencies,  both  said  Code  and 


564 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


the  act,  wherein  their  terms  are  applicable 
to  spirits  and  liquors  for  nonbeverage  pur- 
poses, are  present  law,  the  latter  cumulative 
to  the  former,  however  cumbersome  and  con- 
fused the  result  may  be. 

''  It  may  be  observed  that,  if  the  act  more 
lightly  penalizes  an  offense  identical  as  in  the 
Code,  the  latter  is  repealed  for  inconsistency. 

**  In  the  act  is  nothing  forbidding,  as  does 
section  3282  of  the  Code,  making  a  mash  fit 
for  the  production  of  spirits  on  premises 
other  than  a  duly  authorized  distillery. 
Hence  there  is  no  inconsistency,  section  3282 
is  not  repealed,  and  the  first  count  of  the 
indictment,  based  thereon,  states  a  public 
offense. 

''It  hardly  needs  be  pointed  out  that,  sub- 
ject to  the  act,  distilleries  will  continue  to 
exist  and  mashes  to  be  made,  and  now,  as 
before,  it  is  essential  the  latter  be  made 
only  at  the  former  duly  authorized.  The 
object  of  the  act  requires  this  as  much  as  did 
the  object  of  the  Code. 

"  Section  3,  title  2,  of  the  act  provides  that 
intoxicating  liquor  for  nonbeverage  purposes 
may  be  manufactured,  etc.,  'only  as  herein 
provided.'  But  '  only  as  herein  provided,'  by 
virtue  of  section  35,  includes  the  provisions 
of  all  consistent  existing  law,  to  which  the 
act  is  but  an  addition. 

"  So,  while  said  section  3  provides  for  per- 
mits from  the  Commissioner  and  in  form  by 
him  prescribed,  and  for  bonds  in  his  dis- 
cretion and  in  form  by  him  prescribed,  section 
3258  of  the  Code,  requiring  registration  in 
statutory  form  with  the  collector  of  stills 
set  up  and  possessed  (upon  which  section  is 
based  the  second  count  of  the  indictment), 
and  section  3260  of  the  Code,  requiring  a 
bond  in  statutory  form  (upon  which  section 
is  based  the  third  count  of  the  indictment), 
are  not  inconsistent  with  the  act,  are  not 
repealed,  and  the  said  counts  state  public 
offenses." 

Sections  3258,  3281,  and  3282  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  are  not  repealed  by  this  act. 
U.  S.  V.  Phillips,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  270  Fed. 
281  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.   (2d  ed.)   24,  41,  44]. 

Section  3258  of  the  Revised  Statutes  [4 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  24]  relating  to  the 
registry  of  stills  and  section  3282  of  the 
Revised  Statutes  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
44]  were  not  repealed  by  this  act.  U.  S.  v. 
De  Large,  (D.  C.  Xeb.  1921)  269  Fed.  820. 
The  court  said:  "Notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  greater  number  of  cases  cited  have 


held  that  these  portions  of  the  Revised  Stat- 
utes are  no  longer  in  force,  as  applied  to  one 
who  seeks  to  manufacture  distilled  liquor 
contrary  to  the  Volstead  Act,  the  conclusions 
reached  in  the  case  of  United  States  v.  Sobm 
appear  to  be  the  proper  interpretation.  The 
intent  of  Congress  is  the  essential  thing,  and 
that  intent  is  not  left  to  conjecture.  ...  It 
is  obvious  from  a  reading  of  Uie  section  that 
tlie  prior  internal  revenue  laws,  so  far  as 
they  provided  for  paying  taxes  or  charges 
imposed  on  the  manufacture  or  traffic  in 
intoxicating  liquor,. were  not  entirely  super- 
seded, because  it  is  expressly  provided  that  a 
tax  shall  be  assessed  and  collected  from  the 
person  responsible  for  the  illegal  manufac- 
ture or  sale  in  double  the  amount  previously 
provided  by  law,  but  the  payment  of  such  a 
tax  cannot  be  made  in  advance;  nor  does 
the  payment  give  any  right  to  manufacture 
or  Rt'll  8uch  liquor.  It  is  also  provided  that 
all  provisions  of  law  that  are  inconsistent 
with  the  Volstead  Act  are  repealed  only  to 
the  extent  of  such  inconsistency.  There 
doubtless  may  be  features  of  the  prior  reve- 
nue laws  that  are  inconsistent  with  the  Vol- 
stead Act,  but  there  is  no  inconsistency  iii 
making  it  unlawful  (section  25,  tit.  2,  Vol- 
stead  Act)  for  one  to  possess  property  de- 
signed for  the  manufacture  of  liquor  intended 
for  use  in  violating  that  act  and  in  also 
requiring  the  one  possessing  a  still  or  distill- 
ing apparatus  set  up  to  file  a  statement  seek- 
ing registration  with  the  collector  (section 
32^,  Rev.  Stats.),  or  making  it  unlawful 
to  make  or  ferment  mash  in  any  other  prem- 
ises than  an  authorized  distillery  (section 
3282,  Rev.  Stats.). 

"  If  the  two  offenses  were  combined  in  a 
single  section,  providing  that  it  should  be 
tulawful  to  possess  property  designed  for  the 
unlawful  manufacture  of  intoxicating  liquor 
and  providing  a  penalty,  and  also  providing 
that  if  one  should  so  possess  such  property 
and  should  also  fail  to  register  a  distilling 
apparatus  with  the  collector,  or  should  also 
possess  the  me^h  fit  for  distillation  else- 
where than  in  an  authorized  distillery,  he 
should  be  punished  more  severely,  it  would 
seem  quite  illogical  to  say  that  the  two  acts 
were  contradictory,  mutually  destructive,  or 
inconsistent." 

Section  3296  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (4 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  79)  was  not 
repealed  by  this  act.  U.  S.  v.  Turner,  (W. 
D.  V«u  1920)  266  Fed.  248. 
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Vol.  IV,  p.  604,  sec.  966.     [First  ed., 

vol.  IV,  p.  2.] 

Interest  in  creditors' '  rait. —  Interest  in  a 
creditors'  Buit  brought  by  the  United  States 
on  a  judgment  for  a  penalty  recovered  in  a 
proceeding  begun  by  criminal  indictment  is 
allowable  only  from  the  time  when  judg- 
ment was  entered  in  the  creditors'  suit,  since 
the  original  judgment  does  not  fall  within 
the  terms  of  the  only  applicable  federal 
statute,  viz.,  this  secticm,  providing  that  in- 
terest shall  be  allowed  on  all  judgments  in 
civil  causes.  Pierce  v.  U.  S.,  (1921)  255  U.  & 
398,  41  S.  Ct.  365,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
modifying  and  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Gir. 
1919)  257  Fed.  514,  171  C.  C.  A.  1. 

Judgment  for  excess  charges. —  Interest  is 
allowable  on  a  judgment  against  a  carrier 
for  excess  charges.  Wabash  R.  Co.  v.  Koenig, 
(0.  G.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  909. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  608,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  5.] 

Effect  of  state  statute.— Where  a  state 
statute  provides  that  a  judgment  or  decree 
of  the  XJiiited  States  District  Court  or  of 
the  state  Supreme  Court  or  chancery  court 
or  any  state  court  of  a  different  county  shall 
not  i>e  a  lien  on  defendant's  property  until 
enrolled  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  the  county,  it  has  been  held 
that  a  judgment  rendered  in  a  federal  court 
in  that  state  is  not  a  lien  until  so  enrolled. 
In  re  Jadcson  'Light,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  G.  A.  5th 
Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  223. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  396,  sec.  1. 

Sffect  of  repeal. —  Regarding  the  effect  of 
this  repeal  as  necessitating  the  docketing 
of  federal  court  judgments  in  the  cleric's 
office  of  the  state  court  of  the  county  where 
the  judgment  was  rendered,  the  court,  in 
In  re  Jackson  Light,  etc,  Co.,  (S.  D.  Miss. 
1919)  2^  Fed.  389,  said:  "This  case  has 
been  fully  covered  in  the  briefs  and  certiff- 
cate  of  the  referee,  and  the  only  new,  or 
additional,  view  which  presents  itself  to  the 
court  is  with  reference  to  the  effect  of  the 
repeal  of  seotion  3  of  the  act  of  1888,  as 
amended  by  the  act  of  1895.  Section  3  was 
repealed  by  the  Act  of  August  23,  1916,  the 
repealing  act  to  become  effective  on  Janu- 
ary 1,  1917.    39  Stat,  at  Large,  531. 

"  It  seems  to  be  conceded  by  counsel  for 
the  judgment  creditor  that,  under  the  act 
of  1888,  he  has  no  lien  on  any  property 
outside  of  the  county  where  the  judgment 
was  rendered;  but  it  is  claimed  that  in  that 
county,  to  wit,  Hinds  county,  the  enrollment 
of  the  judgment  in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of 
the  United  States  District  Court  was  suffi- 
cient to  create  a  lien  on  all  property  of  the 
defendant  situated  within  that  county.    This 


contention  renders  meaningless  the  Act  of 
August  23,  1916,  repealing  section  3  of  the 
Act  of  August  1,  1888,  as  amended  by  the 
Act  of  March  2,  1895.  The  courts  must  give 
effect  to  section  3,  while  in  force,  and  at- 
tribute to  Congress  a  substantial  reason  or 
motive  for  repealing  the  same.  The  said 
section  3  of  the  act  of  1888  is  as  follows: 

" '  Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  to 
require  the  dodceting  of  a  judgment  or  de- 
cree of  a  United  States  court,  or  the  filing 
of  a  transcript  thereof,  in  any  state  office 
within  the  same  county  or  parish  in  the 
state  of  Louisiana  in  which  the  judgment 
*  *  *  is  rendered,  in  order  that  such  judg- 
ment or  decree  may  be  a  lien  on  any  prop- 
erty within  such  county.'  25  Stat,  at  Large, 
357. 

"By  act  approved-  March  2,  1895  (chap- 
ter 180,  28  Stat,  at  Large,  page  813),  the 
said  section  3  was  amended  by  an  addition 
thereto  which  made  its  effectiveness  condi- 
tioned upon  the  clerk  of  the  United  States 
court  being  required  by  law  to  have  a  perma- 
nent office  and  a  judgment  record  open  at 
all  times  for  public  inspection  in  the  county 
or  parish  where  the  judgment  or  decree  was 
rendered.  As  amended,  section  3  reads  as 
follows : 

"'That  nothing  herein  shall  be  construed 
to  require  the  docketing  of  a  judgment  or 
decree  of  a  United  Stat^  court,  or  the  filing 
of  a  transcript  thereof,  in  any  state  office 
within  the  same  county  or  the  same  parish 
in  the  state  of  Louisiana  in  which  the  judg- 
ment or  decree  is  rendered,  in  order  that 
such  judgment  or  decree  may  be  a  lien  on 
any  property  within  such  county,  if  the  clerk 
of  the  United  States  court  be  required  by 
law  to  have  a  permanent  office  and  a  judg- 
ment record  open  at  all  times  for  public  in- 
spection in  such  county  or  parish.'  28  Stat, 
at  Large,  814. 

"  The  Act  of  August  23,  1916,  chapter  397, 
39  Stat,  at  Large,  531,  repealing  section  3, 
is  as  follows: 

" '  Section  1.  [Docketing  in  State  Court 
.  .  .  Repeal  of  Statute.]  That  an  act 
approved  March  second,  eighteen  hundred 
and  ninety-five,  entitled  "An  act  to  amend 
section  three  of  an  act  entitled  'An  act  to 
regulate  the  liens  of  judgments  and  decrees 
of  the  courts  of  the  Unit^  States,'  approved 
August  first,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty- 
eight,"  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  repealed. 

"  '  Sec.  2.  [Act  When  Effective.]  That  this 
act  shall  take  effect  on  and  after  J[anuary 
first,  nineteen  hundred  and  seventeen.' 

"It  seems  very  clear  that,  under  section  8 
of  the  act  of  1888,  it  was  not  necessary  to 
enroll  the  federal  court  judgment  in  the  state 
circuit  clerk's  office  of  the  county  where  the 
judgment  was  rendered  if  the  clerk  of  the 
United  States  court  had  a  permanent  office 
and  a  judgment  record  open  at  all  times  for 


566 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


public  inspecticm.  Section  3  obviated  the 
necessity  of  such  enrollment,  but  the  repeal 
of  section  3,  by  the  act  above  quoted,  which 
became  effective  January  1,  1917,  rendered 
the  same  procedure  as   to   a  federal  court 


judgment  necessary  in  the  county  where  tiie 
judgment  was  rendered  as  was  required  in 
the  other  counties  of  the  state  in  order  to 
obtain  a  lien." 


JUDICIAL  OFFICERS 


Vol.  IV,  p.  631,  sec.  19.     [First  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  79.] 

Historical.— "  While  the  title  of  United 
States  commissioner  is  no  older  than  the 
act  of  1896  (29  Stat  184),  they  were  then 
created  to  '  have  the  same  powers  and  per- 
form the  same  duties  as  are  now  imposed 
upon  commissioners  of  the  Circuit  Courts, 
*  *  *  and  all  [existing]  acte  and  parts  of 
acts  applicable '  to  the  former  Circuit  Court 
commissioners  (except  as  to  appointment  and 
fees)  were  specifically  made  applicable  to 
United  States  commissioners. 

"  Only  a  year  earlier,  in  1895,  the  Supreme 
Court  had  reviewed  these  acts  in  United 
States  V.  Allred,  155  U.  S.  591,  16  Sup.  Ct. 
231,  39  L.  Ed.  273,  and  as  it  is  well  known 
to  the  older  bar  that  the  same  men  continued 
to  perform  the  same  duties  after  1896,  the 
effect  of  the  statute  of  that  year  may  be  said 
to  be  no  more  than  a  change  of  title  and 
of  fee  scale,  plus  the  infusion  of  a  supervisory 
power  on  the  part  of  the  Attorney  General. 
For  the  essential  nature,  scope,  and  legal 
relation  of  the  office  one  must  look  farther 
back. 

"It  does  not  seem  useful  to  tabulate  the 
numerous  statutes  giving  special  duties  (e.  g., 
matters  of  extradition)  to  commissioners, 
but  their  development  as  examining  and  com- 
mitting magistrates  is  relevant  to  this  mo- 
tion. Since  the  Judiciary  Act  of  1789  (1 
Stat.  91)  every  'justice  and  judge  of  the 
United  States'  (in  the  original  phrase)  has 
had  the  power  of  ordering  arrests  and  hold- 
ing the  accused  to  prison  or  bail.  This  is 
the  essence  of  magistracy,  and  the  power  to 
commit  implies  and  includes  the  power  to 
examine  and  discharge. 

"  C>>n8idering  the  extent  of  country  and 
the  fewness  of  judges,  the  original  act  em- 
powered practically  every  state  magistrate, 
and  especially  justices  of  the  peace,  to  act  in 
holding  offenders  for  the  United  States  courts. 
The  substance  of  .this  part  of  the  old  act  be- 
came R.  S.  §  7^,  and  is  now  Judicial  Code, 
i  270. 

*'  The  early  files  of  this  court  contain 
many  commitments  by  local  justices  of  the 
peace  of  the  state  of  New  York,  and  Sand- 
ford  V.  Nichols,  13  Mass.  286,  7  Am.  Dec.  151, 
shows  how  that  system  worked  (or  did  not) 
in  revenue  cases  where  search  warrants  were 
needed. 

"  It  did  not  take  long  for  experience  to 
demonstrate   the   difiiculty   and   inutility   of 


the  borrowed  and  grudgingly  given  services 
of  state  officials,  and  in  1793  (1  Stat.  334) 
the  Circuit  Courts  were  authorized  to  ap- 
point 'discreet  persons  learned  in  the  law' 
to  take  bail  in  criminal  causes. 

"  So  far  as  I  can  discover,  it  was  from 
this  seed  that  '  commissioners '  grew ;  the 
title  was  assumed,  but  was  recognixed  by  the 
act  of  1817  (3  Stat  350),  which  in  enlarging 
the  powers  of  the  '  discreet  persons '  of  1793, 
speaks  of  the  'commissioners  who  now  are 
or  hereafter  may  be'  appointed. 

"Next  after  the  original  statute  of  1789 
the  most  important  Judiciary  Act  of  the  first 
century  of  the  republic  was  the  statute  of 
1842  (5  Stat.  51&),  which  in  its  first  and 
second  sections  expressly  gives  to  the  com- 
missioners of  the  Circuit  Courts  the  powers 
of  a  justice  of  the  peace  in  respect  of  '  arrest- 
ing, imprisoning  or  bailing '  ofl^enders  against 
laws  of  the  United'  States,  and  the  substance 
of  this  grant  is  now  R.  S.  §  1014.*'  U.  S.  ©. 
Maresca,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  713. 

General  powers  and  duties. —  The  commis- 
sioner is  an  officer  of  the  court,  whose  serv- 
ices may  be  availed  of  or  dispensed  with 
at  the  option  of  the  court  itself.  There  is 
no  legal  obligation  on  the  court  to  send  any 
part  of  a  case  to  a  commissioner.  United 
States  Willow  Furniture  Co.  r.  La  Com- 
pagnie  G^n^rale  Transatlantique,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  184. 

Courts  in  which  commiMianers  sit. —  Re- 
garding the  question  of  the  court  in  which 
commissioners  sit,  the  court  said: 

"  No  statute  furnishes  a  direct  reply.  Un- 
doubtedly the  official  when  taking  testimony 
in  equity  or  assessing  damages  in  admiralty , 
is  sitting  in  the  District  Court.  In  my  opin- 
ion, when  exercising  the  power  of  issuing  a 
warrant  in  extradition,  he  is  not  sitting  in 
or  holding  any  courts  and,  when  consider  in. i^ 
under  a  special  statute  the  status  of  an  al- 
leged Chinese  laborer,  he  is  holding  a  court 
of  his  own,  which  is  by  statute  inferior  to 
the  District  Court. 

"Remembering  that  nothing  but  an  act  of 
Congress  can  make  an  inferior  court  of  the 
United  States,  that  no  act  makes  a  com- 
missioner's court,  and  that  by  tradition  an 
examining  and  committing  magistrate* 
especially  a  justice  of  the  peace,  holds  a 
court,  I  am  compelled  to  the  conclusion  that, 
when  a  commissioner  issues  criminal  procese, 
including  a  search  warrant,  he  does  it  in 
and  as  part  of  the  proceedings  of  the  District 
Court     But  he  does  the  act,  not  by  virtutt 
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of  any  grant  of  power  to  the  court  as  such, 
but  by  grant  directly  to  him,  and  it  is  the 
same  power  which  is  given  by  the  same  stat- 
utes, and  given  personally  to  Justices  of  the 
Supreme  Court  and  Circuit  and  District 
Judges,  each  of  whom  may  sit  as  magistrates, 
with  the  same  and  no  other  powers.  The 
▼lew  that  this  entire  matter  of  issuing  a 
search  warrant  and  then  directing  the  return 
of  what  was  seized  thereunder  is  a  District 
Court  proceeding  is  confirmed  by  study  of 
the  nature  and  history  of  the  case  reported 
as  Veeder  t?.  United  States,  252  Fed.  414,  164 
C.  C.  A.  338,  certiorari  refused  246  U.  8. 
675,  38  Sup.  Ct.  428,  62  L.  ed.  933.  There  a 
District  Judge  issued  the  search  warrant, 
held  a  hearing  after  seizure  made,  and  re- 
fused to  direct  return  of  what  was  seized.  A 
direct  writ  of  error  was  then  taken  to  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  which  reversed, 
whereupon  the  Uni'ted  States  applied  for  a 
certiorari,  challenging  the  right  of  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals  to  review  —  a  proposi- 
tion in  my  judgment  clearly  right,  unless  that 
which  was  reviewed  and  reversed  was  a  final 
order  or  judgment  of  the  District  Court;  for 
no  grant  to  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  can 
be  found  giving  it  power  to  review  orders  of 
District  Judges  merely  as  such.  They  must 
speak  for,  in,  and  on  behalf  of  the  District 
Court,  and  it  is  the  court's  action  that  is 
reviewed."  U.  S.  v.  Maresca,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
lO&O)   266  Fed.  713. 

United  States  commissioners  as  justices  of 
the  peace,  see  U.  S.  v.  Maresca,  (S.  D.  N.  T. 

1920)  266  Fed.  713. 

Review  of  mliaga. — ^A  writ  of  error  lies 
to  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  from  a  com- 
missioner'a  order  directing  *the  return  of 
property  seized  under  a  search  warrant.  U.  S. 
«.  Maresca,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  713. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  651,  sec.  824.     [First  ed., 

vol.  IV,  p.  90.] 
"On  a  trial  before  a  jury." — The  word 
**  trial "  like  the  word  "  hearing  "  connotes  a 
contest  and  cert r  inly  something  more  aggres- 
sive than  the  mere  execution  of  a  consent  and 
therefore  a  verdict  taken  by  consent  is  not 
a  *'  trial  before  a  jury ''  and  the  fee  provided 
by  this  act  for  such  a  trial  should  not  be 
allowed  in  the  case  of  a  verdict  by  consent. 
Warner  v.  Liquid  Carbonic  Co.,   (N.  D.  Oa. 

1921)  270  Fed.  294. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  657,  sec.  828.    [First  ed., 

vol.  IV,  p.  95.] 

I.  General  matters. 
XIV.  Receiving,    keeping    and    paying    out 
money. 

I.  GiSTEBAL  Mattebs    (p.   659) 

Deposit  to  secure  fees. —  The  right  of  the 
district   court   to  make   a   rule   requiring   a 


deposit  to  secure  the  clerk's  fees  in  advance 
has  been  recognized  and  it  is  not  subject  to 
collateral  attack  on  appeal.  King  v.  Weiss, 
etc,  Mfg.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  257,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  Complaint  is  also  made  because  the  trial 
court  enforced  against  the  defendants  the 
existing  District  Court  equity  rule,  which 
requires  a  defendant  to  make  a  deposit  to 
secure  clerk  fees  in  advance*  before  his  papers 
in  defense  may  be  filed.  Such  a  question 
cannot  be  collaterally  raised,  on  such  an  ap- 
peal as  this,  but  must  be  brought  to  this 
court,  if  at  all,  only  by  some  direct  chal- 
lenge. While  the  clerk  is  compelled  to  collect 
his  fees  at  the  time  the  services  are  per- 
formed, and  while  an  advance  deposit  may 
be  the  only  practicable  method  by  which  he 
can  do  so,  yet,  when  we  consider  that  the 
defendant  is  brought  into  court  and  cchn- 
pelled  to  defend,  and  that  all  services  ren- 
dered generally  in  a  case  by  the  clerk  are 
chargeable,  in  the  first  instance,  against 
plaintiff  and  his  cost  deposit,  it  may  well  be 
that  only  a  comparatively  small  deposit 
should  be  reqtiired  from  defendant.  How> 
ever,  the  power  to  make  a  rule  on  this  sub- 
ject rests  with  the  District  Court,  and  it  is 
to  be  presumed  that  due  weight  has  been 
given  to  all  the  considerations  affecting  the 
requirements  embodied  in  this  rule.  If  in- 
teres'ted  counsel  or  parties  think  otherwise, 
doubtless  the  District  Court  will  entertain  a 
direct  application  to  modify  the  rule,  and  if 
this  court  has  any  reviewing  power,  it  can, 
then  be  invoked  in  some  suitable  manner." 

XIV.  Recbivino,  Keeping  Ain>  Paying  Odt 
Monet   (p.  675) 

Liberty  bonds. —  By  virtue  of  section  1320 
of  the  Revenue  Act  of  1919  (1919  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  p.  192)  giving  Liberty  Bonds 
deposited-  in  Ueu  of  surety  or  sureties  the 
same  force  and  effect  as  "certified  checks,, 
bank  drafts,  post  office  money  orders  or 
cash  "  it  is  held  that  the  clerk  is  entitled  to 
his  fee  on  bonds  so  deposited  as  in  other 
cases  for  "  receiving,  keeping  and  paying  out 
monev."  McGovern  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
7th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  262. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  678,  sec.  829.    [First  ed., 

vol.  IV,  p.  107.] 

V.  Subpoenas. 
XI.  Keeping  boats,  vessels  or  other  property. 

V.  Subpoenas   (p.  684) 

Subpoenas  to  witnesses  not  testifying.-r 
There  is  no  abuse  of  discretion  in  taxing  as 
costs  the  fees  and  expenses  of  the  marshal  in 
serving  subpoenas  on  witnesses  who  did  not 
in  fact  testify  where  they  were  subpoenaed  in 
good  faith,  their  testimony  being  deemed  ma- 
terial to  the  issue  involved.  Kirby  r.  U.  S.» 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  391. 
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XI.  Keeping    Boats,    Vessels    ob    Otheb 
Property   (p.  685) 

Wharfage. — ^A  ma/rshal  cannot  include  in 
his  bill  of  costs  an  item  for  wharfage  which 
he  never  paid  nor  authorized ,  and  an  at- 
tempt by  a  navigation  company  to  collect 
it«  claim  for  wharfage  by  having  the  marshal 
include  it  as  a  disbursement  in  his  bill  of 
costs  is  improper  and  will  not  be  allowed. 
The  9t.  Paul,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271 
Fed.  265. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  774.  [Atiomey-general, 
special  counsel,  etc.]  [First 
ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  283.] 

Power  of  special  assistant. — As  to  the 
power  of  a  special  assistant,  to  file  an  in- 
formation charging  a  violation  of  the  Vol- 
stead Act  it  has  been  said  that  "the  power 
to  bring  informations  which  charge  crime 
and  on  which  warrants  of  arrest  issue  is  a 
great  power,  carrying  with  it  possibilities  of 
serious  oppression,  if  improperly  used.  It 
involves  the  exercise  of  a  quasi  judicial  dis- 
cretion and  the  performance  of  duties  widely 
different  from  those  of  an  advocate  in  sub- 
mitting, a  matter  to  the  grand  jury.  The 
power  is  lodged  in  the  United  States  Attorney 
(by  statute  as  to  certain  crimes,  R.  S. 
$  1022)  2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  675), 
and  in  the  Attorney  General    No  statute  au- 


thorizes the  delegation  of  it,  except  the  Act 
of  1906  which  limits  the  *'  delegation  to  such 
matters  as  are  covered  by  special  direction. 
Both  by  the  statute,  therefore,  and  by  general 
principles  of  law,  a  delegation  of  this  power, 
if  intended,  must  be  made  in  clear  and  pre- 
cise terms,  and  not  left  to  inference  or  im- 
plication; it  is  not  conferred  by  authority  to 
conduct  grand  jury  proceedings."  For  these 
reasons  a  special  assistant  to  the  attorney 
general  is  not  authorized  to  bring  such  in- 
formations, and  where  they  are  not  sub- 
mitted to  or  approved  by  the  attorney  gen- 
eral they  are  not  legally  brought.  U.  S.  v. 
Cohen,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1021)  273  Fed.  620. 

Presence  of  stenographer  within  grand  jury 
room. — A  plea  in  abatement  to  an  indictment 
on  the  ground  that  a  stenographer  was  pres- 
ent in  the  prS'nd  jury  room  during  the  taking 
of  the  testimony  must  affirmatively  allege  in 
order  to  raise  an  issue,  that  he  was  not 
specifically  appointed  attorney  to  conduct  the 
proceeding  before  the  grand  jury,  or  to  assist 
therein,  for  his  presence  in  the  grand  jury 
room  at  such  a  time  does  not  negative  his 
right  to  be  present,  even  as  a  stenographer, 
since  under  this  Act  the  Attorney  General  or 
any  officer  in  the  Department  of  Justice,  or 
an  attorney  specially  appointed,  may,  in  cer- 
tain circumstances,  conduct  any  kind  of  legal 
proceedings,  including  grand  jury  proceed- 
ings. U.  S.  V.  Silverthome,  (W.  B.  N.  Y. 
1920)  265  Fed.  869. 
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Vol.  IV,  p.  821,  Jud.  Code,  s$o.  9. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  134.] 

Power  of  court  over  judgments  and  orders 
after  end  of  term  —  In  general. —  The  federal 
authorities  broadly  hold  that,  after  the  term 
expires  at  which  a  case  is  tried  and  judg- 
ment entered,  the  trial  court  cannot  set  aside 
or  alter  its  judgment,  except  as  permitted 
by  standing  rule  or  provided  for  by  special 
order.  Harley  i\  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1920)  269  Fed.  384,  holding  that  there  was 
neither  standing  rule  nor  special  order,  and 
consequently  that  an  order  allowing  further 
time  for  setting  the  bill  of  exceptions  did  not 
and  could  not  serve  to  retain  jurisdiction  to 
hear  a  motion  for  a  new  trial. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  832,  Jud.  Code,  seo.  21. 

[Firrt  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  137.] 

Affidavit  strictly  construed. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotations^  see  Keown 


17.  Hughes,  (C.  G.  A.  let  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
572. 

Sufficiency  of  affidavit  —  In  general, —  The 
provision  of  this  section  to  the  effect  that 
''such  affidavit  shall  state  facts  and  reasons 
for  tite  belief  that  such  bias  or  prejudice 
exists"  requires  the  plaintiff,  imder  oath,  at 
least  to  assert  facts  from  which  a  sane  and 
reasonable  mind  may  fairly  infer  bias  or 
prejudice.  Keown  17.  Hughes,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist 
Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  572. 

Affidavit  on  information  and  belief. — An 
affidavit  upon  information  and  belief  satisfies 
the  provisions  of  this  section.  Berger  «• 
U.  S.,  (1921)  256  U.  6.  22,  41  6.  Ct  230, 
66  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

Affidavit  based  on  prejudice  reeulting  from 
place  of  nativity. — An  affidavit  by  defendants 
charged  with  violating  the  Espionage  Act  of 
June  16,  1917,  which  avers  upon  informatioiL 
and  belief  that  the  federal  district  judge  be- 
fore whom  they  are  to  be  tried  has  a  per- 
sonal  bias  or  prejudice  against  them  because 
of  the  German  nativity  of  some  of  such  de- 
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fendantfl,  and  that  the  grounds  fur  such 
belief  are  certain  hostile  and  derogatory 
utterances  of  such  judge  concerning  the  atti- 
tude of  German- Americans  during  the  prog- 
ress of  the  World  War,  and  which  is  accom- 
panied by  a  certificate  of  defendants'  counsel 
that  the  affidavit  is  made  in  good  faith, 
satisfies  the  requirements  of  this  section. 
Berger  v.  U.  S.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  22,  41  S.  Ct. 
230,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Effect  of  flljjig  affidATit— The  filing  of  on 
affidavit  of  personal  bias  or  prejudice  of  the 
judge  who  is  to  preside  at  the  trial,  conform- 
ably to  this  section,  leaves  such  judge  no 
du^  other  than  to  pass  upon  the  legal  suffi- 
ciency of  the  affidavit  (subject  to  appellate 
review)  to  show  the  objectionable  inclination 
or  disposition,  and,  if  legally  sufficient,  com- 
pels his  retirement  from  the  case  without 
passing  upon  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the  facts 
affirmed.  Berger  v.  U.  S.,  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
22,  41  S.  Ct.  230,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
wherein  the  court  said: 

"  There  is  no  ambiguity  in  the  declaration, 
and  seemingly  nothing  upon  which  construc- 
tion can  be  exerted, —  nothing  to  qualify  or 
temper  its  words  or  effect.  It  is  clear  in  its 
permission  and  direction.  It  permits  an  affi- 
davit of  pers<mal  bias  or  prejudice  to  be 
filed,  and  upon  its  filing,  if  it  be  accompanied 
by  certificate  of  counsel,  directs  an  immediate 
cessation  of  action  by  the  judge  whose  bias 
or  prejudice  is  averred,  and,  in  his  stead,  the 
designation  of  another  judge.  And  there  is 
purpose  in  the  conjunction;  its  elements  are 
complements  of  each  other.  The  exclusion  of 
one  judge  is  emphasized  by  the  requirement 
of  the  designation  of  another. 

"But  it  is  said  that  there  is  modification 
of  the  absolutism  of  the  quoted  declaration 
in  the  succeeding  provision  that  the  *  affi- 
davit shall  state  the  facts  and  reasons  for 
the  belief  of  the  existence  of  the  bias  or 
prejudice.  It  is  urged  that  the  purpose  of 
the  requirement  is  to  submit  the  reality  and 
sufficiency  of  the  facte  to  the  judgment  of  the 
judge,  and  their  support  of  the  averment  or 
belief  of  the  affiant.  It  is  in  effect  urged 
that  the  requirement  can  have  no  other  pur- 
pose; that  it  is  idle  else,  giving  an  automa- 
tism to  the  affidavit  which  overrides  every- 
thing. But  this  is  a  misunderstanding  of 
the  requirement.  It  has  other  and  less  ex- 
tensive use,  as  pointed  out  by  Judge  Meek 
in  Henry  v.  Speer,  supra,  ( 120  C.  C.  A.  207, 
201  Fed.  869.)  It  is  a  precaution  against 
abuse,  removes  the  averments  and  belief 
from  the  irresponsibility  of  imsiipported  opin- 
ion, and  adds  to  the  certificate  of  counsel  the 
supplementary  aid  of  the  penalties  attached 
to  perjury.  Nor  do  we  think  that  this  view 
gives  room  for  frivolous  affidavits.  Of  course, 
the  reasons  and  facts  for  the  belief  the 
litigant  entertains  are  an  essential  part  of 
the  affidavit,  and  must  give  fair  support  to 
the  charge  of  a  bent  of  mind  that  may  pre- 
vent or  impede  impartiality  of  judgment." 


Vol.  IV,  p.  842^  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 

par.    first.      [First    ed.,     1912 
Supp.,  p.  139.] 

I.  Jurisdiction  in  general. 

1.  Definition  and  nature. 

3.  Limited  jurisdiction  of  courts. 

5.  Necessity  for  pleading  jurisdic- 

tion. 
8.  Effect  of  state  legislation. 

11.  Suits  of  civil  nature  at  common  law 
or  equity. 
1.  In  general. 

4.  At  law  and  equity. 

c.  "  In  equity." 

6.  Administration  or  probate. 

VII.  Amount  in  controversy. 
1.  In  general. 

3.  Cases    requiring    jurisdictional 

amount, 
b.  Diverse  citizenship, 
e.  Federal  question  involved. 

4.  Necessity  of  matter  in  dispute 

having  pecuniary  value, 
a.  In  generaL 
e.  Miscellaneous. 

5.  Ascertainment  of  value  of  mat- 

ter in  dispute. 
8.  Pleading  amount  by  plaintiff, 
a.  Necessity  and  sufficiency. 

VIII.  Suits  arising  under  constitution,  laws 
or  treaties. 
1.  In  general. 

d.  Jurisdiction  independent  of 

merits, 
j.  Original    cases    of    man- 
damus. 

IX.  Suits  arising  under  Constitution. 
1.  In  general. 
5.  Violation  of  due  process  clause. 

X.  Suits  arising  under  laws  of  United 
States. 
1.  General  rules. 

a.  Substantial        controversy 
necessary. 
4.  Suit  by  or  against  federal  cor- 
poration, 
c  Other  federal  corporations. 
28.  Laws  relating  to  commerce. 
31.  Federal  employer's  liability  act. 
35.  Suit    involving    federal    farm 
loan  bonds  [new]. 
XII.  Diverse  citizenship. 
1.  In  general. 

3.  State  as  citizen. 

4.  Citizenship  of  corporation. 

11.  Several  parties  plaintiff  or  de- 

fendant. 

12.  Arrangement  of   parties  as  to 

adverse  interest. 

14.  Heal  and  nominal  parties. 

15.  Indispensable  parties. 

17.  Representative  parties. 

18.  Interveners      and      substituted 

parties. 
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XIII.  Suits  l>etween  citizens  of  state  and 
foreign  state,  citizen  or  sub- 
ject. 

1.  Citizen  of  state  and  citizen  or 

Bubject  of  foreign  state. 

a.  In  general. 
XVI.  Suits  by  assignees. 

7.  Applicability. 

b.  Application  with  regard  to 

persons. 

8.  Matters  relating  to  jurisdiction. 

Xvin.  Ancillary  proceedings. 

2.  Jurisdiction  in  general. 

3.  Particular  proceeding^  and  mat- 

ters, 
d.  Enforcement  of  liens, 
j.  Receivers. 

I.  JuMSDicnoN  IN  Gewbeal 

1.  Definition  €md  Nature  (p.  845) 

Territorial  extent. —  ''As  a  general  propo- 
sition a  District  Court  of  the  United  States 
has  jurisdiction  throughout  and  territorially 
coeztensiye  with  its  district,  and  that  a  mere 
multiplication  of  places  of  holding  court,  or 
the  creation  of  divisions,  does  not  affect  this, 
except  to  the  extent  that  it  may  be  expressly 
limited,  nor  that  it  is  to  be  regarded  as  one 
and  the  same  tribunal,  whether  sitting  in 
one  place  or  division  or  in  another.  ♦  ♦  ♦ 
Nor  is  there  any  question  that  in  the  practi- 
cal exercise  and  administration  of  that  juris- 
diction the  court  or  judge  may  competently 
do  in  one  division  or  at  one  seat  things  per- 
taining to  the  business  in  another  such  as 
making  orders,  deciding  motions,  etc.,  and 
that  it  nmy  for  proper  reasons  transfer  cases 
for  trial  and  disposition  from  one  division 
of  the  district  to  another."  Gopcevic  v.  Cali- 
fornia Packing  Corp.,  (N.  D.  Cal.  1921)  272 
Fed.  994. 

8.  Limited  Jurisdiction  of  Courts  (p.  847) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  second  paragraph 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  U.  S.  v.  Seneca 
Nation  of  New  York  Indians,  (W.  D.  N.  Y. 
1921)  274  Fed.  946. 

Cases  at  law  and  in  equity.— The  limited 
or  conferred  jurisdiction  of  the  district  court 
applies  to  cases  both  at  law  and  in  equity. 
Farmers',  etc.,  Bank  v.  Federal  Reserve  Bank, 
(W.  D.  N.  C.  1921)  274  Fed.  23S. 

In  a  suit  to  obtain  an  Injunction  against 
the  enforcement  of  rates  fixed  by  a  state 
public  utility  commission  the  power  of  the 
federal  court  is  limited  to  an  adjudication 
as  to  the  right  to  injunctive  relief.  St.  Jo- 
seph R.,  etc.,  Co.  «?.  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1920)   268  Fed.  267. 

6.  Necessity  for  Pleading  Jurisdiction 

(p.  847) 
To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion, see  Danks  v.  Gordon,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)  2.2  Fed.  821;  Farmers',  etc.,  Bank  v. 
Federal  Reserve  Bank,  (W.  D.  N.  C.  1921) 
274  Fed.  236. 


The  jurisdicticm  of  the  federal  court  is  to 
be  determined  on  the  statement  by  the  plain- 
tiff in  his  complaint.  Northwestern  Bell 
Telephone  Co.  v.  Hilton,  (D.  C.  Minn.  1921) 
274  Fed.  384. 

"  It  is,  of  course,  essential  in  federal  pro- 
cedure that  the  right  of  a  plaintiff  to  insti- 
tute an  action  and  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court  to  hear  it  shall  appear  on  the  face  of 
the  bill  by  direct  and  positive  averment. 
♦  *  •  It  is  equally  fundamental  that  a  fed- 
eral appelate  tcourt  will  of  its  own  motion 
deny  its  jurisdiction,  and  that  of  the  court 
from  which  the  record  comes,  unless  jurisdic- 
tion affirmatively  appears,  although  neither 
party  raise  the  point  in  the  argument."  Gar- 
vin V.  Kogler,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  442. 

8.  Effect  of  State  Legislation  (p.  848) 

In  general. —  "  It  is  well  settled  that  the 
pendency  of  a  suit  for  the  same  cause  of  ac- 
tion in  a  state  court  furnishes  no  ground 
for  plea  in  abatement  to  a  subsequent  action 
brought  by  the  same  plaintiff  against  the 
same  defendant  in  a  court  of  the  United 
States,  sitting  in  the  same  state."  Central 
Iron,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Massey,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir. 
1920)  268  Fed.  300. 

The  fact  that  other  courts  have  concurrent 
jurisdiction,  or  if  that  also  be  the  fact,  that 
the  Public  S^vice  Commission  of  a  state  has 
a  like  jurisdiction,  affords  no  grounds  for  the 
district  court  to  refuse  to  grant  relief  where 
no  other  tribunal  has  exercised  its  jurisdic- 
tion. Carpenter  Steel  Co.  v.  Metropolitan- 
Edison  Co.,  (E.  D  Pa.  1921)  270  Fed.  256. 

n.  Surra  of  Civil  Nature  at  Common  Law 

OB  Equity 

1.  In  General  (p.  849) 

While  the  jurisdiction  of  the  District  Court 
is  statutory  it  extends  by  express  provision 
of  statute  to  matters  at  common  law  and  in 
equity.  Philadelphia,  etc,  R.  Co.  v.  Berg; 
(C.  C.  A.  3d'  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  534. 

4.  At  Law  and  Equity 
c.  "  In   Equity "    (p.   853) 

Fraud. —  It  is  within  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  federal  courts  of  equity  to  grant  relief 
against  fraud  and  an  intentional  discrimina- 
tion in  taxation  is  fraudulent.  Grammill 
Lumber  Co.  v.  Rankin  County,  (S.  D.  Miss.) 
274  Fed.  630. 

State  legislation. —  The  blending  in  a  stnte 
statute  of  legal  and  equitable  remedies  %vill 
not  affect  the  equitable  jurisdiction  of  the 
federal  court.  Grammill  Lumber  Co.  t>. 
Rankin  County,   (S.  D.  Miss.)   274  Fed.  630. 

6.  Administration  or  Probate  (p.  856) 

Administration. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  original  annotation, 
see  City  Nat.  Bank  v.  Slocum,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  11. 
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Jniisdictioa  as  to  decedonti*  eatatea  in 
general. —  "The  High  Court  of  Chancery  in 
England,  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the 
Judiciary  Act  of  1789  (1  Stat.  73,  c.  20), 
had  jurisdiction  of  the  adjudication  and  en- 
forcement of  trusts.  The  jurisdiction  in 
equity  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States, 
derived  from  the  federal  Constitution  and 
statutes,  over  controversies  between  citizens 
of  different  states  which  involve  the  requisite 
amounts,  is  like  unto  that  of  the  High  Court 
of  Chancery  of  England  in  1789,  and  it 
includes  the  adjudication  and  the  enforce- 
ment of  that  adjudication  of  the  claims  of 
citizens  of  other  states  as  heirs,  legatees, 
and  as  creditors  (where  the  proper  diversity 
of  citizenship  exists  and  the  requisite 
amounts  are  involved)  to  interests  in  estates 
of  decedents  in  the  possession  of  administra- 
tors, executors,  or  other  parties  engaged  in 
the  administration  thereof  under  the  legisla- 
tion of  the  states  establishing  courts  of  pro- 
bate and  giving  thenv  jurisdiction  of  sudi 
administration. 

"This  jurisdiction  of  the  federal  courts, 
it  is  true,  does  not  include  the  power  to 
draw  to  them  administration  of  estates  as 
such,  or  to  take  from  the  proper  officials  of 
the  probate  court,  during  their  administra- 
tion of  the  estates  in  due  course,  the  posses- 
sion of  the  property  necessary  for  that  ad- 
ministration. But  it  confers  the  power  and 
imposes  the  duty  upon  the  federal  courts 
sitting  in  equity  to  hear,  determine,  adjudge, 
and  to  enforce  their  adjudications  of  the 
claims  of  the  citizens  of  other  states,  who 
invoke  their  jurisdiction  by  proper  suits  to 
interests  as  heirs,  legatees,  distributees,  or 
creditors  in  estates  in  possession  of  officers 
of  fNTobate  courts  of  states  other  than  those 
of  the  residence  of  the  claimants  engaged 
in  the  administration  thereof,  although  such 
officers  may  have  obtained  their  possession 
before  such  suits  were  commenced  in  the 
federal  courts."  Harrison  v.  Moncravie,  (C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  2M  Fed.  776. 

Construction  of  will. — ^A  district  court  may 
construe  a  will  but  can  not  determine  its 
eontents.  Citv  Nat.  Bank  v.  Slocum,  (C.  O. 
A.  ©th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  11. 

VII.  Amount  iw  Contbovesst 

1.  In  General  (p.  862) 

The  formal  allegation  as  to  the  amount  in 
controversy  does  not  bind  the  court  when 
the  bill  or  declaration  contradicts  it.  Marcus 
Brown  Holding  Go,  v.  Pollak,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)   272  Fed.  137. 

3.  Caeee  Requiring  Jurisdictional  Amount 

b.  Diverse  Citizenship   (p.  864) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  O'Brien  r. 
Lashar,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  326. 

c.  Federal  Question  Involved  (p.  864) 

In  generaL — To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  Ingrain  Day  Lumber 


Co.  r.  United  States  Shipping  Board  Emer- 
gency Fleet  Corp.,  (S.  D.  Miss.  1920)  267 
Fed.  283. 

4.  Necessity   of  Matter  in  Dispute   Having 

Pecuniary  Value 

a.    In  General  (p.  865) 

Where  the  jurisdiction  is  dependent  on  the 
amount  in  controversy  the  matter  in  dispute 
must  be  money  or  some  right,  the  value  of 
which  can  be  calculated  or  ascertained  in 
money.  Farmers*,  etc..  Bank  v.  Federal 
Reserve  Bank,  (W.  D.  N.  C.  1921)  274  Fed. 
235. 

e.  Miscellaneous    (p.   865) 

Good  will. —  The  substantial  value  of  one's 
property  right  in  the  good  will  in  a  brand 
of  goods  manufactured  by  him  may  be  suffi- 
cient in  amount  to  give  jurisdiction.  Royal 
Baking  Powder  Co.  v.  Emerson,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir  1920)  270  Fed.  429. 

5.  Ascertainment    of    Value    of    Matter    in 

Dispute   (p.  866) 

Injunction  — •  Unfair  Competition, —  In  a 
suit  to  enjoin  unfair  competition,  a  wrong 
which  affects  the  petitioner's  good  will  in 
business,  the  value  of  such  good  will  may 
be  looked  to  in  determining  the  amount  in- 
volved. Coca-Cola  Co.  v.  Brown,  (N.  D.  Ga. 
1921)   274  Fed.  481. 

Money  demand. —  In  Dillon  t*.  Lineker,  (C. 
C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  688,  it  ap 
peared  that  the  plaintiff  made  a  loan  to  the 
defendant  of  $2,850  which  money  she  had 
to  borrow  from  a  third  person  to  whom  she 
executed  a  note  and  a  trust  deed  of  real 
estate  owned  by  her  subject  to  a  life  estate 
in  her  father.  The  defendant  agreed  to  cause 
said  debt  and  interest  under  the  plaintiff's 
obligation  to  be  paid  and  discharged  and  to 
indemnify  and  save  her  harmless  from  any 
loss  or  damage  in  connection  with  said  note 
and  trust  deed,  which  agreement  was  not 
performed  and  plaintiff  sued  for  damages 
for  breach  of  such  agreement  in  consequence 
of  which  she  lost  her  property.  It  was  held 
that  the  required  jurisdictional  amount  was 
involved. 

Quieting  title.— The  value  of  the  land 
mortgaged  and  not  the  amount  of  the  mort- 
gage is  the  amount  in  controversy  in  a  suit 
to  cancel  the  mortgage  and  remove  a  cloud 
on  the  title  since  where  the  value  of  the 
land  is  over  $3000  the  federal  court  has 
jurisdiction  although  the  amount  due  under 
the  mortgage  is  less  than  the  required  juris- 
dictional amount.  Frontera  Transp.  Co.  v. 
Abaunza  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed. 
199. 

8.  Pleading  Amount  hy  Plaintiff 
a.  Necessity  and  Sufficiency   (p.  877) 

Injunction. — ^An  allegation  in  a  bill  for  a 
mandatory  injunction  "  that  the  matter  in 
controversy  exceeds,  exclusive  of  interest  and 
costs,  the  sum  of  three  thousand  dollars " 
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has  been  held  sufBcient.  Du  Pont  de 
Kemourg  t?.  Temple,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  46G. 

VIII.  Sinrs  Abisino  Under  Constitution, 
Laws  ob  Tbeatids 

1.  In  General 

d.  JuriBdiction  Independent  of  Merite 

(p.  884) 

Jurifldiction  not  defeated  by  ultimate  re- 
•ttlt. —  A  federal  court  has  jurisdiction  if  a 
claim  of  a  right  arising  imder  the  federal 
Constitution  is  made  in  good  faith  and  is  not 
frivolous  even  though  in  the  end  it  may  turn 
out  to  be  erroneous.  J.  &  A.  Frieberg  Co. 
V.  Dawson,   (W.  D.  Ky.  1920)   274  Fed.  420. 

j.  Original  Cases  of  Mandamus  (p.  887) 

''  In  federal  jurisprudence  mandamus  is 
not  available  to  establish  or  complete  an 
individual  right,  even  though  the  right  may 
arise  under  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the 
United  States.  It  is  regarded  as  auxiliary 
or  assistant  to  a  jurisdiction  already  exist- 
ing; not  a  jurisdiction  in  the  general  sense, 
but  one  that  is  actually  afoot  and  is  being 
exercised.  Hence  it  is  that,  unless  specifically 
authorized  by  Congress,  a  right  under  the 
Constitution  or  laws  of  the  United  States 
may  not  be  enforced  by  an  original  action 
in  mandamus.  The  general  conferring  of 
jurisdiictioiif  of  oascB  arising  under  sujch 
Constitution  and  laws  is  not  of  itself  suiffi- 
cient."  In  re  Higdon,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  269 
Fed.  150. 

The  Corrupt  Practicee  Acts  give  no  rem- 
edy by  original  action  in  mandamus  to  those 
injured.  In  re  Higdon,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920) 
269  Fed.  150,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"Enforcement  is  by  indictment  and  trial 
in  the  customary  way.  No  remedy  by  origi- 
nal action  in  mandamus  is  given  those  in- 
jured. The  proceeding  here  is  neither  an 
inquiry  by  a  grand  jury  nor  the  trial  of  a 
criminal  case  under  those  acts.  Though 
Congress  might  provide  for  federal  super- 
vision of  all  elections,  primary,  general,  and 
special,  relating  to  nomination  and  election 
to  office  under  the  Constitution  and  laws  of 
the  United  States,  and  provide  for  enforce- 
ment thereof  by  mandamus,  or  any  other 
suitable  remedy,  it  has  not  done  bo." 

IX.  Suits  Arising  Undeb  Constitution. 

1.  In  General  (p.  905) 

•  Rnle  stated.—"  It  might  be  thought  that, 
since  every  one  is  bound  to  know  the  law,  a 
claim  of  unconstitutionality  which  was  based 
upon  mere  application  of  legal  principles  to 
the  conceded  facts,  would  not  support  the 
federal  jurisdiction  after  the  claim  had  been 
found  to  be  erroneous;  but  the  cases  seem  to 
recognize  no  distinction  between  questions 
of  constitutionality  dependent  on  disputed 
facts  and  those  dependent  on  mere  observa- 
tion of  the  state  laws."  Ohio  v.  Swift,  (C 
C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  141. 


"  When  the  existence  of  a  federal  question 
through  a  claim  of  unconetitutionality  deter- 
mines the  jurisdiction  of  the  federal  court, 
the  same  principles  must  apply  *  *  • 
whether  the  jurisdiction  ie  invoked  by 
original  pleading  or  by  removal  petition.  In 
either  case,  the  prinui  facie  jurisdiction  of 
the  state  court  is  to  be  ousted  by  that  of 
another  tribunal  which,  for  thie  purpose  and 
to  this  extent,  is  dominant.  The  application 
of  the  same  principles  to  both  these  eitua- 
tions  was  approved  in  Missouri  Ry.  17.  Mis- 
souri Commissioners,  183  U.  S.  53,  59,  22 
Sup.  Ct.  18,  46  L.  ed.  78."  Ohio  t>.  Swift, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   270  Fed.  141. 

5.  Violation  of  Due  Process  Clause  (p.  918) 

State  taxation  in  Tiolation  of  federal  Con- 
•titntion. — A  bill  to  restrain  the  collection 
of  a  tax  imposed  by  a  state  statute  which 
states  a  case  of  rights  arising  under  the 
Fourteenth  Amendment  to  the  federal  Con- 
stitution is  within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  fed- 
eral court.  J.  &  A.  Frieberg  Co.  v.  Dawson, 
(W.  D.  Ky.  1920)  274  Fed.  420. 

X.  Suits  Abisino  undeb  Laws  of  Unito) 

States 

1.  General  Rules 

a.   Substantial  Controversy  Necessary 

(p.  922) 

Rule  stated. — "It  is,  of  course,  well  set- 
tled that,  if  the  result  of  a  suit  depends 
upon  the  construction  and  effect  of  a  fed- 
eral statute,  such  a  suit  arises  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States,  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  constitutional  provision  conferring 
jurifldiction  upon  the  federal  courts  in  such 
cases.  .  .  .  It  is  equally  well  settled  that, 
where  the  plaintiff  in  a  case  plants  a  claim 
for  relief  upon  a  federal  law,  and  such  daim 
is  apparently  made  in  good  faith,  is  based 
upon  real  and  substantial  grounds,  and  is 
not  so  unreasonable  and  wholly  destitute  of 
merit  as  to  be  merely  frivolous  and  color- 
able, such  a  case  presents  a  federal  question 
within  the  general  jurisdiction  of  tiie  fed- 
eral court,  irrespective  of  the  presence  or 
absence  of  diversity  of  citizenship."  l/uck- 
ing  t;.  Detroit,  etc.,  Nav.  Co.,  (E.  D.  Mich. 
1921)  273  Fed.  677. 

"A  suit  arises  under  a  law  of  the  United 
States  whenever  its  correct  solution  depende 
on  the  construction  of  that  law,  and  the 
right  set  up  by  a  party  may  be  defeated  by 
one  construction  or  sustained  by  the  other." 
Accardo  t*.  Fontenot,  (E.  D.  La.  1920)  269 
Fed.  447. 

InanflBlcient  allegations  in  MIL —  Federal 
jurisdiction  of  a  cause  as  presenting  a 
federal  question  is  not  supported  by  allega- 
tions in  a  bill  that  are  much  too  casual  and 
meager  to  give  serious  color  to  the  claim 
that  the  cause  of  action  is  one  arising  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  and  where 
the  contention  is  plainly  an  afterthought, 
not  in  the  mind  of  the  author  of  the  Ull. 


Jud.  Code,  §  34,  par.  i. 


JUDICIARY 


573 


Niles-Bennet-Pond  Co.  v.  Iron  Moulders' 
Union,  etc.,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  77,  41  8.  Ct. 
39,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A. 
7th  Cir.  1918)  258  Fed.  408,  169  C.  C.  A. 
424. 

4.  Butt  hy  or  Against  Federal  Corporation 

c.  Other  Federal  Corporations  (p.  925) 

The  Emexigency  Fleet  Corporation  being 
created  under  the  Code  of  District  of  Oolum- 
bia  and  being  regarded  as  a  separate  entity 
notwithstanding  all  its  stock  is  owned  \iy 
the  United  States,  a  suit  against  it  for  more 
than  the  jurisdictional  amount  may  be 
brought  in  the  district  court  as  one  arising 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  Ameri- 
can Cotton  Oil  Co.  17.  U.  S.  Shipping  Board 
Emergency  Fleet  Corp.,  (£.  D.  La.  1921)  270 
Fed.  296. 

Federal  fesenre  hank. — ^A  suit  against  a 
corporation  incorporated  under  the  laws  of 
the  United  Stoies,  to  wit,  a  federal  reserve 
bank,  is  one  arising  under  those  litws,  within 
the  meaning  of  this  section,  defining  the  orig- 
inal jurisdiction  of  the  federal  district 
courts.  American  Bank,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Federal 
Reserve  Bank,  ( 1921 )  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ot. 
409,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  on  other 
grounds  (CCA.  5th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  4. 

28.  Laws  Relating  to  Commerce  (p.  939) 

Suit  to  restrain  discontinuance  of  serv- 
ice.— A  suit  to  restrain  a  carrier  from  dis 
continuing  the  operation  of  steamers  over  a 
certain  route  on  the  ground  that  the  pro- 
posed discontinuance  by  the  defendant  of  the 
operation  of  its  steamers  over  the  route  re- 
ferred to  would  be  a  violation  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Act,  presents  a  case  arising 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  Luck- 
ing V.  Detroit,  etc.,  Nav.  Co.,  (£.  D.  Mich. 
1921)    273  Fed.  577.     The  court  said: 

'*  Considering,  then,  these  provisions  of  the 
statute  in  connection  with  the  allegations  in 
the  bill  of  complaint  to  the  effect  that  in 
the  conduct  of  its  business  as  a  common  car- 
rier the  defendant  'has,  by  arrangement 
with  other  common  carriers  by  railroad,  been 
engaged  in  the  continuous  transportation  of 
passengers  and  property,  partly  by  railroad 
and  partly  by  water,  from  various  ports 
and  points  on  the  routes  reached  by  defend- 
ant's steamers  to  and  from  various  points 
on  the  railroads  of  said  other  carriers,'  and 
in  view  of  the  allegations  in  the  bill  as  to 
the  interstate  character  of  the  commerce  car- 
ried by  the  defendant  over  its  various  routes, 
I  cannot  avoid  the  conclusion  that  plaintiff 
has  stated  a  claim  for  relief  based  upon  a 
federal  law,  and  that  such  claim  is  not  so 
unsubstantial  and  unreasonable  as  to  be 
frivolous  and  merely  colorable.  The  bill 
raises,  in  my  opinion,  a  real  and  substantial 
federal  question,  which  it  is  the  duty  of  this 
court  to  consider  and  decide.  It  follows  that 
the  objection  based  upon  the  supposed  lack 


of  jurisdiction  of  tbe  court  to  entertain  this 
suit  must  be  overruled." 

A  suit  in  equity  against  a  railroad  com- 
pany and  the  Director  General  of  Railroads 
to  restrain  the  threatened  action  of  the  de- 
fendants to  discontinue  service  to  and  from 
the  siding  at  the  plant  of  the  plaintiffs,  used 
almost  entirely  in  shipping  products  of  the 
plaintiff  in  interstate  commerce,  is  within* 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  District  Court  and 
the  plaintiffs  are  not  required  to  apply  to 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  inas- 
much as  that  body  does  not  have  jurisdiction 
over  the  subject-matter  involved  in  the  con- 
troversy. Hines  v.  Henaghan,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  831.  To  same  effect, 
see  Hines  v.  Atlantic  Refining  Co.,  (CCA. 
4th  Cir.  1920)   265  Fed.  83«. 

31.  Federal  Employer's  lAahUity  Act 

(p.  940) 

Applicability  of  act. — ^The  question  whether 
the  Federal  Employer's  Liability  Act  is  ap- 
plicable to  railroads  in  Porto  Rico  and  ex- 
cludes the  application  of  the  local  Work- 
men's Compensation  Act  is  one  arising  under 
the  laws  of  the  United  States.  Oununas  v. 
Porto  Rico  R.,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C  A.  1st  Cir. 
1021)   272  Fed.  924. 

35.  Suit  Involving  Federal  Farm  Loan  Bonds 

[new] 

A  bill  filed  by  a  stockholder  to  enjoin  the 
corporation  from  investing  the  funds  of  such 
corporation  Jn  farm  loan  bonds  issued  under 
the  authority  of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act 
of  July  17,  1916,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of 
January  18,  1918,  on  the  ground  that  these 
arts  were  beyond  the  constitutional  power 
of  Congress,  and  that  the  securities  issued 
thereunder  were  consequently  of  no  validity, 
sets  forth  a  cause  of  action  arising  under 
the  federal  institution  or  laws  of  which  a 
federal  district  court  has  jurisdiction .  under 
Judicial  Code,  §  24,  without  diversity  of 
citizenship,  and  from  the  decree  of  the  dis- 
trict court  dismissing  the  bill  a  direct  ap- 
peal lies  to  the  Federal  Supreme  Court. 
Smith  V.  Kansas  City  Title,  etc.,  Co.,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  180,  41  S.  Ct.  243,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.) 


XII.  Diverse  Oitizknship 

1.  In  General  (p.  942) 

"A  controversy  is  not  between  citizens  of 
different  states  so  as  to  give  jurisdiction  to 
the  federal  courts  unless  all  the  persons  on 
one  side  of  it  are  citizens  of  different  states 
from  all  the  persons  on  the  other  side.  Gage 
c.  Garraher,  154  U.  S.  656,  14  Sup,  a.  1190, 
25  L.  ed.  989;  Wilson  t;.  Oswego  Township, 
151  U.  S.  56,  14  Sup.  Ct.  259,  30  L.  ed.  70. 
Where  one  or  more  of  the  complainants  and 
one  or  more  of  the  respondents  are  citizens 
of  the  same  state,  this  is  fatal  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  court  if  the  jurisdiction  rests 
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simply  on  the  ground  of  diveraity  of  citizen- 
ship." Danks  f.  Gordon,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)   272  Fed.  921. 

3.  State  as  Citizen  (p.  944) 
A  state  cannot  be  made  a  party  defendant 
to  a  suit  in  a  court  of  the  United  States 
by  a  private  litigant.  U.  S.  Mortg.,  etc., 
Co.  V.  Missouri,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)    272  Fed.  458. 

4.  Citizenship  of  Corporation  (p.  945) 
Doing  business,  etc.,  in  another  state. — 
Foreign  corporation  held  to  be  "doing  busi- 
ness "  within  the  state  and  subject  to  serv- 
ice of  process,  see  Cutler  r.  Cutler-Hammer 
Mfg.  Co.,   (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)    266  Fed.  388. 

11.  Several   Parties   Plaintiff  or  Defendant 

(p.  952) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  Chipman  v. 
West  United  Verde  Copper  Co.,  (D.  C.  Del. 
1920)  271  Fed.  91;  Hodgman  f.  Atlantic 
Refining  Co.,  (D.  C.  Del.    1921)  274  Fed.  104. 

Clasa  suits.— The  jurisdiction  of  the  fed- 
eral courts  over  the  subject-matter  of  class 
suits,  is  limited  to  cases  wherein  the  parties 
are  purely  interstate.  Supreme  Tribe  of  Ben 
Hur  V.  Cauble,  (D.  C.  Ind.  1920)  264  Fed. 
247. 

12.  Arrangement  of  Parties  as   to  Adverse 

Interest   (p.   954) 

In  general.*-Where  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court  is  founded  only  on  the  fact  that  the 
suit  is  between  citizens  of  different  states 
and  both  defendants  are  alleged  to  have  en- 
gaged in  the  challenged  transaction,  and 
one  of  them  takes  of  record  a  position  an- 
tagonistic to  that  of  the  plaintiffs,  the  lat- 
ter may  not,  for  jurisdictional  purposes,  be 
realigned,  or  regarded  otherwise  than  as  a 
defendant.  Hodgman  v,  Atlantic  Refining 
Co..   (D.  C.  Del.  1921)   274  Fed.  104. 

The  mere  fact  that  a  corporation  of  one 
state  has  the  same  vice-president  as  a  corpo- 
ration of  another  state  does  not  show  of 
itself  such  an  identity  of  interest  between 
the  two  corporations  as  will  defeat  jurisdic- 
tion of  a  cross-bill  filed  by  one  against  the 
other,  such  jurisdiction  being  based  on 
diversity  of  citizenship.  Quinlivan  v.  Dail- 
Overland  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  5fi. 

In  Gable  v.  Vonnegut  Machinery  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  »6,  the 
Vonnegut  Machinery  Company,  which  was 
an  Indiana  corporation,  doing  business  in 
that  state,  claiming  to  have  contracts  with 
a  tool  company,  an  Ohio  corporation,  for  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  a  large  amount  of 
machinery,  whose  manufacture  and  delivery 
were  interfered  with  by  the  tool  company's 
strike,  filed  its  bill  in  equity  in  the  court 
below.  The  bill  alleges  that  plaintiff  "for 
many  years  has  been  and  is  now  the  agent 
of  the  defendant  Tool  Company  in  that  part 


of  the  state  of  Indiana  above  described,  and 
it  has  built  up  and  now  has  and  enjoys  a 
large  and  extensive  business  in  buying,  sell- 
ing, and  dealing  in  machines  and  machinery, 
and  particularly  a  large  and  profitable  busi- 
ness in  buying,  selling,  and  dealing  in  presses, 
tools  and  equipment  manufactured  by  the 
Tool  Company.*^  The  court  held  that  there 
was  an  identity  of  interest  requiring  an 
alignment  of  both  corporations  as  plaintiffs 
for  purposes  of  jurisdicticm. 

14.  Real  and  Nominal  Parties   (p.  958) 

Stockholders'  suits. —  Stockholders  of  a 
corporation  in  whose  behalf  a  bill  against 
the  corporation  is  filed  by  other  stockholders, 
but  who  do  not  join  in  exhibiting  the  bill 
are  not  parties  within  the  contemplation  of 
equity  rule  25,  and  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court  is  dependent  on  the  citizeivBhip  of  the 
parties  actually  suing  and  not  on  that  of 
the  other  members  of  the  class  in  whose  be- 
half the  suit  is  brought.  Doan  v,  Consoli- 
dated-Progressive Oil  Corp.,  (D.  C.  Del. 
1920)   271  Fed.  12. 

15.  Indispensable  Parties  (p.  960) 

In  general. — To  the  same  effect  as  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  original  annotation, 
see  Jennings  t*.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  264  Fed.  399. 

Persons  who  not  only  have  an  interest  in 
the  controversy,  but  an  interest  of  such  a 
nature  that  a  final  decree  cannot  be  made 
without  either  affecting  that  interest,  or  leav- 
ing the  controversy  in  such  a  condition  that 
its  final  termination  may  be  wholly  incon- 
sistent with  equity  and  good  conscience  are 
regarded  as  indispensable  parties.  Consoli- 
dated Textile  Corp.  v.  Dicky,  (C.  C.  A.  5th 
Cir.  1921)  269  Fed.  942. 

Indispensable  parties  are  ''persons  who 
not  only  have  an  interest  in  the  controversy, 
but  an  interest  of  such  a  nature  that  a  final 
decree  cannot  be  made  without  either  affect- 
ing that  interest  or  leaving  the  controversy 
in  such  a  condition  that  its  final  termihation 
may  be  wholly  inconsistent  with  equity  and 
good  conscience."  Shields  v,  Barrow,  (1855) 
17  How.  130,  15  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  158;  Common- 
wealth Trust  Co.  V,  Smith,  (C.  C.  A.  0th 
Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  1. 

It  is  only  the  absence  of  indispensable 
parties  which  defeats  the  jurisdiction  of  a 
United  States  court  in  equity.  U.  S.  Mortg.. 
etc.,  Oo.  V.  Missouri,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (CCA. 
5th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  458. 

The  test  of  indispsnsabiUty  is  not  whether 
the  decree  is  bound  to  injuriously  affect  the 
rights  of  the  absent  party;  it  is  enough  that 
such  absence  may  "leave  the  controversy 
in  such  a  situation  that  the  final  determina- 
tion may  be  inconsistent  with  equity  and 
good  conscience."  Rogers  r.  Pei^obtBcot  Min. 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  ar.  1907)  164  Fed.  606; 
Davis  1*.  Henry,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
266   Fed.  261 
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A  corporation  completely  controlled  by  an- 
other corporation  through  stock  ownership 
and  common  oflScers  ia  an  indispensable 
party  to  a  suit  by  the  dominant  corporation 
to  enjoin  striking  former  employees  of  the 
subsidiary  corporation  froai  molesting  work- 
men employed  by  the  latter  corporation  to 
take  the  places  of  the  strikers,  upon  the 
ground  that  the  petitioning  corporation  had 
contracts  with  such  subsidiary  corporaticm, 
the  performance  of  which  was  delayed  by 
such  interference;  and  the  identity  of  inter- 
est of  the  two  corporations  requires  that  the 
subsidiary  corporation  be  aligned  on  the  side 
of  the  petitioner,  where  its  interest  lies,  with 
the  result  that  if  the  subsidiary  corporation 
and  the  individual  defendants  are  citizens 
of  the  same  state,  jurisdictional  diversitv  of 
citizenship  disappears.  Niles-Bement-Pond 
Co.  V.  Iron  Moulders'  Union,  etc.,  (1920)  264 
U.  S.  77,  41  S.  a.  39,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — 
(affirming  (C.  C.  A.  eth  Cir.  1918)  258  Fed. 
408,  169  O.  C.  A.  424),  wherein  the  court 
said: 

"  There  is  no  prescribed  formula  for  de- 
termining in  every  case  whether  a  person 
or  corporation  is  an  indispensable  party  or 
not,  but  a  rule  early  announced  and  often 
applied  by  this  court  is  sharply  applicable 
to  the  case  at  bar.  In  Shields  v.  Barrow,  17 
How.  130,  139,  15  L.  ed.  158,  160,  this  lan- 
guage—  quoted  with  approval  in  Barney  r. 
Baltimore,  6  Wall.  280,  284,  18  L.  ed.  826, 
826,  and  again  in  Waterman  v.  Canal- 
Louisiana  Bank  &  T.  Co.,  215  U.  S.  33,  48, 
54  li.  ed.  80,  86,  30  Sup.  Ct.  Kep.  10 —  was 
used  to  describe  parties  so  indispeneable  that 
a  court  of  equity  will  not  proceed  to  final 
decision  without  them,  viz.: 

"  *  Persons  who  not  only  have  an  inter- 
est in  the  controversy,  but  an  interest  of 
such  a  nature  that  a  final  decree  cannot  be 
made  without  either  affecting  that  interest, 
or  leaving  the  controversy  in  such  a  condi- 
tion that  its  final  termination  may  be  wholly 
inconsistent,  with  equity  and  good  con- 
science.' 

'*  The  case  we  are  considering  is  essentially 
one  on  the  part  of  the  petitioner  to  protect 
from  interference  by  striking  former  em- 
ployees of  the  Tool  Company,  the  contract 
which  that  company  had  with  the  men  em- 
ployed by  it  to  take  their  places.  Peti- 
tioner's claim  of  right,  the  validity  of  which 
we  are  not  called  upon  to  determine,  is  rested 
wholly  upon  the  contract  of  the  Tool  Com- 
pany with  its  employees,  and  the  character 
and  construction  of  that  contract  of  employ- 
ment must  inevitably  be  passed  upon  in  any 
decision  of  the  case;  and,  obviously,  if  the 
petitioner  should  fail  in  such  a  suit  as  this, 
with  the  Tool  Company  not  a  party,  any 
decree  rendered  would  not  prevent  a  reliti- 
gating  of  the  same  questions  in  the  same  or 
in  any  other  proper  court,  and  it  would  set- 
tle nothing. 

Thus,  if  the  Tool  Company  be  considered 
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aa  having  any  corporate  exiatence  whatever 
separate  from  that  of  the  petitioner,  it  must 
have  an  interest  in  the  controversy,  involved 
in  such  a  case  as  we  have  here,  of  a  natttxe 
such  that  a  final  decree  could  not  be  made 
without  affecting  that  interest,  and  perhaps 
not  without  leaving  the  controversy  in  a  con- 
dition wholly  inconsistent  with  that  equity 
which  seeks  to  put  an  end  to  litigation  by 
doing  complete  and  final  justice;  and  there- 
fore it  must  be  concluded  that  it  was  an 
indispensable  party,  within  the  quoted  long 
established  rule." 

Receiver. —  Where  an  attempt  is  made  to 
take  property  out  of  the  receiver's  posses- 
sion, then  he  is  a  proper  party  to  litigation, 
and  where  relief  is  sought  against  his  acts 
as  such  receiver  he  is  the  proper  party 
litigant  But  where  the  litigation  affects 
the  rights  of  parties  in  property  not  in  his 
hands,  or  asserts  rights  in  such  property 
without  distuii>ing  his  possession  thereof,  he 
is  not  a  proper  party,  much  less  an  indis- 
pensable party,  to  such  litigation.  U.  S. 
Mortg.,  etc.,  Co.  r.  Missouri,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(CCA.  6th  Cir.  1921)   269  Fed.  497. 

Suit  to  cancel  pooling  agreement. —  Where 
it  is  alleged  that  the  purpose  of  a  voting 
pool  consisting  of  a  majority  of  the  stock- 
holders of  a  corporation  was  the  appoint- 
ment of  <me  of  them  as  sales  agent  of  the 
corporation;  in  a  suit  to  cancel  the  agree- 
ment and  enjoin  the  appointment,  it  has  been 
held  that  such  person  is  an  indispensJBible 
party.  Consolidated  Textile  Corp.  1^.  Dickey, 
(N.  D.  Ga.  1920)   266  Fed.  687. 

Suit  to  cancel  railroad  leases. —  In  a  suit 
to  cancel  railroad  leases  a  state  is  not  an 
indispensable  party  on  the  ground  that  il 
the  same  are  abrogated,  in  a  suit  between 
the  parties  thereto,  these  parties  become 
liable  to  a  suit  by  the  state  under  her  laws 
governing  the  relations  between  railroad  cor- 
porations and  the  state.  Nor  is  a  receiver 
of  another  company  which  is  the  holder  of 
bonds  of  the  lessor  company  an  indispensable 
party  on  the  ground  that  a  part  of  the  con- 
tract between  the  lessor  and  lessee  is  that 
the  lessee  shall  pay  the  interest  on  said 
bonds,  the  payment  to  be  made  directly  to 
the  bondholders,  who  are  made  appointees 
to  receive  the  same.  XJ.  S.  Mortg.,  etc.,  Co. 
V.  Missouri,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C  C  A.  5th  Cir. 
1921)   272  Fed.  458. 

Suit  by  grantee  of  oil,  gas  and  mineral 
rights. — A  grantor  of  his  oil,  gas  and  mineral 
rights  in  certain  lands  who  has  an  interest 
in  the  profits  made  and  a  right  of  re-entry 
on  condition  broken  is  an  indispensable  party 
plaintiff  .to  a  suit  by  the  grantee  to  enjoin 
third  parties  from  resisting  or  ccmtesting 
the  complainant's  right  of  entry  and  use 
of  certain  of  the  premises  conveyed.  Asso- 
ciated Oil  Co.  V,  Miller,  (CCA.  6th  Cir. 
1920)    269  Fed.   16. 

Dismissal  as  to  dispensable  parties. —  In 
the  determination  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
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national  courts  indispensable  parties  only 
should  be  considered,  because  all  others  may 
be  dismissed  or  disregarded,  if  their  presence 
would  oust  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  or 
restrict  the  right  of  the  plaintiff.  Where  the 
court  has  jurisdiction  of  the  subject-matter 
and  the  parties,  the  bill  may  be  dismissed 
as  to  any  defendant  who  is  not  an  indis- 
pensable party  to  the  suit  and  retained  as 
to  other  defendants.  Jennings  v.  U.  S.,  (C. 
G.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  399. 

If  there  is  any  part  of  the  relief  sought 
as  to  which  a  person  who  resides  in  another 
state  is  not  an  indispensable  party  the  bill 
will  be  retained  for  that  purpose.  Consoli- 
dated Textile  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921) 
269  Fed.  942. 

17.  Representative  Parties  (p.  962) 

Rule  stated. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  New  York  Evening 
Post  Ca  V.  Qhaloner,  (C.  O.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  265  Fed.  204;  petition  for  oertioxari 
dismissed,  (1920)  252  U.  S.  591,  40  S.  Ct. 
396,  64  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  731.  See  also  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1919)   260  Fed.  335. 

18.  Interveners  and  Substituted  Parties 

(p.  963) 

Interrention  of  resident  portiet. —  The 
Jurisdiction  of  a  federal  district  court  of  a 
suit  against  a  fraternal  benefit  association 
and.  its  cheers,  all  residents  and  citizens  of 
the  state,  brought  and  prosecuted  by  a  large 
number,  all  nonresidents,  of  a  class  of  benefit 
certificate  holders,  for  the  benefit  of  all  the 
members  of  the  class,  could  not  have  been 
defeated  by  the  intervention  as  plaintiffs 
of  other  m^nbers  of  the  class,  who  were 
citizens  of  the  same  state  as  were  defendants. 
Supreme  Tribe  of  Ben-Hur  v.  Cauble,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  366,  41  Sup.  Ct.  338,  66  U.  fi. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (D.  C.  Ind.  1920)  264 
Fed.  247. 

XIII.  Suits  between  Citizens  of  State  and 
FoBEiON  State,  Citizen  ob  Subject 

1.  Citizen  of  Btate  and  Citizen  or  Subject  of 

Foreign  State 

a.  In  General   (p.  971) 

A  United  States  court  is  not  deprived  of 
its  jurisdiction  of  a  suit  to  annul  a  mortgage 
brought  by  a  citizen  of  a  state  against  a 
citizen  of  a  foreign  country  found  in  the 
state,  because  of  the  fact  that  the  land  sut>- 
ject  to  the  mortgage  is  located  in  the  foreign 
country.  Frontera  Transp.  Co.  i?.  Abaunza, 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  199. 

XVI.  Suits  by  Assignees  ' 
7.  Applicability 

b.  Application  with  Regard  to  Persona 

(p.  982) 

Notes  payable  to  broker. —  Where  notes 
issued  by  a  county  were  made  payable  to  one 
who  was   employed  as   a  mere  broker   and 


agent  to  sell  the  notes  and  who  never  ad- 
vanced any  money  or  credit  on  them  or 
became  at  any  time  a  creditor  of  the  county, 
one  who  purchased  such  notes  from  the 
broker,  though  in  form  an  assignee,  is  in 
substance  an  original  creditor  and  as  such 
can  maintain  a  suit  against  the  county. 
Conmiercial  Trust  Co.  f^.  Laurens  County, 
(S.  D.  Ga.  1920)   267  Fed.  901. 

8.  Matters  Relating  to  Jurisdiction  (p.  084) 

Actual  relation  of  parties  controls. —  In 
Commercial  Trust  Co.  v.  Laurens  County, 
(S.  D.  Ga.  1920)  267  Fed.  897,  a  bank 
executed  under  its  corporate  seal  a  paper 
as  follows: 

"The  county  of  Laurens,  (Seor^ia,  having 
duly  executed  its  notes  aggregatmg  in  the 
sum  of  seventy-five  thousand  dollars,  under 
and  by  virtue  of  a  resolution  adopted  by 
the  board  of  commissioners  of  roads  and 
revenues  of  said  county  at  regular  meeting 
on  January  10,  1918,  said  notes  being  exe- 
cuted by  the  treasurer  and  commissioners  of 
Laurens  county,  Georgia,  and  bearing  date 
of  January  10,  1918,  and  payable  to  the 
order  of  Frank  Scarboro  Company  on  De- 
cember 31,  1918,  we  hereby  agree  to  honor 
and  charge  only  warrants  of  the  county  of 
Laurens,  Georgia,  as  drawn  by  the  proper 
officer  of  said  county,  against  the  proceeds 
of  these  notes,  and  hold  all  of  said  warrants, 
uncanceled,  subject  to  the  order  of  Frank 
Scarboro  Company,  or  the  holder  or  holders 
of  said  notes,  until  the  notes  as  above  men- 
tioned and  referred  to  are  fully  paid  and 
satisfied,  after  which,  on  presentiBttion  to  us 
of  the  notes  bearing  evidence  of  due  and 
proper  cancellation,  we*  will  then  cancel  and 
turn  over  to  the  proper  officer  all  of  said 
warrants." 

The  plaintiff  purchased  of  the  Scarboro 
Company  $30,000  of  the  notes  which  were 
accompanied  with  copies  of  the  above  agree* 
ment,  relying  on  the  faith  thereof,  and  the 
proceeds  of  the  notes  were  deposited  in  the 
bank  and  were  used  as  agreed  in  taking  up 
warrants  of  the  county.  It  was  held  that  a 
federal  court  of  equity  had  jurisdiction  of 
a  suit  against  the  county  to  enforce  its 
liability  on  the  warrants.     The  court  said: 

"  The  plaintiff  is  suing  only  in  respect  of 
the  county  warrants,  which  were  never  in 
the  name  of,  nor  ownekd>  by,  Scarboro  Com- 
pany. Its  claim  is  a  direct  one  against  the 
county.  The  undertaking  of  the  iMink  as  to 
the  payment  of  the  money  was  not  addressed 
to  Scarboro  Company,  more  than  to  any  other 
holder  of  the  notes,  and  was  never  transferred 
to  plaintiff,  nor  is  it  the  basis  of  the  suit. 
It  is  only  evidence  in  the  case  to  define  the 
relation  between  plaintiff  and  the  bank,  and 
to  show  the  intent  with  which  the  warrants 
were  taken  up.  It  is  likewise  immaterial 
that  this  undertaking  was  never  entered  on 
the  minutes  of  the  county  commissioners  as 
a  contract  of  the  county,  and  that  it  does 
not  purport  to  bind  the  county.     Like  im- 


Jttd.  Code,  §  34,  par.  2-3. 


JUDICIAET 


577 


materiality  exists  as  to  the  failure  to  allege 
that  the  arrangement  with  Scarboro  Com- 
pany to  sell  the  notee  was  entered  on  the 
minutes,  so  as  to  bind  the  county.  Such 
failure  might  affect  the  right  of  the  Scar- 
boro Company  to  collect  compensation,  but 
touches  no  right  of  plaintiff.  The  bill  seeks 
substantially  to  enforce  liabilities  against  the 
county,  represented  by  its  warrants,  which 
the  county  owed  independently  of  any  deal- 
ings with  or  through  Scarboro  Company, 
and  the  equity  of  the  plaintiff,  so  far  from 
being  destroyed  by,  arises  out  of,  the  in- 
validity of  the  proceedings  with  and  through 
the  Scarboro  Company." 

XVIII.  Ancillabt  Pbogeedinos 

2.  Jwriadiction  in  General  (p.  989) 

When  ancillary  relief  may  be  had  gener- 
ally.—  Sometimes  by  means  of  an  ancillary 
bill  or  an  interyening  petition  a  federal 
court  hears  and  determines  a  nonfederal  con- 
troversy between  citizens  of  the  same  state; 
but  that  occurs  only  in  those  cases  in  which 
the  federal  court  is  already  properly  in 
possession  of  a  res  and  the  determination 
of  the  intrastate  nonfederal  controversy  19 
necessary  to  a  just  administration  of  the  res. 
Supreme  Tribe  of  Ben  Hur  t>.  Cauble,  (D.  C. 
Ind.  1920)   264  Fed.  247. 

3.  Particular  Proceedings  and  Matters 

d.  Enforcement  of  Liens  (p.  993) 

Establishment  of  lien  against  property 
judicially  sold.— A  bill  died  by  the  grantee 
of  the  purchaser  of  real  property  at  a  sale 
under  a  federal  court  decree,  which  seeks  to 
restrain  the  enforcement  of  a  judgment  of 
a  state  court  establishing  a  superior  title  in 
sn other,  or  any  interference  with  complain- 
ant's possession,  is  not  ancillary  (so  as  to  be 
justifiable  in  the  federal  courts  without 
diversity  of  citizenship)  to  the  original  suit 
in  the  federal  court,  which  was  one  for  the 
sale  of  land  which  a  municipal  corporation 
held  as  trustee  to  secure  the  payment  of 
certain  drainage  warrants,  to  which  suit 
neither  defendant  nor  any  predecessor  in 
interest  was  a  party.  New  Orleans  Land 
Co.  t?.  Leader  Realty  Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
266,  41  Sup.  Ct.  259,  66  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)   — . 

j.  Receivers  (p.  997) 

An  application  for  an  injunction  to  restrain 
interference  with  the  operations  of  a  receiver 
may  be  brought  as  ancillary  to  the  action  in 
which  the  receiver  was  appointed.  Westing- 
house  Electric,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Richmond  Light, 
etc.,  Co.,   (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)   267  Fed.  493. 

Pleading.— -Ancillary  proceedings  to  re- 
strain the  doing  of  acts  interfering  with  one 
as  receiver  do  not  require  the  employment 
of  pleadings  such  as  would  be  necessary  in 
the  inetitution  of  an  action.  Westinghouse 
Electric,  etc.,  Co.  v,  Richmond  Light,  etc., 
Co.,  (E.  D.  K.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  493. 
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Vol.  IV,  p.  999,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 

par.  second.      [First  ed.,  1912 

Supp.,  p.  139.] 

Juriadiction  not  divested  by  stay  of  execu- 
tion of  sentence  pending  trial  in  state  conrt. 
— ^An  order  staying  execution  of  a  sentence 
in  a  federal  court  and  permitting  the  accused 
while  in  the  custody  of  the  United  States 
marshal  to  be  tried  in  the  state  court  for  a 
violation  of  a  state  law,  does  not  divest  the 
federal  court  of  jurisdiction.  Em  p.  Sichof- 
sky,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1921)  273  Fed.  694,  holding, 
however,  that  an  order  would  be  entered 
recalling  the  commitment  and  decreeing-  its 
amendment,  to  the  effect  that  the  term  of 
imprisonment  heretofore  adjudged  upon 
petitioner  would  begin  to  run  as  from  the 
date  of  pronouncement  of  the  aforementioned 
judgment  herein. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  1005,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 

par.    third.      [First    ed.,    1912 
Supp.,  p.  139.] 

II.  Nature  and   scope  of  jurisdiction. 
1.  In  general. 

III.  Jurisdiction  of  state  courts. 

1.  Generally. 

IV.  Saving  of  common-law  remedy. 
V.  Concurrent  jurisdiction. 

VIII.  Contracts   within    admiralty   juried! c- 

tion. 
1.  Shipbuilding  c<mtracts. 
13.  Affreightment       and       charter- 
parties. 
IX.  Foreign  persons  or  property. 
XII.  Salvage. 
XIII.  Maritime  contract. 
XV.  Mixed  contract. 
XX.  Torts. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Locality  of  injury  complained  of. 
6.  Right  of  action  for  death. 

II.  Natube  and  Scx)pe  of  JUBISDICnON 

1.  In  General  (p.  1006) 

In  admiralty  a  decree  awarding  affirmative 
relief  in  favor  of  a  claimant  or  reapondent, 
as  the  case  may  be,  cannot  be  made  in  the 
original  action.  The  answer  can  go  only  so 
far  as  may  reduce  or  completely  set  off  the 
award  in  favor  of  libelant.  The  Jane  Palmer, 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.   1920)    270  Fed.  609. 

III.  JUKESDICTTON  OF   STATB  COUBTS 

1.  Generally   (p.  1007) 

A  suit  for  personal  injnry  which  was 
suBtained  while  maritime  services  were  being 
performed  may  be  maintained  in  the  state 
court.  Ross  17.  Pacific  Steamship  Co.,  (D. 
C.  Ore.  1921)   272  Fed.  638. 
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IV.  Saving  of  Common -law  Remedy 

(p.  1Q08) 

To  the  same  effect  ad  the  first  paragraph 
Off  the  original  annotation,  see  Crane  v. 
Pacific  Steamship  Co.,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1921) 
272  Fed.  204.  Ross  v.  Pacific  Steamship  Co., 
(D.  C.  Ore.  1921)    272  Fed.  638. 

The  jurisdiction  conferred  by  this  section 
gives  the  district  courts,  within  the  limi- 
tations expressed,  jurisdiction,  where  the 
state  courts  would  have  jurisdiction,  so  that 
causes  arising  out  of  maritime  rights  may 
be  brought  in  the  federal  courts  in  all  cases 
where  they  may  be  brought  in  the  state 
courts,  subject  to  diversity  of  citizenship 
and*  jurisdictional  amount,  but  the  rights  of 
the  plaintiff  may  be  enforced  only  according 
to  maritime  law.  Berg  v.  Philadelphia,  etc, 
R.  Co.,    (E.  D.  Pa.   1920)   266-  Fed.  591. 

One  injured  by  a  maritime  tort  can  main- 
tain an  action  in  personam  against  his  em- 
ployer therefor  in  a  common  law  court. 
Crane  1;.  Pacific  Steamship  Co.,  (D.  C.  Ore. 
1921)  272  Fed.  204. 

V.   CONGUBBENT   JURISDICTION    (p.    1010) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  anno- 
tation, see  Proctor  v.  Dillon,  (1920)  235 
Mass.  538,  129  N.  E.  265. 

Power  of  equity  to  enjoin  suit. — ^As  to  the 
power  of  a  court  of  equity  to  enjoin  a  suit 
in  the  admiralty  court  it  is  said: 

''It  is  a  well-settled  rule  of  law  that, 
where  a  lien  or  claim  upon  the  thing  is 
given  by  the  maritime  law,  admiralty  aSone 
has  jurisdiction  to  enforce  it  by  a  proceed- 
ing in  rem;  but  this  does  not  deprive  a 
court  of  equity  in  a  proper  case  of  the  power 
of  maintaining  the  status  quo.  It  makes  no 
difference  that  the  res  is  beyond  the  terri- 
torial jurisdiction  of  the  tribunal,  the  parties 
being  before  the  court,  since  the  defendant 
may  nevertheless  be  compelled  to  do  all  the 
things  required  by  the  lex  loci  rei  sit«." 
HyafiU  t>.  Buffalo  Marine  Constr.  Co.,  (W. 
D.  N.  Y.  1919)   266  Fed.  553. 

VIII.  CoNTBACTS  Within  Admibalty  Jubib- 

DICTION 

1.  Shipbuilding  Contracts  (p.  1014) 
A  contract  to  build  a  vessel  is  nonmari- 
time.     The  Susquehanna,    (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)   267  Fed.  811. 

Furnishing  materials,  etc.,  to  launched 
vessel. — A  contract  to  furnish  the  materials, 
work,  and  labor  for  the  completion  of  a  ves- 
sel, made  after  such  vessel  was  launched, 
but  while  not  yet  suflficiently  advanced  to 
discharge  the  functions  for  which  she  was 
intended,  is  not  within  the  admiralty  and 
maritime  jurisdiction.  Thames  Towboat  Co. 
V.  The  Schooner  Francis  McDonald,  (1920) 
254  U.  S.  242,  41  S.  Ct.  65,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
-^,  wherein  the  court  said: 
"'  *•  Under  decisions  of  this  court  the  settled 
rule  is  that  a  contract  for  the  complete  con- 
struction of  a  ship,  or  supplying  materials 


therefor,  is  nonmaritime,  and  not  within  the 
admiralty  jurisdiction.  People's  Ferry  Oo. 
f?.  Beers,  20  How.  393,  15  L.  ed.  961;  Roach 
r.  Chapman,  22  How.  129,  16  L.  ed.  294; 
Edwards  v.  Elliott,  21  Wall.  532,  22  L.  ed. 
487;  The  Winnebago,  205  U.  S.  354,  363,  51 
L.  ed.  836,  841,  27  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  509;  North 
Pacific  S.  S.  Co.  V,  Hall  Bros.  Marine  R. 
&  Shipbuilding  Co.,  249  U.  S.  119,  125,  63 
L.  ed.  510,  512,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  221. 

«But    counsel    for    appellant    insist    that 
there  is  a  broad  distinction  between  such  a 
contract  and  one  for  work  and  material  to 
finish  a  vessel  after  she  has  been  launched 
and  is  water-borne.     In  support  of  this  posi- 
tion they  relv  upon  The  Eliza  Ladd   (1875) 
3    Sawy.    519,    Fed.    Cas.    No.    4,364;    The 
Revenue   Cutter    (1877)    4  Sawy.    143,   Fed. 
Cas.  No.   11,714,—  both  by  Judge  Beady,  in 
the  United  States  district  court  for  Oregon; 
The  Manhattan,  district  court  for  Washing- 
ton  (1891)   46  Fed.  797,  which  followed  the 
district   court    for    Oregon;    and   Tucker    v. 
Alexandroff,   183   U.  8.   424,  438,   46  L.  ed. 
264,  270,  22   Sup.   Ct.  Rep.   195.     The  first 
three   cases    are  directly    in   point,   but   are 
opposed    by    many    of    no    less    authority. 
Tucker  v.  Alexandroff  must  be  read   in  the 
light  of  the  particular  matter  under  consid- 
eration,—  detention   of   a   foreign   seaman, — 
and  the  conclusion  announced  that  after  the 
vessel  was  launched  'she  was  a  ship  within 
the  meaning  of  the  treaty.'    The  court  had 
no  immediate  concern  with  contracts  for  ship 
construction,  and  there  was   no  purpose  to 
lay    down    any    definite    rule    applicable    to 
them.      On    the    other    side,    the    following 
cases    are    cited,    and   they    are   entitled    to 
the  greater  weight:      The  Isosco,   1   Brown, 
Adm.  495,  Fed.  Cas.  No.  7,060;  The  Pacific, 
5   Hughes,   257,  9   Fed.   120;    The  Count  de 
Lesseps,  17  Fed.  460;  The  Glenmont,  32  Fed. 
703  and  34  Fed.  403;  The  Paradox,  61  Fed. 
880;  McMaster  r.  One  Dredge,  95  Fed.  832; 
The  United  Shores,  193  Fed.  652;  The  Dredge 
A,  217  Fed.  617;  The  Winnebago,  205  U.  S. 
354,  363,  51  L.  ed.  836,  841,  27  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
509;    North  Pacific  S.  S.   Co.  r.  Hall  Bros. 
Marine  R.  &  Shipbuilding  Co.,  249  U.  S.  119, 
125,  63  L.  ed.  510,  512,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  221. 
"  Notwithstanding   possible   and   once   not 
inappropriate  criticism,  the  doctrine  is  now 
firmly  established  that  contracts  to  construct 
entirely  new  ships  are  nonmaritime  because 
not  nearly  enough  related  to  any  rights  and 
duties  pertaining  to  commerce  and   naviga- 
tion.    It   is   said   that   in   no   proper   sense 
can  they  be  regarded  as  directly  and  imme- 
diately  connected   with   navigation    or   com- 
merce   by    water.      Edwards    v.    Elliott,    21 
Wall.  5^32,  554,  555,  22  L.  ed.  487,  491,  492; 
The  William  Windom,  73  Fed.  496;  Pacific 
Surety  Co.  v.  Leatham  &  S.  Towing  &  Wreck- 
ing Ck).,  80    C.  C.  A.  670,  151  Fed.  440.    And 
we   think   the   same    reasons   which   exclude 
such   contracts   from   admiralty   jurisdiction 
likewise  apply  to  agreements  made  after  the 
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hull  is  in  the  water,  for  the  work  and  mate 
rial  necessary  to  consummate  a  partial  con- 
struction and  bring  the  vessel  into  condi- 
tion to  function  as  intended.'^ 

A  contract  to  reconstruct  a  vessel,  such  for 
instance  as  a  contract  to  lengthen  a  vessel 
which  has  long  been  employed  in  navigation 
is  maritime  in  character.  The  Susquehanna, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.   1920)   267  Fed.  811. 

13.   Affreightment  and   Charter- Parties 

(p.  1017) 

An  informal  charter  is  a  contract  over 
which  admiralty  has  jurisdiction.  American 
Hawaiian  Steamship  Co.  v.  Willfuehr,  (D.  C. 
Md.   1921)    274  Fed.  214. 

IX.  Foreign  Pebsons  ob  Pbofertt  (p.  1010) 

''A  sovereign  friendly  power  has  no  more 
right  to  oust  the  court  of  jurisdiction  than 
has  a  private  party.  .If  such  a  sovereign 
power  seeks  our  courts,  it  must  comply  with 
our  subetantive  law  and  our  procedure  and 
it  is  protected  only  to  the  extent  of  the 
immunity  discussed  in  Kingdom  of  Rou- 
mania  v'  Guaranty  Trust  Co.,  250  Fed.  341, 
1'62  C.  C.  A.  411.  It  must,  for  instance, 
give  securitv  for  costs.  Honduras  r.  Roto, 
112  N.  Y.  310,  19  X.  E.  845,  2  L.  R.  A.  642, 
8  Am.  St.  Rep.  744.  It  could  not  raise  the 
point  against  a  set-oflf,  otherwise  appropri- 
ate, which  might  be  pleaded  against  it,  and 
therefore  the  arbitration  clause  cannot  be 
availed  of  by  or  against  it  to  oust  our  courts 
of  jurisdiction.''  The  Jane  Palmer,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)  270  Fed.  609. 

Vessel  belonging  to  foreign  government  — 
manner  of  making  objection. — The  objection 
that  a  vessel  libeled  was  owned  by  a  foreign 
government,  and,  at  the  time  of  arrest,  was 
in  the  possession  of  such  government,  should 
come  through  official  channels  of  the  United 
States,  and  not  by  way  of  a  direct  suggestion 
of  the  Ambassador  of  such  foreign  govern- 
ment, and  an  accompanying  certificate  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  that  such  Ambassador 
is  the  duly  accredited  representative  of  such 
foreign  government  gives  no  sanction  to  such 
suggestion.  The  Pesaro.  (1S>21)  255  U.  S. 
21«,  41  S.  Ct.  308,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

XII.  Salvage  (p.  1021) 

Vessel  under  requisition  by  foreign  nation. 
—  In  an  action  in  personam  against  the 
owner  of  a  vessel  for  salvage  services,  such 
vessel  may  be  attached  though  she  be  at  the 
time  under  charter  to  a  foreign  government 
and  in  the  actual  possession  of  that  govern- 
ment. Maru  Nav.  Co.  r.  Societa  Commer- 
cial etc.,  (D.  C.  Md.  1921)   271  Fed.  97. 

XIII.  Maritime  Contract   (p.  1022) 

Storage  contract. — ^As  a  corollary  to  the 
rule  that  an  action  will  not  lie  in  admiralty 
for  breach  of  a  contract  leading  to  the  exe- 
cution of  a  maritime  contract,  an  admiralty 


court  has  no  jurisdiction  over  a  contract  to 
procure  permanent  storage  for  all  or  a  part 
of  a  cargo  alter  it  has  been  unloaded. 
Gowanus  Storage  Co.  t*.  U.  S.  Shipping 
Board  Emergency  Fleet  Corp.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y. 
1921)   271  Fed.  528. 

XV.  Mixed  Coktbact   (p.  1024) 

Where  a  contract  it  separable  a  court  of 
admiralty  has  jurisdiction  over  that  part  of 
it  which  is  of  a  maritime  nature,  though  it 
would  not  have  such  jurisdiction  unless  the 
cause  of  action  were  separable.  Gowanus 
Storage  Co.  v.  U.  S.  Shipping  Board 
Emergency  Fleet  Corp.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921) 
271  Fed.  528. 

XX.   TOBTS 

1.  In  General  (p.  1026) 

To  the  same  effect  as  Arst  paragraph  of 
original  annotation,  see  \Miite  v.  John  W. 
Cowper  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed. 
423. 

When  a  right  to  recover  for  a  maritime 
tort  has  been  created  by  a  state  law,  the 
admiralty  courts  of  the  United  States  may 
enforce  it.  Earles  r.  Howard,  (D.  C.  Me. 
1920)  268  Fed.  94,  so  holding  where  a  etate 
law  gave  a  right  to  recover  for  instantane- 
ous death  while  employed  on  a  steamship. 

Actions  arising  out  of  a  maritime  tort 
and  giving  rise  to  a  maritime  lien  are  not 
subject  to  the  rules  of  the  common  law 
courts  or  to  the  statutes  of  a  state.  The 
Lafayette,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
917. 

Enforcement  of  claim  based  on  statute 
both  penal  and  compensatory. — Although  it 
is  declared  to  be  doubtful  whether  courts  of 
admiralty  will  enforce  a  claim  bottomed  on 
a  mere  penal  statute  yet  it  has  been  said 
that  they  will  assume  jurisdiction  where  a 
statute  is  both  penal  and  compensatory,  as 
for  instance,  where  it  is  penal  up  to  the  mini- 
mum amount  of  recovery  and  compensatory 
thereafter  up  to  the  maximum  amount  of  re- 
covery permitted.  In  re  St.  Louis,  etc., 
River  Packet  Co.,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  266 
Fed.  919. 

State  Workmen's  Compensation  Law  has 
no  application  to  an  injury  to  a  longshore- 
man injured  while  unloading  a  vessel,  the 
amendment  of  1917  (Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  1918 
Supp.  p.  414)  having  been  held  to  be  in- 
valid. Lawson  v.  Xew  York,  etc.,  Steam- 
ship Co.,    (1921)    148  La.  290,  88  So.  815. 

2.  Locality  of  Injury  Complained  of 
(p.    1027) 

In  general.' — In  ca.<$e  of  an  injury  to  a 
$:eaman  arising  out  of  a  tort  which  is  mari- 
time, an  admiralty  court  has  jurisdiction 
and  the  lex  loci  delicti  applies.  The  Hanna 
Xielsen,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
171,  modifying  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed. 
729. 
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Aisaultt. — A  court  of  admiralty  has  jurU- 
diction  of  an  action  to  recover  damages  for 
an  assault  committed  on  board  a  vessel  by 
the  master  while  the  boat  was  being  un- 
loaded. The  Whisper,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1920)   208  Fed.  464. 

6.  Right  of  Action  far  Death  (p.  1031) 

Rule  stated. — ^While  a  suit  in  admiralty 
cannot  be  maintained  to  recover  damages 
for  death  by  wrongful  act  or  negligence  on 
the  high  seas  or  navigable  waters  in  the 
absence  of  a  federal  or  state  statute  giving 
a  right  of  action  therefor,  where  a  state 
statute  gives  such  a  right  oif  action  it  is  en- 
forceable in  the  admiralty  courts  if  the 
facts  are  such  as  would  bring  the  case  within 
the  maritime  jurisdiction  if  death  had  not 
resulted.  White  «.  John  W.  Cowper  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  423. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  1034,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 

par.    fifth.      [First    ed.,    1912 
Supp.,  p.  139.] 

Jurisdiction  —  In  general. —  Under  this  sec- 
tion the  court  has  jurisdiction  of  all  suits 
arising  under  the  revenue  laws,  regardless 
of  amount.  Accardo  v.  Fontenot,  (£.  D.  La. 
1020)  269  Fed.  447. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  1036,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 

par.    sixth.      [First    ed.,    1912 
Supp.,  p.  139.] 

Amount  involved. — ^The  question  of  the 
amount  involved  is  not  important  in  deter- 
mining the  jurisdiction  of  tile  federal  court. 
Griffith  V.  W.  S.  Vick  Grocery  Co.,  (CCA 
6th  Cir.  1021 )   272  Fed.  246. 

Injunction  against  postal  authorities. — 
''  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Post  Office  Department 
to  deliver  mail  in  so  far  as  it  is  possible  to 
the  individual,  firm,  or  corporation  for 
whom  it  is  intended.  This  is  undoubtedly 
an  important,  and  in  some  instances  a  diffi- 
cult and  delicate,  duty  to  perform,  and  for 
that  reason  a  court  ought  not  lightly  to  in- 
terfere with  the  judgment  and  discretion  of 
the  postal  authorities,  and  a  court  will  not 
do  so,  unless  the  party  seeking  the  injunc- 
tion demonstrates  by  the  evidence  that  he 
has  a  clear  right  to  receive  such  mail,  and 
that  the  failure  of  the  postal  authorities 
to  deliver  it  to  him  impairs  a  substantial 
right."  Griffith  t?.  W.  S.  Vick  Grocery  Co., 
(C  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1021)  272  Fed.  246,  so 
declaring  in  granting  an  injunction  relating 
to  the  delivery  of  mail  similarly  addressed 
to  a  competing  firm.    . 

Pleading. — "The  mere  allegation  that 
'the  matter  in  controversy  arises  under  the 
postal  laws '  is  but  a  conclusion  of  law.  If 
the  facts  pleaded  are  sufficient  to  show  that 
the  controversy  does  arise  under  the  postal 
laws,  then  it  follows  that  it  is  not  necessary 


to  aver,  in  addition  thereto,  the  pleaders' 
conclusion  of  law.  It  also  follows  that,  if 
the  facts  stated  in  the  bill  of  complaint 
show  that  the  controversy  does  not  arise 
under  the  postal  laws  of  the  United  States, 
the  averment  of  the  legal  conclusion  that  it 
does  so  arise  would  necessarily  be  wholly 
disregarded  in  determining  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  court."  Griffith  v,  W.  S.  Vick  Grocery 
Co.,   (C  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1021)   272  Fed.  246. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  1037,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 

par.  seventh.     [First  ed.,  1912 
Supp.,  p.  139.] 

I.  Suits  arising  under  patent  Isiws. 
II.  Suits  arising  under  copyright  laws. 
III.  Suits  arising  under  trademark  lawB. 

I.  Suits  Abising  UiniEB  Pateett  Laws 

(p.  1037) 

Suit  inyolying  title  to  patent.— "It  has 
been  settled  that,  where  the  title  to  a  patent 
or  any  claim  of  infringement  thereof  is  the 
subject  of  the  suit  in  any  form,  the  federal 
courts  have  exclusive  jurisdiction,  regardless 
of  the  citizenship  of  the  parties,  for  the  rea- 
son that  such  cases  arise  under  the  patent 
laws."  Lowry  v.  Hert,  (W.  D.  Ky.  1021) 
279  Fed.  608. 

Suits  on  contracts  relating  to  patents. — 
W!here  a  contract  had  been  made  respecting  a 
patent,  and  out  of  which  contract  a  suit 
arose,  or  where  frauds  were  perpetrated  by 
the  parties  to  the  contract,  and  one  of  these 
parties  seeks  relief  on  that  ground,  the  state 
courts  have  exclusive  jurisdiction,  except 
where  there  i%  diverse  citizenship  and  a 
claim  exceeding  $3,000.  Lowry  v.  Hert, 
(W.  D.  Ky.  1021)   273  Fed.  608. 

II.  SxTiTs  Abisikq  Undeb  Coptbight  Laws 

(p.  1045) 

Suit  involving  contract. —  If  the  suit  is 
one  brought  to  enforce  a  right  based  upon 
a  contract  which  relates  to  a  copyrighted 
production,  the  suit  is  one  which  arises  out 
of  the  contract  and  is  not  one  arising  under 
the  copyright  statute,  and  the  federal  courts 
are  without  jurisdiction.  In  line  with  this 
rule  it  is  held  that  a  suit  to  compel  a  de- 
fendant to  pay  over  royalties  claimed  to  be 
due  under  a  contract  is  not  one  arising  um- 
der  the  copyright  laws  of  which  the  federal 
court  has  jurisdiction.  Danks  f?.  Gordon, 
(C.  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1021)   272  Fed.  821. 

ni.  Sum  Abisino  Undcb  Tbadeicabk 
Laws  (p.  1047) 

Where  the  parties  are  corporations  of  dif- 
ferent states,  and  the  value  of  the  thing  in 
controversy  exceeds  three  thousand  dollars, 
the  courts  of  the  United  States  may  enforce 
the  common-law  rights  in  a  trade-mark  «« 
well   as  against  unfair  competition.     Coca- 
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Ck>la  Co.  V.  Old  Dominion  Beverage  Corp., 
(C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  600. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  1047,  Jud.  Code,  seo.  24, 

par.   eighth.      [First  ed.,    1912 

Supp.,  p.  139.] 
Suit  againat  Emergency  Fleet  Corporatioa. 

—  Since  the  purpose  of  the  Shipping  Board 
Act  (Act.  of  Sept.  7,  1916,  ch.  451,  1918 
Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  785)  was  to  promote 
the  commerce  of  the  United  States  and  since 
it  applies  only  to  interstate  commerce,  a 
suit  against  the  United  States  Shipping 
Board  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation,  which 
was  organiz^  under  section  11  of  such  Act, 
is  one  arising  under  a  law  regelating  com- 
merce and  witibin  the  jurisdiction  of  a  federal 
court.  Ingram  Day  Lumber  Co.  i;.  United 
States  Shipping  Board  Emergency  Fleet 
Corp.,   (S.  D.  Miss.  1920)   267  Fed.  283. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  1048,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 

par.    ninth.      [First    ed.,    1912 

Supp.,  p.  139.] 
Penalties  vnder  National  Prohibition  Act. 

—  Penalties  assessed  under  the  terms  of  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  must  be  collected 
by  a  suit  in  the  district  court  as  authorized 
by  this  section.  Kelly  v.  Lewellyn,  (W.  D. 
Pa.  1921)   274  Fed.  112. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  1051,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 
par.   fourteenth.      [First   ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  140.] 

Right  imder  state  law. —  This  section  is 
inapplicable  to  a  suit  in  equity  by  a  land- 
lord against  his  tenant  and  district  attorney 
of  New  York  county  to  test  the  constitu- 
tionality of  the  ''Emergency  Legislation" 
of  1920  passed  in  New  York  to  remedy  the 
housing  situation  arising  during  that  year. 
Marcus  Brown  Holding  Co.  f?.  PoUak,  (S.  D. 
N.  y.  1920)  272  Fed.  137. 

Sight  to  practice  law. —  The  federal  courts 
have  no  power  to  review  the  action  of  a 
state  court  in  refusing  to  license  an  appli- 
cant to  practice  law.  Keeley  v.  Enuis, 
(D.  C.  Ore.  1921)  271  Fed.  520,  wherein 
it  was  said: 

"  It  is  beyond  question  that  this,  a  federal 
court,  has  no  power  or  authority  to  review, 
re-ezamine,  or  reverse  the  action  of  the  state 
Supreme  Court  in  denying  a  license  to  prac- 
tice law  in  the  state.  The  United  States 
Supreme  Court  has  so  declared  as  to  its  own 
authority  to  re-examine  or  reverse,  as  a  re- 
viewing body,  the  action  of  a  state  court  in 
disbarring  a  member  of  the  bar  of  its  own 
court  Selling  v,  Radford,  243  U.  S.  46, 
50,  37  Sup.  Ot  377,  61  L.  ed.  585,  Ann.  Cas. 
1917D,  509.  If  that  court  has  no  such  au- 
thority, it  follows,  by  a  much  stronger 
reason,  that  this  court  possesses  none. 


*'  Nor  can  this  court  interpose  to  give  com- 
plainant affirmative  relief,  such  as  U>  require 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  state  to  issue  him 
a  license  to  practice  law  in  the  state.  This 
follows  by  reason  of  the  distinct  organization 
of  the  two  courts,  one  being  national  and 
the  other  state,  between  which  there  is  no 
jurisdictional  co-ordination  as  it  respects 
the  a<knini8tr&tion  of  state  polity.  A  federal 
court  will  administer  the  laws  of  the  state 
in  controversies  in  which  it  is  given  juris- 
diction, but  it  will  not  interpose  to  direct 
or  review  the  administration  of  state  affairs." 

Vol.  IV,  p.  1054,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 
par.  sixteenth.   [First  ed.,  1912 

Supp.,  p.  140.] 

Federal  resenre  hank  as  **natioiial  bank* 
iag  association." — The  federal  reserve  banks 
created  after  the  Judicial  Code  was  enacted 
are  not  **  national  banking  associations " 
but  for  jurisdictional  purposes,  such  asso- 
ciations are  to  be  deemed  citizens  of  the 
states  in  which  they  are  respectively  located. 
American  Bank,  etc.,  Co.  v.  FedersI  Reserve 
Bank.  (1921)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  Sup,  Ct.  499, 
65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reveraing  on  other 
grounds  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  4. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  1059,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 

par.  twentieth.     [First  ed.,  1912 
Supp.,  p.  140.] 

Concurrent  jurisdictioii  of  court  of  claims 
and  district  courts. —  In  every  cause  of  which 
the  court  of  claims  has  jurisdiction  the  dis- 
trict courts  have  a  like  jurisdiction,  limited 
only  in  respect  to  the  sum  involved  or  in 
controversy,  and,  of  course,  the  amount  of 
the  judgment  which  can  be  rendered.  Sochis 
V.  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  266  Fed.  446. 

The  fact  that  the  court  of  claima  is  given 
jurisdiction  over  a  particular  class  of  claims 
does  not  prevent  concurrent  jurisdiction 
being  exercised  by  the  district  courts.  Bene- 
dict V.  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  271  Fed. 
714. 

Collector  of  port  of  New  York. —  Under 
this  section  it  is  held  that  a  suit  may  be 
brought  in  the  district  court  against  the 
collector  of  the  port  of  New  York  as  an 
individual  to  recover  money  wrongfully 
exacted  while  acting  under  color  of  office. 
Gilmour  v.  Newton,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  270 
Fed.  332,  wherein  it  was  held  that  in  such 
an  action  the  complaint  must  show  either 
that  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United 
States  are  involved  or  contain  an  allegation 
of  diverse  citizenship. 

The  "  fees,  salary  or  compensation.." —  In 
Reynolds  v.  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  273 
Fed.  534,  the  statement  of  claim  was  held  to 
be  in  sufficient  to  enable  the  court  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  claim  of  the  plaintiff  was 
one  "  to  recover  fees,  salary  or  compensation 


582 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP.    Jud.  Code,  §  24,  par.  34, 


for  official  services"  as  -an  officer  of  the 
United  States.     The  court  said: 

"  The  statement  of  claim  carefully  avoids, 
80  far  as  possible,  the  averment  of  any  facts 
from  which  a  finding  could  be  made  from 
the  statement  of  claim  alone.  The  plaintiff 
is  averred  to  have  been  *  employed  ' —  not  to 
have  held  an<  office;  the  defendant  calls  him 
an  officer.  We  do  not  rule  that,  by  stating 
the  facts  as  they  have  been  stated,  the  plain- 
tiff cannot  be  found  to  be  an  officer  within 
the  meaning  of  the  act  of  Congress  with 
which  we  are  now  concerned.  We  rule  only 
that  the  facts  upon  which  any  ruling  made 
must  be  based  do  not  apx)ear  with  sufficient 
certainty  to  justify  summary  judgment  in 
favor  of  the  defendant. 

"  The  facts  probably  are  that  the  pla.intiff 
performed  services  in  a  position  to  which  he 
was  appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  War  by 
authority  of  an  act  of  Congress  conferring 
power  to  make  such  appointments.  If  the 
plaintiff  is  willing  to  meet  now  on  his  own 
statement  of  the  facts  the  question  which  at 
the  trial  he  must  meet,  leave  is  granted  him 
to  amend  his  statement  of  claim,  so  as  to 
present  the  facts  fully,  and  the  defendant 
may  then  meet  it  by  a  motion  to  dismiss 
for  want  of  jurisdiction." 

Failure  to  transmit  cable  message. —  In 
Hiel  V,  U.  S.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  273  Fed, 
729,  it  was  held  that  a  suit  for  failure  to 
transmit  a  cable  message  after  the  President 
had  taken  over  the  cables  could  be  main- 
tained against  the  United  States.  The  court 
said: 

"  Of  course,  the  Tucker  Act  is  not  to  be 
interpreted  verbally;  nor  should  I  think  the 
fact  in  any  sense  determinative  that  the 
sender  of  a  cable  message  might  sue  the 
telegraph  company  ex  contractu.  The  reason 
why  it  seems  to  me  that  the  act  applies  here 
is  that,  if  the  United  States  had  not  the 
immunity  of  a  sovereign,  there  would  for  the 
foregoing  reasons  have  been  no  breach  of 
positive  duty  (*  subtraction '),  and  there 
would  have  been  a  breach  of  contract.  That 
is  precisely  the  situation  which  the  act  was 
drawn  to  meet.  Congress  meant  to  assume 
liability  for  the  acts  of  such  of  its  agents 
as  had  the  power  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties  to  assume  or  refuse  engagements  on 
the  faith  of  which  other  citizens  should  rely. 
It  did  not  mean  to  assume  liability  for  the 
proper  discharge  of  duties  which  it  imposed 
upon  those  agents  by  virtue  only  of  positive 
law. 

"  It  was  urged  at  the  bar  that  this  result 
might  expose  the  United  States  to  serious 
loss  and  impede  it  in  the  discharge  of  its 
governmental  functions.  This  is,  of  course, 
an  irrelevant  consideration,  when  the  purpose 
of  the  act  is  clear;  but  here  it  is  out  of 
place  in  any  event.  Whatever  be  the  justi- 
fication in  policy  of  the  sovereign's  im- 
munity, the  first  consideration  ought  to  be 
this:  That  in  the  performance  of  its  volun- 
tary engagements  with  its  citizens  it  should 


conform  to  the  same  standard  of  honorable 
conduct  as  it  exacts  of  them  touching  their 
conduct  with  each  other.  Any  policy  which 
would  exempt  the  United  States  from  the 
scrupulous  performance  of  its  obligations  is 
base  and  mean ;  it  «;erves  in  the  end  to  bring 
the  United  States  into  contempt,  to  preju- 
dice it  in  its  dealings  when  it  enters  into 
the  common  fields  of  hiunan  intercourse,  and 
to  arouse  the  indignation  of  honorable  men. 
Conoress  by  the  Tucker  Act  meant  to  avoid 
such  consequences." 

Suits  to  recover  for  property  taken  for 
war  purposes. —  In  the  difi'erent  war  measures 
enacted  by  Congress  power  was  conferred  to 
take  possession  of  the  property  of  individual 
citizens  for  public  purposes,  and  the  right 
to  institute  proceedings  against  the  United 
States  for  compensation  for  the  property 
taken  was  also  given.  Congress  thereby  gave 
its  consent  to  such  proceedings  being  insti- 
tuted in  those  tribunals  which  Congress  had 
already  provided  for  the  purpose,  and  had 
intrusted  with  power  to  determine  the  rights 
of  the  claimants  and  of  the  United  States. 
Ill  is  meant  that  proceedings  might  be  insti- 
tuted in  the  Court  of  Claims,  and  also  that 
they  might  be  instituted  in  any  District 
Court  of  the  United  States,  provided  the  sum 
involved  did  not  exceed  the  limitation  above 
named.  Sochis  v.  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920) 
266  Fed.  446. 

The  jurisdiction  conferred  by  section  10  of 
the  Act  of  Congress  of  August  10,  1917,  to 
recover  compensation  for  land  requisitioned 
by  the  government  for  war  purposes  was  not 
affected  or  restricted  by  the  limitation  as  to 
amount  contained  in  this  section.  U.  S.  t?. 
McGrape,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
761. 

Suits  against  Emergency  Fleet  Corpora- 
tion.— A  f^tate  court  has  no  jurisdiction  of 
a  suit  against  the  Emergency  Fleet  Corpora- 
tion. The  corporation  is  a  governmental 
agency  and  suit  against  it  can  only  be 
brought  in  a  federal  court.  Southern  Bridge 
Co.  V.  U.  S.  Shipping  Board  Emergency 
Fleet  Corp.,  (S.  D.  Ala.  1920)  266  Fed.  747. 

A  suit  against  the  Emergenoy  Fleet  Cor- 
poration for  a  claim  in  excess  of  $10,000 
cannot  be  maintained  in  the  district  court. 
Sloan  Shipyards  Corp.  v.  U.  8.  Shipping 
Board  Emergencv  Fleet  Corp.,  (W.  D.  Wash. 
1921)   272  Fed.  ^132. 

Vol.  IV,  p.  1062,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  24, 
par.  twenty-fourth.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  141.] 

This  section  is  limited  to  allotments  of 
land  by  the  government  to  the  Indians  and 
does  not  refer  to  a  controversy  relating  to 
land  which  has  come  to  one  by  a  division  in 
severalty  among  the  Seneca  Indians  of  New 
York  from  the  whole  tribe.  U.  S,  f?.  Seneca 
Nation  of  New  York  Indians,  (W.  D.  N.  Y, 
1921)    274  Fed.  946. 
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Vol.  V,  p.  16,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  28. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  144.] 

II.  Construction  of  removal  acts. 
1.  In  general. 
m.  Kight  of  removal  in  general. 

1.  Entirely  statutory. 

4.  Waiver  of  right  of  removal, 
a.  In  general. 
IV.  Removable  "miite." 

2.  "Suit." 

10.  Within  original  "  jurisdiction  by 
this  title." 
a.  In  general. 

d.  Proceedings  for  mandamua. 
V.  Removal  from  and  to  what  court. 

1.  From  what  court. 

2.  To  what  court. 
VI.  Amount  in  controversy. 

1.  Same  as  for  original  jurisdiction. 

4.  Amount  in  dispute,  how  shown. 

a.  In  general. 

c.  In  suite  for  equitable  relief. 
VII.  Suits     under     Constitution,     laws     or 

treaties. 

1.  General  rules  as  to  removability. 

2.  Oitixenship  immaterial. 

5.  Nonfederal    united    with    federal 

question. 

10.  Federal  question  must  appear  in 

plaintiff's  pleading. 

11.  Removable  caees. 

1.  Suit    by    or    against    federal 

corporation, 
j.  Miscellaneous  cases. 
VIII.  Proviso  excluding  cases  arising  under 
federal   employers*  liability  act. 
IX.  Citizenship  as  jurisdictional  element.  • 
4.  State  as  citizen. 
7.  Corporation. 
X.  Diverse    citizenship,    alienage   or    for- 
eign   state    as   ground   for    re- 
moval. 
1.  Same  as  for  original  jurisdiction. 

3.  Several    parties    plaintiff   or    de- 

fendant, 
a.  In  general. 

4.  Fraudulent  joinder  of  defendants. 

a.  As    ground    for    removal    in 
general. 
XI.  Separable    controversy    as    ground    of 
removal. 

3.  Tests  of  separability. 

a.  In  general. 

6.  Proper  or  indispensable  codefend- 

ant. 
10.  Misjoinder  or  multifariousness. 
41.  Action     against     principal     and 

suretv. 

_  _  m 

Xm.  Who  may  remove  a  suit. 

4.  For  federal  question. 

a.  In  general. 
XIV.  Federal    jurisdiction    to    be    shown    in 
record  on  removal. 
1.  In  general. 


XVI.  Order  of  remand  not  reviewable. 
2.  Indirect  review  forbidden. 

c.  Mandamus   to   take   jurisdic- 
tion. 

Construction  of  Removal  Acts 

1.  In  General  (p.  27) 

Effect  of  removaL — The  removal  of  a  case 
from  the  state  court  does  not  recreate  it, 
or  give  any  more  life  to  the  original  com- 
plaint which  was  filed  in  the  state  court, 
than  it  then  had.  It  merely  removes  what, 
if  any  suit  was  pending  in  the  state  court, 
and,  if  that  court  had  no  jurisdiction  of  the 
suit  which  was  removed,  then  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  federal  court  to  so  declare 
on  the  question  being  properly  raised,  even 
though  such  a  suit  might  have  been  brought 
in  the  federal  court  in  the  first  instance. 
Southern  Bridge  Co.  v,  U.  S.  Shipping  Board 
Emergency  Fleet  Corp.,  (S.  D.  Ala.  1920) 
206  Fed.  747. 

III.  Right  of  Removal  in  General 
1.  Entirely  Statutory   (p.  31) 

Dependent  on  Act   of   Congress. — ^To  the 

same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
Gopcevic  V.  California  Packing  Corp.,  (N.  D. 
Cal.  1921)  272  Fed.  994;  Hall  r.  Payne, 
(D.  C.  Mont.  1921)  274  Fed.  237. 

Statute  must  be  substantially  complied 
with. —  Gopcevic  v.  California  Packing  Corp., 
(N.  D.  Cal.  1921)  272  Fed.  994. 

4.  Waiver  of  Right  of  Removal 

a.  In  General  (p.  38) 

Failure  to  raise  objection  in  state  court. — 
"The  failure  of  plaintiff  to  appear  in  the 
state  court  and  interpose  his  objection  there 
did  not  waive  his  rights  in  the  premises. 
A  motion  to  remand  is  the  proper  and  usual 
method  of  testing  the  sufficiency  and  regu- 
larity of  removal  proceedings.  Indeed,  had 
plaintiff  appeared  in  the  state  court  in  re- 
sponse to  the  notice  of  intended  removal,  that 
court  would  not  have  been  bound  to  recog- 
nize him,  since  objections  to  the  formality 
of  removal  proceedings  are  usually  for  the 
federal  court.  It  is  only  where  the  lack  of 
showing  is  so  wanting  in  substantive  merit 
as  to  clearly  disclose  on  the  face  of  the 
application  that  the  order  should  not  be 
granted  that  a  state  court  is  at  liberty  to 
deny  it."  Gopcevic  i?.  California  Packing 
Corp.,  (N.  D.  Cal.  1921)  272  Fed.  994. 

rv.  Removable  "  Suits  " 
2.  "Suit"  (p.  43) 
A  proceeding  under  a  state  road  law  to  fix 
and  collect  an  assessment  of  benefits  against 
a  property  owner  is  a  "  suit "  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section  and  is  removable 
where  the  requisite  elements  of  removability 
exist.  St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  v.  Road 
Imp.  Dist.  No.  2,   (C.  C.  A.  &th  Cir.  1920) 
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265  Fed.  524.     Regarding  this  question,  the 
court  said: 

"As  to  the  ruling  of  the  trial  court  in  re- 
fusing to  remand  the  case  to  the  county 
court,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  trial 
court  did  not  err  in  this  regard.  The  pro- 
ceeding under  the  Alexander  Road  Law,  up 
to  the  time  that  the  board  of  Commissioners 
certified  and  filed  the  assessment  of  the 
board  of  assessors  in  the  county  court  was 
an  ex  parte  proceeding;  but,  of  course,  before 
the  defendant  could  be  compelled  to  pay  the 
amount  of  the  assessment,  it  was  entitled 
to  defend  against  its  liability  therefor,  and 
this  right  is  given  by  the  requirement  of 
the  law  that  the  county  court  shall  fix  a 
date,  of  which  public  notice  shall  be  given, 
on  which  the  owner  of  property  may  appear 
and  defend.  The  assessment  by  the  board  of 
assessors,  duly  certified  by  the  commissioners 
to  the  county  court,  stands  in  the  place  of  a 
complaint,  and  the  public  notice  required  by 
law  of  the  time  when  the  county  court  will 
hear  objections  and  exceptions  to  the  assess- 
ment is  in  the  nature  of  process.  The  excep- 
tions to  the  defendant,  which  the  law  re- 
quires to  be  in  writing,  take  the  place  of  an 
answer.  We  are  clearly  of  the  opinion  that 
after  the  filing  of  the  assessment  of  the  board 
of  assessors  in  the  county  court  the  pro- 
ceeding was  a  suit,  within  the  meaning  of 
the  law  regulating  the  removal  of  suits  from 
state  to  federal  courts.  Section  14  of  the 
Alexander  Road  Law  (Acts  1916,  No.  Z3S) 
reads  as  follows: 

"  *At  the  hearing  provided  for  in  the  pre- 
ceding section  and  after  the  county  court 
shall  have  considered  the  assessment  of  bene- 
fits, it  shall  enter  its  findings  thereon,  either 
confirming  the  assessment  of  benefits  against 
said  property,  increasing  or  diminishing 
same,  and  the  order  made  by  the  county  court 
shall  have  all  the  force  and  effect  of  a  judg- 
ment against  all  real  property  in  said  dis- 
trict, and  it  shall  be  deemed  final,  conclusive, 
binding  and  incontestable  except  by  direct 
attack  on  appeal.' 

"The  county  court  in  this  very  case,  not 
recognizing  the  removal  of  the  cause  to  the 
United  States  District  Court,  on  June  28, 
1918,  rendered  the  following  judgment: 

"  *  It  is  further  considered,  ordered,  and 
adjudged  by  the  court  that  the  assessment 
of  benefits  made  against  the  St.  Louis  South- 
western Railway  Company  and  against  the 
Xouisiana  &  .Arkansas  Railway  Company  as 
to  the  line  of  railroads  of  said  respective 
companies  in  said  district  by  the  assessors  for 
said  district,  be  approved  and  confirmed  by 
the  court,  and  the  clerk  of  this  court  is 
hereby  instructed  and  directed  to  spread  same 
upon  the  records  as  a  permanent  assessment 
roll  for  said  district.' 

"We  are  of  the  opinion  that  a  proceeding 
which  might  result  in  a  judgment  against  the 
defendant  for  the  payment  of  money  is  a 
suit  at  law,  and  that  the  assessment  of  bene- 


fits in  such  a  proceeding  is  an  assessment, 
in  the  same  way  that  a  jury  assesses  dam- 
ages in  a  civil  action  at  law  upon  breach  of 
contract  or  any  other  contested  liability,  and 
not  a  mere  fixing  of  the  value  of  property 
for  the  purpose  of  taxation." 

10.  Within   OHginal   "Jurisdiction    hy   This 

Title  " 
a.  In  General  (p.  52) 

Unless  the  suit  could  have  originally  been 
brought  in  the  district  it  is  not  removable. 
Kansas  Gas,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Wichita  Natural  Gas 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  614. 

The  facts  that  there  is  a  controversy  be- 
tween citizens  of  different  states  and  that 
the  requisite  amount  is  involved  do  not  of 
themselves  give  jurisdiction  on  removal. 
Nickels  v,  Pullman  Co.,  (W.  D.  Va.  1920) 
268  Fed.  610,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"The  only  court  to  which  removal  can  be 
made  is  that  of  the  district  of  the  plaintiff's 
citizenship  and  residence,  and  removal  to  that 
court  can  be  validly  made  only  if  the  defend- 
ant could  in  that  district  have  been  validly 
served  with  the  procesa  of  the  federal  court 
in  an  original  action.  In  other  words,  orig- 
inal jurisdiction  of  what  I  have  called  the 
subject-matter  and  an  in  invitum  jurisdiction 
over  the  person  of  the  defendant  are  essential 
to  removal,  except  when  the  plaintiff  consents 
or  waives  objection  to  the  removal." 

Doubt  as  to  jurisdiction. —  Where  after 
trial  in  the  federal  court  of  a  case  removed 
from  the  state  court  but  before  final  argu- 
ment and  decision,  the  defendant  presented 
a  verified  motion  to  remand  to  the  state  court 
for  the  reason  that  the  alleged  diversity  of 
citizenship  on  which  it  had  effected  the  re- 
moval did  not  in  fact  exist,  it  was  held  that 
as  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  appeared  so 
doubtful  on  the  verified  motion  and  the  un- 
verified response  it  should  have  inquired  into 
the  matter  fully.  St.  Louis  Smelting,  etc., 
Co.  V,  Nix,  (C.  C.  A  8th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
977. 

d.  Proceedings  for  Mandamus  (p.  54) 
Effect  of  asking  andllary  relief.— A  pro- 
ceeding in  mandamus  is  not  rendered  re- 
movable by  the  fact  that  an  application  for 
a  temporary  injunction  as  an  ancillary  rem- 
edy is  made  therein.  "  The  application  for 
the  restraining  order  was  made  in  this  cause 
and  is  merely  ancillary,  incidental,  and  aux- 
iliary to  the  original  suit.  Its  purpose  wan 
to  maintain  the  existing  status  until  the  legal 
and  statutory  rights  of  the  parties  could  be 
determined.  The  action  is  still  a  proceeding 
for  a  writ  of  mandamus."  North  Carolina 
Public  Service  Co.  r.  Southern  Power  Co., 
(1921)   181  N.  C.  366,  107  S.  E.  226. 

V.  Removal  fbom  and  to  What  Comrr 

1.  From  What  Court  (p.  60) 

A  state  court  having  no  jurisdiction  of  the 
remedy  given  by  section  16  of  the  Claytoo 
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Act,  jurisdiction  cannot  be  given  to  the  fed- 
eral court  by  removal.  General  Invest.  Co. 
V.  Lake  Shore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
I&20)  269  Fed.  235. 


2.  To  What  Court   (p.  61) 

Where  both  plaintiff  and  defendant  non- 
reaidentsj — To  the  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  Coalmont  Moshannon  Coal 
Co.  17.  Matthew  Addy  Steamship,  etc.,  Corp., 
(E.  D.  Va.  1921)  271  Fed.  114. 

"Wihere  aD  action,  brought  in  the  court 
of  a  fltaie  oi  which  neitdier  party  ie  a 
citiasen,  ia  removed  by  the  defendant  to 
the  federal  court  for  that  district  on  tha 
ground  of  diverse  citizenship,  a  motion  by 
the  plaintiff  to  remand  it  should  be  denied. 
Earles  v.  Germain  Co.,  (S.  D.  Ala.  1920)  266 
Fed.  715.  In  passing  upon  this  question,  the 
court  said:  "Some  of  the  courts  have  di»- 
cueeed  the  right  of  the  plaintiff,  who  brought 
the  9uit  in  &e  state  court,  to  object  to  the 
removal  to  the  federal  courts,  and  have  held 
that  sfuch  right  of  objection  exists.  I  feel 
that  this  condition  grows  out  of  a  confusion 
of  the  venue  statute  and  the  removal  stat- 
utes. Bearing  in  mind  that  the  whole  ques- 
tion is  one  o3  statutory  regulation,  both  as 
to  venue  and  as  to  removal,  and  that  the 
parties  have  just  euch  rights  in  each  of  these 
q[ueetions  as  the  statutes  give,  and  no  more, 
and  that  it  is  not  necessary  that  the  rights 
given  as  to  venue  by  the  statute  shall  con- 
form to  the  rights  as  to  removal,  or  vice 
versa,  we  can  easily  see  that  the  Congress 
may  give  the  defendant  a  right  to  remove 
a  suit  to  a  federal  court  in  which  the  plain- 
tiff could  not  bring  it  in  the  first  instance. 
The  question  then  is :  Has  the  statute  done  so? 

**  Coming  back,  now  to  the  question  of  con- 
fusion between  these  two  statutes,  we  see 
that  section  51  of  the  Judicial  Code  fixes  the 
venue,  where  jurisdiction  of  the  federal  court 
is  based  on  varying  citizenship,  in  the  follow- 
ing words: 

"  *  No  civil  suit  shall  be  brought  in  any 
District  Court  against  any  person  5^  any 
original  proceaa  or  proceeding  in  any  other 
district  than  that  whereof  he  is  an  inhabit- 
ant; but  where  the  jurisdiction  is  founded 
only  on  the  fact  that  the  action  is  between 
citizens  of  different  states  suit  shall  be 
brought  only  in  the  district  of  the  residence 
of  either  the  plaintiff  or  the  defendant.' 
(Italics  mine.) 

''  It  is  therefore  manifest,  from  the  mere 
reading  of  the  statute,  that  the  defendant 
is  given  the  unqualified  right  to  object,  where 
he  is  sued  in  a  place  other  than  that  required 
by  the  statute,  even  though  the  court  in 
which  the  suit  is  brought  has  jurisdiction  to 
try  the  case.  The  right  to  object  is  given, 
not  because  of  want  of  jurisdiction  in  the 
court,  but  because  Congress,  in  its  wisdom, 
saw  fit  to  give  it,  after  considering  the  rea- 


sons why  the  place  of  bringing  suit  by  orig- 
inal process  ^ould  be  limited  to  certain  of 
the  courts  having  jurisdiction  to  try  the  case. 

''Here  the  plaintiff  has  the  right  in  the 
first  instance  to  elect  to  sue  either  in  the 
state  court  or  in  such  federal  court  as  Con- 
gress has  given  him  the  right  to  file  original 
process  in.  Should  he,  however,  sue  in  an- 
other federal  court,  having  jurisdiction,  but 
not  venue,  defendant  may,  because  of  the 
provisions  of  the  venue  statute,  object,  and 
have  the  suit  dismissed,  or  he  may  appear 
generally,  and  so  waive  the  right  to  object. 
Now,  referring  to  section  28  of  the  Judicial 
Code: 

"  *Any  other  suit  of  a  civil  nature,  at  law 
or  in  equity,  of  which  the  District  Courts  of 
the  United  States  are  given  jurisdiction  by 
this  title,  and  which  are  now  pending  or 
which  may  hereafter  be  brought,  in  any  state 
court,  may  be  removed  into  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  the  -proper  district 
by  the  defendant  or  defendants  therein,  being 
nonresidents  of  that  state.'    (Italics  mine.) 

"  The  words  *  any  other  suit '  and  *  any 
state  court'  are  about  as  broad  and  general 
and  unlimited  in  their  application  as  could 
have  been  used.  We  have  here  a  right  of 
removal  given  to  the  defendants,  being  non- 
residents of  that  statOb  There  are  only  two 
things  required  by  this  statute:  First,  the 
court  to  which  removal  is  sought  must  have 
jurisdiction;  and,  second,  the  defendants 
seeking  the  removal  naust  be  nonresidents  of 
the  state  in  which  the  suit  is  brought.  There 
is  no  more  right  given  to  the  plaintiff  to 
object  to  the  removal  than  there  was  given 
by  the  venue  statute  to  the  defendant  to  ob- 
ject if  the  suit  was  brought  in  the  federal 
court  in  the  state  of  the  plaintiff^s  residence. 

"  The  plaintiff  here  has  no  right  not  given 
by  the  statute,  if  it  be  conceded  that  the  right 
of  removal  is  statutory,  as  to  which  there 
can  be  no  doubt.  Insurance  Co.  t?.  Pechner,  95 
U.  S.  185,  24  L.  Ed.  427.  The  venue  statute 
gives  plaintiff  the  right  to  sue  by  original 
process  in  certain  courts,  while  the  removal 
statute  gives  the  defendant  the  right  to  re- 
move the  suit  from  certain  state  courts  to 
certain  federal  courts. 

"If  we  concede  the  power  of  Congress  to 
legislate  on  the  subject,  how  can  we  question 
rights  so  plainly  and  unequivocally  given? 
How  can  we  construe  a  statute  giving  a  de- 
fendant certain  rights,  so  as  to  find  the  right 
in  the  plaintiff  to  negative  those  given  to  the 
defendant  by  the  statute,  when  such  statute 
neither  qualified  the  right  given  to  defend- 
ant nor  grants  any  such  right  to  the  plain- 
tiff? When  courts  do  this,  they  cease  to 
construe,  and  begin  to  legislate." 

VI.  Amount  in  Contbovebbt 

1.  Same  as  for  Original  Jurisdiction  (p.  67) 

Original  jurisdiction  by  this  title. —  To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original   annotation,  see 
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Ro89  V.  Pacific  Steamship  Co.,    (D.  C.  Ore. 
1921)    272   Fed.   538. 

4.  Amount  in  Dispute,  Bow  Shown 
a.  In  General  (p.  6S) 

In  determining  whether  the  jurisdictional 
requirement  as  to  the  sum  or  value  of  the 
matter  in  controversy  is  met,  there  should 
not  be  taken  into  consideration  the  value  of 
a  thing  about  which,  under  the  issues  in  the 
suit,  the  court  is  not  called  on  to  concern 
itself  in  any  way.  Wetsel  v.  Empire  Gas, 
etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed. 
865. 

Allegation  aa  to  value. — An  allegation  in 
a  petition  for  removal  that  "  the  value  of  the 
land  and  the  amount  in  controversy  "  exceed 
the  sum  of  $3,000  has  been  held  to  be  insuffi- 
cient to  show  the  required  jurisdictional  sum. 
"  What  was  alleged  to  exceed,  exclusive  of 
interest  and  costs,  the  sum  of  $3,000,  was 
'  the  value  of  the  land  and  the  amount  in 
controversy.*  The  right  to  remove  the  suit 
was  dependent  upon  the  matter  in  contro- 
versy exceeding,  exclusive  of  interest  and 
costs,  the  eum  or  value,  of  three  thousand 
dollars.  Judicial  Code,  sections  24,  28. 
Neither  the  above-quoted  averment  of  the  re- 
moval petition,  nor  the  quoted  clause  of  the 
agreed  statement  of  facte,  showed  that  the 
matter  in  controversv  exceeded  exclusive  of 
interest  and  costs,  the  sum  or  value  of  $3,000, 
unless  all  beneficial  interest  in  the  land,  or 
exceeding  $3,000  in  aipount  of  the  value  of 
it,  was  in  controversy  in  the  suit.  Nothing 
less  than  '  the  value  of  the  land  and  the 
amount  in  controversy  '  was  alleged  to  exceed, 
exclusive  of  interest  and  costs,  the  sum  of 
$3,000.*'  Wetsel  v.  Empire  Gas,  etc.,  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  865. 

c.  In  Suits  for  Equitable  Relief   (p.  73) 

Suit  to  cancel  lease. —  In  Wetsel  v.  Empire 
Gas,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  865,  it  was  held  that  there  was  not 
sufficient  to  show  jurisdiction  where  the  value 
of  the  matter  brought  into  controversy  by 
the  &uit  could  not  properly  be  regarded  as 
more  than  the  amount  of  the  difference  be- 
tween the  value  of  the  land  subject  to  the 
lease  and  its  value  free  of  the  lease,  and 
there  was  nothing  to  show  that  the  value 
of  the  land  was  or  could  be  diminished  or 
increased  to  the  extent  pf  $3,000  by  the  exist- 
ence and  enforcement  of  the  instrument. 

VII.  Suits  Under  Constitution,  Laws  ob 

Treaties 

1.  General  Rules  as  to  Removahility  (p.  77) 
Where  the  case  as  formulated  in  the  state 
court  was  one  arising  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  the  removal  of  the  case  whether 
on  that  ground  or  not  brings  into  the  federal 
court  a  case  the  jurisdiction  of  which  con- 
tinues for  all  purposes.  General  Invest.  Co. 
i\  Lake  Shore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (CCA.  6th  Cir. 
1920)  269  Fed.  235. 


2.  Citieienship  Immaterial 

To  the  same  effect  a^  the  first  paragraph, 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  Stark  v,  Payne, 
(D.  C.  Mont.  1921)  271  Fed.  477. 

5.  Nonfederal  United  tcith  Federal  Question 

(p.  79) 

If  one  of  several  causes  of  action  set  up  by 
the  plaintiffs  in  their  pleading  arises  under 
the  Constitution  or  laws  of  the  United  States 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  federal  court  is  not 
affected  by  the  fact  that  the  others  do  not 
so  arise.  Lowry  v.  Hert,  (W.  D.  Ky.  1921) 
273  Fed.  698. 

10.  Federal  Question  Must  Appear  in  Plain" 
tiff's  Pleading   (p.  79) 

The  rule  stated. — ''  It  is  well  settled  that 
the  entry  of  a  federal  question  into  a  case  by 
way  of  defense,  although  it  may  present 
the  controlling  or  the  only  disputed  ques- 
tion, doee  not  justify  removal  under  section 
28  of  the  Judicial  Code."  Ohio  t?.  Swift,  (C. 
C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  141. 

11.  Removable  Cases 

i.  Suit  by   or   Against   Federal   Corporation 

(p86) 

Federal  reserve  bank.— A  suit  in  which  the 
principal  defendant,  to  wit,  a  federal  reserve 
bank,  was  incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  is  removable  from  a  state  to 
a  federal  district  court.  American  Bank, 
etc.,  Co.  V.  Federal  Reserve  Bank,  (1921)  2S6 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  499,  66  U.  S.  (L;  ed.)  — , 
reversing  on  other  grounds  (0.  C.  A.  5th  Cir. 
1920)  269  Fed.  4. 

The  United  States  Shipping  Board  Emer- 
gency Fleet  Corporation  is  a  corporation  of 
the  United  States  and  a  suit  against  such 
a  corporation  is  a  suit  arising  under  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  and  as  such  is 
removable  from  a  state  to  a  federal  court. 
Rosenberg  v.  U.  S.  Shipping  Board  Emer- 
gency Fleet  Corp.,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  271  Fed. 
956. 

Corporation  acting  as  agent  of  United 
States. — A  suit  against  a  corporation  is  not 
removable  on  the  ground  that  the  defendant 
was  acting  as  agent  of  the  United  States  in 
the  transaction  which  forms  the  subject  mat- 
ter of  the  suit  and  in  which  it  is  sought  to 
hold  the  defendant  personally  liable.  In- 
gram Day  Lumber  Co.  v.  United  States  Ship- 
ping Board  Emergency  Fleet  Corp.,  (S.  D. 
Miss.  1920)  267  Fed.  283,  wherein  it  was 
said :  "  The  right  of  removal  is  purely  statu- 
tory, and  I  fail  to  find  in  the  removal  stat- 
utes any  provision  permitting  the  agent  or 
delegate  of  the  United  States  to  remove  to 
the  District  Court  a  suit  in  which  it  is  sought 
to  hold  such  agent  or  delegate  personally 
liable  on  any  act  or  transaction  arising  out 
of  such  agency  (where  the  requisite  amount 
is  not  involved) .    Of  course,  if  the  i^ent  who 
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18  sued  can  show  that  he  was  not  acting,  or 
pretending  to  act  for  himself,  and  did  not 
bind  himself  personally,  but  bound  only  his 
principal,  such  facts  would  constitute  a  legal 
defense  to  the  suit. 

'*  Section  33  of  the  Judicial  Ck}de  permits 
any  officer  appointed  under  .or  acting  by  au- 
thority of  any  revenue  law  of  the  United 
States  when  sued  or  pro&ecuted  on  account 
of  any  act  done  under  color  of  his  of&ce,  or 
of  any  such  law  (or  any  officer  of  either 
House  of  Congress),  to  remove  such  civil  suit 
or  criminal  prosecution  to  the  United  States 
District  Court;  but  there  is  no  right  of  re- 
moval in  a  case  not  otherwise  cognizable  in 
the  District  Court,  where  a  suit  is  brought 
against  an  agent  instead  of  against  the  prin- 
cipal, on  the  groimd  that  the  principal,  if 
sued,  would  have  to  be  sued  in  the  federal 
courts  Therefore,  of  and  by  it«elf,  the  mere 
allegation  that  the  defendant  in  this  case 
was  acting  in  the  transaction  out  of  which 
the  suit  arose  as  the  agent  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  the  suit  ought  to  be  against 
the  United  States,  is  not  sufficient  to  remove 
to  the  federal  court  on  that  ground  alone  a 
case  (of  the  amount  here  involved)  in  which 
it  is  sought  to  hold  that  agent  personally 
liable  on  a  contract.'' 

j.  Miscellaneous  Cases   (p.  88)' 

An  action  brought  to  have  a  contract  of 
sale  of  letters  patent  made  by  an  adminis- 
trator set  aside  on  the  ground  of  fraud  and 
asking  that  the  plaintiffs  be  adjudged  to  be 
the  owners  of  said  letters  patent  and  the 
patents  granted  upon,  the  applications  there- 
for, and  that  they  also  be  adjudged  to  re- 
cover of  the  defendant  a  sum  which  will 
reasonably  compensate  then  for  the  loss  of 
the  use  of  the  said  patents,  is  removable  to 
the  federal  court.  In  this  case  the  court 
said:  "  It  is  so  well  settled  as  to  be  elemen- 
tary, that,  when  the  United  States  grants  a 
patent  for  a  new  invention  in  the  arts,  it 
confers  upon  the  patentee  an  '  exclusive  '  prop- 
erty in  the  patented  invention,  which  prop- 
erty nobody  can  appropriate  without  the 
patentee's  consent.  The  inventor's  right  and 
title  thereto  are  thus  altogether  based  upon 
the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the  United 
States,  and,  as  we  have  intimated,  it  would 
seem  to  follow,  as  of  course,  that  any  right 
to  any  judgment  that  the  plaintiffs  (who 
are  the  heirs  of  the  patentee)  are  the  owners 
of  the  patents  or  any  judgment  in  their  favor 
for  the  recovery  of  money  for  any  infringe- 
ment of  or  encroachment  upon  such  exclusive 
right  must  be  based  upon  a  claim  of  title  in 
the  patents  themselves. 

"  It  would  seem,  therefore,  that  any  action 
at  law  or  in  equity  which  seeks  to  remedy 
such  a  situation  inevitably  and  necessarily 
grows  out  of  and  is  based  upon  a  right  cre- 
ated by  and  claimed  under  the  patents,  and 
therefore  upon  a  right  which  arises  under 
the  patent  laws  of  the  United  States.  And 
as  has  been  intimated,  if  one  part  of  the 


relief  demanded  is  based  upon  a  claim  of 
title  to  the  patents,  it  is  sufficient  notwith- 
standing other  claims  are  based  upon  other 
grounds."  Lowry  v.  Uert,  (W.  D.  Ky.  1»21) 
273  Fed.  698. 

VIII.  Pboviso    Excluding    Caser    ABisnro 
UNDEB  Federal  Employers'  Ltabilitt  Act 

(p.  92) 

Amendment  after  removal. —  Where  an  ac- 
tion for  negligence  was  brought  in  a  state 
court  on  the  ground  of  diverse  citizenship, 
the  plaintiff  cannot  amend  his  complaint  in 
the  federal  court  by  adding  counts  alleged 
that  he  was  engaged  in  interstate  commerce 
at  the  time  of  the  injury  and  praying  for 
judgment  under  the  Federal  Employers'  Lia- 
bility Act.  In  disallowing  the  amendment 
the  court  said  that  it  was  obvious  that  under 
this  section  if  the  amendment  had  been  a 
part  of  the  original  complaint  in  the  state 
court,  the  cause  would  not  have  been  remov- 
able to  the  federal  court,  and  hence  it  could 
not  be  converted  after  removal  into  a  new 
and  nonrenio\Til)le  cause  of  action.  Newberry 
V.  Central  of  Georgia  R.  Co.,  (M.  D.  Ala. 
1921)  271  Fed.  117. 

IX.  Citizenship  as  Jurisdictional  Element 

4.  State  as  Citizen  (p.  95) 

To  the  saipe  effect  as  the  third  paragraph 
in  the  original  annotation,  see  Ohio  t;.  Swift, 
(C.  C.  A.  ftth  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  141;  People 
t\  St.  Louis,  (1921)  297  111.  199,  130  N.  E. 
366. 

A  person  who  brings  a  suit  on  behalf  of  the 
state  is  regarded  as  the  plaintiff  for  the  pur- 
poses of  removal  on  the  ground  of  citizenship. 
Ohio  t\  Swift,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  141. 

''A  suit  by  an  agent  of  the  state  as  a 
nominal  party  in  behalf,  of  the  state  pre- 
sents a  controversy  to  which  the  state  is  a 
party,  and  cannot  be  removed  to  the  United 
States  court  as  a  controversy  between  citi- 
zens. ...  A  state  is  not  a  citizen,  and  a  suit 
in  which  she  is  a  party  to  the  controversy  is 
not  removable  on  the  ground  of  diverse  citi- 
zenship.'* Robertson  v.  Jordan  River  Lum- 
ber Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  269  Fed. 
606,  so  holding  in  the  case  of  a  suit  by. a 
revenue  agent  of  state. 

State  as  real  party  in  interest. — -The  in- 
terest which  the  state  of  Washington  has  in 
the  result  of  a  suit  by  the  Port  of  Seattle  — 
a  municipal  corporation  —  to  quiet  the  title 
of  the  state  to  tide-lands  as  against  a  foreign 
corporation  claiming,  as  grantee  from  the 
state,  the  right  to  wharf  out  to  the  navigable 
channel,  does  not  prevent  the  removal  of  the 
cause  to  a  federal  district  court  for  diverse 
citizenship,  since  the  port  had  both  the  power 
and  the  duty  to  bring  suit  to  protect  the 
interests  involved,  and  had  an  independent 
direct  financial  interest  in  the  result,  a  stat- 
ute providing  for  the  payment  by  abutting 
owners,  in  the  nature  of  a  rental,  for  a  per- 
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mit  to  11B6  parts  of  the  waterway  in  the  erec- 
tion of  wharves,  docks,  or  other  structures, 
and  requiring  that  a  specified  portion  of  such 
rental  be  paid  to  the  county  f<v  the  use  of 
the  port.  Seattle  v.  Oregon,  etc.,  R.  Ca, 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  66,  41  S.  Ct.  237,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — . 

State  a  real  or  merely  nominal  party.— 
The  state  as  the  holder  of  the  legal  title  of 
lands  held  in  trust  for  a  class  of  l^neficiaries 
ie  not  a  merely  nominal  party  to  a  suit  by 
an  agent  of  the  state  as  trustee  for  the  use 
and  benefit  of  the  inhabitants  of  certain 
designated  townships  and  the  suit  is  not  re- 
movable. Robertson  v.  Jordan  River  Lum- 
ber Co.,  (CCA.  6th  Cir.  1921)  269  Fed. 
606. 

7.  Corporation  (p.  98) 

Where  the  plaintiff  and  defendant  are  both 
corporations  and  neither  one  a  corporation 
existing  imder  the  laws  of  the  state  in  which 
the  suit  is  brought  the  case  is  not  removable 
on  the  groimd  of  diversity  of  citizenship. 
Kansas  Gas,  etc.,  Co.  v,  Wichita  Natural 
Gm  Co.,  (C  C  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
614. 

Counties  have  been  recognised  aa  corpora- 
tions and,  being  such  as  citizens  for  the  pur- 
poses of  suits  based  on  diverse  citizenship  in 
the  federal  courts.  Pearl  River  County  v. 
Wyatt  Lumber  Co.,  (C  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  26,  so  holding  in  an  action  brought 
by  a  county  to  construe  certain  timber  deeds 
made  by  the  supervisors  of  that  county  to 
the  defendants. 

X.    DlVEBSE    CiTIZEirSHIP,    AUENAOB   OB    F(»- 

EiON  State  as  Gbouivd  fob  Removal 
1.  Bame  as  for  Original  Jurisdiction  (p.  102) 

An  action  cannot  as  a  general  rule  be 
removed  to  a  district  in  which  it  could  not 
originally  have  been  brought.  Centaur  Motor 
Co.  <;.  Eccleston,  (W.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  264 
Fed.  862. 

Where  neither  party  io  a  citizen  of  the 
'state  in  which  a  euit  is  brought  it  is  not 
removable  unless  the  parties  waive  the  ques- 
tion of  venue.  Perrette  v,  Illinois  Com- 
mercial Men's  Ass'n,  (W.  D.  Ky.  1920)  267 
Fed.  683. 

An  action  against  the  Birector  General  of 
Railroads  by  a  citizen  of  one  state  arising 
out  of  the  alleged  negligence  of  a  railroad 
which  was  a  citizen  of  another  state  was  held 
to  be  removable  to  the  federal  court.  Hall  <?. 
Payne,  (D.  C  Mont.  1921)  274  Fed.  237. 

8.  Several  Parties  Plaintiff  or  Defendant 

a.  In  Greneral    (p.   103) 

A  euit  based  on  negligence  brought  by  a 
resident  of  the  state  against  a  foreign  cor- 
poration and  resident  employees  of  the  cor- 
poration, but  in  which  the  company  only  is 
served,  is  one  against  such  company  which 
may  be  removed  to  a  federal  court.  Gale- 
house  t;.  Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (N.  D. 
Ohio  1921)  274  Fed.  370. 


4.  Fraudulent  Joinder  of  Defendants 
a.  As  Ground  for  Removal  in  General 

(p.  113) 
In  Gulledge  «.  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads, (W.  D.  N.  C  1921)  270  Fed.  276,  the 
facts  were  held  not  to  show  a  fraudulent 
joinder  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  juris- 
diction of  the  federal  court. 

XI.   SCPABABUB   CONTBOVEBST  AS   GbOUND   OV 

Removal 

3.  Tests  of  Separability 

a.  In  General    (p.  123) 

In  order  to  justify  such  removal,  on  tlM 
ground  of  a  separable  controversy. —  To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
Winfleld  v.  Wichita  Natural  Gas  Co.,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  47;  Atlanta  «?. 
Wichita  Natural  Gas  Ca.,  (C  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  267  Fed.  60;  Morrell  v,  Lalonde,  (D.  a 
R.  L  1921)  271  Fed.  19. 

6.  Proper     or     Indispensable     Oodefendant 

(p.   150) 

Indispensable  party. —  To  same  effect  as 
second  paragraph  of  original  annotation,  see 
Winfleld  v.  Wichita  Natural  Gas  Co.,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  47,  wherein  it 
was  held  that  a  company  supplying  natural 
gas  to  a  distributing  company,  which  in  turn 
supplied  it  to  a  city,  was  not  an  indis- 
pensable party  to  a  controversy  between  the 
latter  company  and  the  city  as  to  whether 
such  company  had  assimied  the  obligation 
of  its  predecessor  under  an  ordinance  con- 
tract to  supply  natural  gas  to  the  city  and 
its  inhabitants  at  a  certain  rate;  and  that 
the  distributing  company  was  not  an  indis- 
pensable party  to  a  controversy  between  the 
company  furnishing  the  gas  and  the  city  as 
to  whether  such  company  had  assumed  the 
obligations  of  the  grantee  of  the  ordinance 
contract  and  its  successors,  by  alleged  agree- 
ments of  assumption  separate  and  distinct 
from  the  alleged  agreement  of  assumption 
by  the  distributing  company.  To  same  effect, 
see  Atlanta  t?.  Wichita  Natural  Gas  Co., 
(C  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  60. 

10.  Misjoinder  or  Multifarioustisss   (p.   1^1) 

Misjoinder. —  Where  under  the  laws  of  a 
state  a  railroad  company  and  its  employees 
can  not  be  joined  as  defendants  in  a  negli- 
gence action  where  an  action  is  commenced 
by  a  resident  plaintiff  against  a  foreign  rail- 
road and  resident  employees,  the  latter  are 
improperly  joined  and  the  controversy  is 
separable  as  to  the  company  and  its  em- 
ployees and  is  removable  to  the  federal 
court.  Galehouse  v.  Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(N.  D.  Ohio  1921)  274  Fed.  370. 

41.  Action    against    Principal    and    Surety 

(p.   161) 
In  an  action  for  personal  injury  against 
a  tortfeasor  and  a  guaranty  company  under  a 
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state  statute  allowing  a  judgment  against 
both  in  one  action,  there  is  no  such  separable 
controyersy  as  will  justify  the  removal  of 
the  cause  on  the  ground  of  the  non  residence 
of  the  guaranty  company.  Morrell  r.  La- 
londe,  (D.  C.  K.  I.  1921)  271  Fed.  19, 
wherein   it  was  said: 

^  "  The  substance  of  the  matter  is  that  the 
liability  of  the  insurance  company  to  pay  to 
the  plaintur  must  be  worked  out  in  favor  of 
the  plaintiff  through  the  direct  liability  of 
the  insured.  I  am  unable  to  read  the  statute 
as  permitting  a  direct  suit  against  the  in- 
surance company  alone,  without  joinder  of 
the  insured,  until  after  judgment  against  the 
insured.  If  the  statute  eeeks  to  convert  an 
agreement  to  indemnify  against  liability  of  a 
certain  person  into  a  direct  obligation  to 
pay  damages,  it  might  result  that  the  absence 
of  the  tort-feasor  would  deprive  the  insur- 
ance company  of  the  ability  to  defend,  and 
expose  it  to  the  danger  of  paying  damages 
for  which  judgment  could  not  be  obtained 
against  the  insured.  The  statute  may  rea- 
sonably be  regarded  as  designed  to  give  to  a 
plaintiff  incidental  relief  against  an  in- 
demnitor; to  extend  it  farther  would  be  to 
disregard  the  substantial  rights  of  the  in- 
surer and  the  nature  of  its  agreement  with 
the  insured.  *  ♦  ♦  As  the  liability  of  the 
insurance  company  to  the  plaintiff  must  al- 
ways be  incidental  to  its  liability  to  the 
tort-feasor,  it  is  obvious  that  the  controversy 
between  the  plaintiff  and  the  insurance  com- 
pany as  to  its  liability  to  pay  directly  to 
the  plaintiff  cannot  be  fully  determined  until 
there  is  also  determined  the  primary  contro- 
versy between  the  plaintiff  and  the  insured.** 

XIII.  Who  Mat  Remove  a  Sott 
4.  For  Federal  Question 
a.  In  General   (p.  207) 

The  "  projeet  manager  **  of  a  United  States 
reGlamation  project,  when  sued  in  a  state 
court  for  damages  on  account  of  his  alleged 
negligence  in  operating  a  project  caiial,  can 
remove  the  cause  to  a  federal  court.  Qihe 
court  said: 

**  In  view  of  the  relation  of  the  government 
to  such  a  project  and  the  administrative 
status  of  the  manager,  a  federal  question  is 
presumed  to  be  involved;  and  after  all  that 
is  the  ultimate  inquiry,  for  upon  that  ground 
alone  defendant  predicates  his  claim  of  a 
right  to  remove.  ♦  ♦  •  But  whether  the 
manager  is  an  '  officer  *  is  not  the  controlling 
question.  Admittedly  he  is  the  governmental 
representative,  through  whom  the  project  is 
managed  and  carried  on,  and  it  is  not  highly 
material  whether  his  status  be  that  of  an 
officer  or  a  responsible  agent.  He  is  en- 
gaged in  the  administration  of  a  federal  law, 
and  he  has  the  right  to  bring  into  the  federal 
courts  controversies,  to  which  he  is  made  a 
party,  touching  thet.  validity  or  propriety  of 
acts  done  by  him  in  his  representative  ca- 


pacity."   Whiffin  V.  Cole,  (D.  C.  Idaho  1919) 
2G4  Fed.  252. 

XIV.  Federal  Jtjbisdiction  to  be  Showiv  in 
Recobd  on  Removal 

1.  In  General   (p.  213) 

Necessity  of  showing. —  In  Buena  Vista 
County  V.  Title  Guaranty,  etc.,  Co.,  (N.  D. 
la.  1920)  267  Fed.  477,  the  court  said: 

"  Neither  the  petition  for  removal  nor  the 
record  in  the  cause  shows  any  grounds  for 
the  removal  of  this  cause  from  the  state 
court  to  this  court,  or  that  this  court  has 
any  jurisdiction  of  this  controversy,  and  the 
exceptions  in  the  state  court  to  the  petition 
for  removal  are  well  taken,  and  should  have 
been  sustained." 

Facts  pleaded  as  determining  separability. 
— "  It  is  the  controversies,  the  facts  plisadJed 
in  the  complaint  portray,  not  the  legal  con- 
clusions the  pleader  alleges  result  from  those 
facts,  nor  his  averments  of  joint  liability  or 
joint  action,  nor  his  prayer  for  relief,  that 
determine  whether  or  not  the  controversies 
disclosed  by  the  complaint  are  separable." 
Winfield  f.  Wichita  Natural  Gas  Co.,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  2d7  Fed.  47.  To  same 
effect,  see  Atlanta  f.  Wichita  Natural  Gas 
Ca,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  60. 

XVI.  Obdeb  of  Remand  not  Reviewable 

2.   Indirect  Revievo  Forbidden 

0.  Mandamus  to  Take  Jurisdiction   (p.  233) 

Mandamus  denied. —  Mandamus  to  vacate 
an  order  which  improperly  remanded  a  cause 
removed  from  a  state  court  is  not  permitted 
under  this  section.  Matter  of  Matthew  Addy 
Steamship,  etc.,  Corp.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — , 
41   S.   a.   608,  66  U.  S.    (L.  ed.)    — . 

Vol.  V,  p.  235,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  29. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  145.] 

II.  Time  for  filing  petition  and  bond. 

2.  Necessity     of     compliance    with 
statute. 

7.  Time  to  plead  in  various  states. 

o.  In  Pennsylvania. 
9.  Computation  of  time. 
rV.  Petition  for  removal. 

1.  Necessity  of  petition. 

a.  In  general  —  mere  motion. 

b.  Removal  by  stipulation  and 

consent. 
4.  Title  of  cause  and  address. 

8.  Jurisdictional  averments  in  gen- 

eral. 
a.  Petition    for    removal    as    a 
pleading. 
10.  Averments  as  to  citizenship, 
a.  Individuals, 
f.  Corporation. 
16.  Averments  as  to  federal  question, 
a.  In  general. 
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VIII.  State  court's  loss  of  jurisdiction. 

5.  Validity  of  further  proceedings, 
b.  Amendment  of  pleadings. 
IX.  Jurisdiction  acquired  by  federal  court. 
1.  Simultaneous  with  filing  of  suffi- 
cient petition  and  bond. 
X.  Time  to  plead  in  federal  court  and  fur- 
ther proceedings  therein. 

II.  Time  fob  Filing  Petition  and  Bond 

2.  Necessity  of  Compliance  with  Statute 

(p.  238) 

Under  this  section  a  party  having  the  right 
to  remove  a  cause  from  a  state  to  a  federal 
court  mus't  file  the  required  petition  and  bond 
therefor  in  the  state  court  at  the  time  or  any 
time  before  the  defendant  is  required  by  the 
laws  of  the  state,  or  the  rule  of  the  state 
court,,  to  answer  or  plead  to  the  petition  or 
complaint  of  the  plaintiff.  Batchelder  i\ 
S.  C.  Quimby  Land  Co.,  (N.  D.  Iowa  1920) 
2ft7  Fed.  483. 

In  Williams  v.  Delaware,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (M. 
D.  Pa.  1920)  266  Fed.  1003,  where  it  waa 
claimed  that  the  right  to  removal  had  been 
lost  by  delay  the  court  said :  "  It  may  be 
readily  conceded  that  considerable  time  has 
elapsed  before  the  defendant,  Williams,  filed 
his  petition  for  removal,  yet  there  is  nothing 
in  the  statute  to  deny  to  him  the  right  of 
so  doing  when  he  came.  The  Judicial  Code 
(section  29)  provides  that  such  petition  may 
be  made  and  filed  at  '  any  time  before  the 
defendant  is  required  by  the  laws  of  the  state 
or  tile  rule  of  the  state  court  in  which  suit 
is  brought,  to  answer  or  plead  to  the  decla- 
ration '  or  statement,  so  that,  if  the  cause 
should  be  removed,  the  validity  of  any  and 
all  of  its  defenses  should  be  tried  and  deter- 
mined in  the  District  Court  of  the  United 
States.  Though  tardy,  this  may  all  as  yet  be 
accx)mplished  in  the  case  before  the  court. 

"  The  information  presented  is  sufficient  to 
satisfy  the  court  that  the  cause  is  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  court,  and  the  motion  to 
remand  is  denied." 

7.  Time  to  Plead  in  Varioits  States 

o.  In  Pennsylvania  (p.  241) 

A  defendant  after  having  its  petition  for 
removal  allowed  has  a  legal  right  to  delay 
the  bringing  of  the  record  into  the  federal 
court  until  the  last  .of  the  thirty  days  allowed 
for  that  purpose,  and  he  also  has  a  like  legal 
right  to  withhold  an  affidavit  of  defense 
until  the  end  of  the  thirty  days'  limit  fixed 
by  this  section  although  the  limit  for  filing 
such  affidavit  is  fixed  at  fifteen  days  by  the 
state  law.  Anders  v.  Security  Mut.  L.  Ins; 
Co.,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  268  Fed.  677.  The 
court  said :  "  The  effect  of  the  removal  stat- 
ute, therefore,  is  to  extend  the  time,  unless 
what  is  meant  is  to  treat  the  filing  of  the 
record  as  if  that  were  the  commencement  of 
the  action  in  this  court.  In  a  sense,  of  course, 
it  is;  but  to  conclude  that  it  is  such  com- 
mencement^ in  the  sense  of  when  the  time 


within  which  the  affidavit  must  be  filed  com- 
mences to  run,  is  to  beg  the  whole  question, 
because  it  is  the  putting  of  a  construction 
upon  section  29  which  is  decisive  of  the  point 
involved.  If  the  position  of  the  plaintifif  be 
tenable^  it  is  because  a  statement  of  claim, 
with  a  rule  to  answer,  was  filed  when  the 
record  was  filed  in  this  court.  The  argu- 
ment is  that,  as  this  court  proceeds  as  a 
state  court  would  proceed,  and  as  the  state 
court  would  give  judgment  after  15  days, 
this  court  should  give  judgment  after  15 
days,  notwithMtanding  the  fact  that  sec- 
tion 29  gives  30  days  before  judgment  can 
be  entered.  This  is  for  the  reason  that 
section  29  is  to  be  construed  as  meaning, 
not  that  the  defendant  mav  plead  within  the 
30  days,  but  that  he  shall  plead  within  15 
days,  if  the  state  statute  so  requires,  and 
in  any  event  within  30  days.  Section  29, 
however,  only  requires  the  defendant  to  plead 
within  30  days  after  the  filing  of  the  record, 
and  that  *  the  cause  shall  then  proceed.'  If 
this  means,  as  contended  by  the  defendant, 
that  the  cause,  after  being  brought  here  by 
removal  proceedings,  is  treated  as  an  action 
here  brought  and  put  at  issue,  but  is  not 
so  treated  until  the  time  for  filing  the  pleas 
has  expired,  the  whole  argument  on  behalf 
of  the  plaintiff  fails. 

"  The  position  advanced  by  the  plaintiff, 
that  the  cause,  when  it  proceeds,  proceeds 
here  in  conformity  with  the  state  practice, 
we  think  is  well  taken.  Section  29,  ho^-ever, 
undoubtedly  gives  a  defendant  30  days  within 
which  to  file  an  affidavit  of  defense  or  other 
plea  or  answer,  which  the  state  practice  may 
require.  If  it  had  been  intended  by  Congress 
not  to  give  a  defendant  this  30  days'  time 
allowance,  when  the  state  practice  gave  him 
a  less  time,  this  intention  could  have  been 
expressed  in  a  few  words.  Not  only  is  there 
no  such  expression,  but,  on  the  contrary,  the 
expiration  of  the  30  days  is  made  the  be- 
ginning of  the  time  when  this  court  can  take 
action." 

9.  Oom4)utation  of  Time  (p.  242) 

Where  under  the  laws  of  the  state  the  de- 
fendant must  plead  within  a  specified  num- 
ber of  davs  after  the  declaration  has  been 
filed  by  the  plaintiff,  a  defendant's  petition 
for  removal  must  be  filed  within  the  same 
time  and  if  filed  thereafter  comes  too  late. 
And  this  view  is  taken  where  though  the 
declaration  is  not  filed  within  the  specified 
number  of  days  after  process  has  been  issued 
it  is,  in  accordance  with  the  recognized  state 
practice,  filed  as  of  right  before  a  motion 
to  dismiss  has  been  made.  Allen  v.  Sewanee 
Fuel,  etc.,  Co.,  (E.  D.  Tenn.  1917)  268  Fed. 
219. 

IV.  Petition  for  Removal 

1.  Necessity  of  Petition 

a.  In  General  —  Mere  Motion  (p.  273) 

This  section  does  not .  prescribe  the  con- 
tents of  the  petition,  and  it  will  serve  if, 
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taken  in  connection  with  the  complaint  in 
the  state  court  and  judicial  notice,  the  alle- 
gations and  facts  of  which  it  need  not  repeat, 
it  discloses  a  removable  case  and  prays  for 
removal.  Hall  v.  Payne,  (D.  C.  Mont.  1921) 
274  Fed.  237. 

Nature  of  petition. —  The  petition  for  re- 
moval is  in  the  nature  of  process  to  transfer 
the  case  to  the  federal  court  on  due  notice 
to  plaintiff.  Hall  v.  Payne,  (D.  C.  Mont. 
1&21)   274  Fed.  237. 

b.  Removal  bv  Stipulation  and  Consent 

(p.  274) 

Consent  of  parties  cannot  confer  jurisdic- 
tion.—  Robertson  v.  Jordan  River  Lumber 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  269  Fed.  606. 

"  The  jurisdiction  of  the  inferior  courts  of 
the  United  States  rests  wholly  upon  the  acts 
of  Congress.  It  cannot  be  conferred  by  con- 
sent of  the  parties,  or  by  their  omission  to 
contest  it,  or  by  estoppel."  St.  Louis  Smelt- 
ing, etc.,  Co.  t?.'Xix,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  977. 

4.  Title  of  Cause  and  Address  (p.  276) 

An  indorsement  of  title  to  a  complaint  giv- 
ing the  names  of  parties  who  were  citizens 
of  different  states  would  not  make  the  case 
removable  if  the  essential  facts  do  not  appear 
in  the  complaint.  Ohio  v.  Swift,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  141. 

8,  Jurisdictional  Averments  in  Oeneral. 
a.  Petition  for  Removal  as  a  Pleading 

(p.  277) 

In  general. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  People  v.  St.  Louis, 
(1921)  297  111.  199,  130  N.  E.  366,  wherein 
it  was  held  that  a  petition  for  removal  solely 
on  the  ground  of  diverse  citizenship  did  not 
justify  a  removal  on  any  other  ground. 

The  petition  should  state  facts  which  taken 
in  connection  with  such  as  already  appear 
entitle  the  petitioner  to  the  transfer.  Nickels 
V.  Pullman  Co.,  (W.  D.  Va.  1920)  268  Fed. 
610. 

It  is  well  settled  that  the  right  to  remove 
on  the  ground  of  diverse  citizenship  is  usually 
to  be  determined  by  the  removal  petition, 
but  the  record  may  be  referred  to  to  supple- 
ment the  petition,  where  that  is  incomplete. 
Certainly  the  petition  to  remove  prevails,  un- 
less distinctly  inconsistent  with  the  record. 
Ohio  17.  Swift,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  141. 

Amendments. —  Parties  in  a  suit  for  re- 
moval may  be  allowed  to  amend  their  plead- 
ings where  they  do  not  conform  to  the  re- 
quirements of  the  equity  rules  of  the  court 
and  raise  issues  of  which  the  court  has  no 
jurisdiction.  Benedict  v.  Hall,  (N.  D.  la. 
1920)  267  Fed.  1013. 

10.  Averments  as  to  Citizenship 

a.  Individuab  (p.  282) 

An  averment  of  residence. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  Batchel- 


der  V.  S.  C.  Quimby  Lead  Co.,   (N.  D.  la. 
1920)  267  Fed.  483. 

f.  Corporation  (p.  286) 

Where  there  is  nothing  in  the  petition  for 
removal  to  show  that  a  plaintiff  board  of 
supervisors  of  a  certain  county,  or  a  drain- 
age district  of  that  county,  is  a  citizen  or 
corporation  of  any  other  state  than  the  de- 
fendant, and  there  is  no  diversity  of  citizen- 
ship between  any  of  the  parties  to  the  action 
the  federal  court  has  no  jurisdiction.  Buena 
Vista  County  i;.  Title  Guaranty  etc.,  Co., 
(N.  D.  la.  1920)  267  Fed.  477. 

15.  Averments  as  to  Federal  Question 
a.  In  General  (p.  302) 

Where  removal  is  sought  on  the  ground 
that  a  question  arising  under  the  Constitu- 
tion and  laws  of  the  United  States  is  in- 
volved, it  must  appear  on  the  face  of  the 
complaint  that  such  a  question  is  in  fact 
involved.  Kansas  Gas,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Wichita 
Natural  Gas  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  614. 

VIII.  State  Court's  Loss  of  JuEiswcnow 

'    5.  Validity  of  further  proceedings 

b.  Amendment  of  Pleadings   (p.  369) 

Amendments  ,to  plaintiff's  pleadings. —  The 
claim  as  made  and  standing  on  the  record 
of  the  case  at  the  time  the  removal  is  effected 
is  what  determines  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  court,  the  other  jurisdictional 
facts  existing,  and  such  jurisdiction  once 
acquired  cannot  be  taken  away  by  a  subse- 
quent amendment  reducing  the  amount 
claimed  below  the  jurisdictional  amount  re- 
quired. Twin  Hills  Gasolene  Co.  t?.  Bradford 
Oil  Corp.,  (E.  D.  Okla.  1919)  264  Fed.  440. 

IX.  JuBTSDicnoN  AcQxnsED  BY  Fedekal 

COUBT 

1.  Simultaneous  toith  Filing  of  Sufficient 
Petition  and  Bond  (p.  366) 

The  state  court  loses  its  jurisdiction  on 
filing  of  the  petition  and  bond  for  removal 
and  a  dismissal  of  the  action  by  the  state 
court  subsequent  thereto  is  void.  Ohio  v. 
Swift,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  141. 

A  formal  order  for  removal  is  of  no  effect. 
"  The  right  of  removal  is  statutory,  and  is 
established  immediately  on  the  filing  of  a 
proper  bond  and  petition,  showing  on  its  face 
that  the  case  is  one  which  the  defendant  has 
a  right  to  remove  under  the  provisions  of 
the  statute.  No  issue  of  fact  raised  upon 
the  petition  or  record  can  be  tried  in  the 
state  court.  Duff  v.  Hildreth,  183  Mass.  440, 
67  N.  E.  356.  Where  jurisdictional  .facts 
authorizing  removal  of  a  cause  from  a  state 
to  a  federal  court  exist  and  are  properly 
pleaded,  and  all  the  requirements  of  the  law 
are  met,  the  cause  is  in  contemplation  of  law 
removed,  and  further  proceedings  in  the  state 
court  are  void,  for  the  cause  is  ipso  facto 
removed.     Miller  v,  Soule,   (D.  C.)   221  Fed, 
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408.  Under  the  statute  (section  29  of  the 
Judicial  Code)  it  is  the  duty  of  the  state 
court  to  accept  the  petition  and  bond  when 
tendered  in  proper  form,  and  certify  the  case 
to  the  federal  District  Court,  which  will  de- 
termine for  itself  whether  the  case  was  wrong- 
fully or  improperly  removed  thereto."  Wil- 
liams V,  Ddaware,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (M.  D.  Pa. 
1920)  266  Fed.  1003. 

X.  Tims  to  Plead  is  F&debal  Coubt  and 
FuBTHEB  Pbogeedinos  Thebisn  (p.  974) 

Compliance  with  statute  essential. —  The 
right  of  removal  is  purely  statutory  and  one 
seeking  the  benefits  of  the  statute  must  com- 
ply with  its  essential  provisions.  Wena 
Liunber  Co.  v.  Continental  Lumber  Co.,  (S. 
D.  Miss.  1921)    270  Fed.  795. 

Right  to  plead  after  thirty  days.— ''The 
requirement  to  plead  may  not  be  mandatory 
or  jurisdictional,  in  the  sense  that  it  may 
not  be  waived  by  the  parties  or  extended  by 
the  court;  but  it  is  an  essential  step  neces- 
sary to  be  taken  by  the  defendant  before 
'  the  cause  shall  then  proceed  in  the  same 
manner  as  if  it  had  originally  commenced 
in  the  said  district  court.  .  .  .  Whether 
to  allow  the  defendant  to  plead  after  the 
expiration  of  the  30  days  or  to  remand  the 
cause  is  a  matter  that  calls  for  the  exercise 
of  a  sound  legal  discretion.*  Certain  it  is 
that  the  statute  may  not  be  disregarded  with 
impunity,  and  failure  to  comply  with  it  with- 
out any  satisfactory  excuse  renders  the  cause 
subject  to  remand."  Wena  Lumber  Co.  v. 
Continental  Lumber  Co.,  (S.  D.  Miss.  1921) 
270  Fed.  796. 

Vol.  V,  p.  376,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  31. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  147.] 

1.  In  General  (p.  377) 

Pleading.— An  allegation  to  the  effect  that 
'^ certain  courts"  of  the  state  of  Ohio  have 
construed  the  statutes  and  laws  of  Ohio 
so  as  to  permit  the  seizure  and  taking  of 
plaintiff's  property  without  due  process  of 
law,  whereby  ''petitioner  will  be  unable  to 
enforce  its  ric^hts  under  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,'^  comes  far  short  of  the  full 
and  exact  statement  of  deprivation  of  civil 
rights  which  would  be  necessary  to  show  a 
case  authorizing  removal  under  this  section. 
Ohio  V.  Swift,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  14L 

Vol.  V,  p.  380,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  33. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  148.] 

II.  Construction. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  "Revenue  law." 
III.  Right  to  remove. 

4.  Cases  removable. 

6.  Cases  not  removable. 
rV.  Procedure  for  removal. 

2.  Petition  for  removaL 

5.  Certiorari. 


n.  CoNSTBTTcnoir 

1.  In  General  (p.  362) 

Scope  and  intent  of  section. —  Referring  to 
section  043  of  the  Revised  Statutes  which  is 
embodied  in  this  section  it  is  said: 

''This  section  was  originally  enacted  for 
the  protection  of  federal  officers  who  are 
engaged  in  the  enforcement  of  the  federal 
internal  revenue  laws  and  persons  assisting 
such  officers  in  the  enforcement  of  such  laws. 
The  act  was  passed  in  consequence  of  an 
attempt  by  one  of  the  states  to  make  penal 
the  collection  by  United  States  officers  within 
such  state  of  duties  under  the  revenue  law. 
Tennessee  v.  Davis,  100  U.  S.  257,  25  L.  ed. 
648.  The  scope  of  this  section  has  since 
been  enlarged,  by  preventing  suits  in  the 
state  courts,  not  only  against  those  enforc- 
ing the  revenue  laws,  but  also  (^cers  of 
either  house  of  Congress  in  the  discharge 
of  their  official  duties  in  executing  any  order 
of  such  house,  and  against  any  officer  of  the 
courts  of  the  United  States  while  9ngaged 
in  any  official  act.  The  purpose  of  this  act 
is,  then,  to  remove  from  state  courts  to  the 
federal  courts  civil  actions  or  criminal  prose- 
cutions against  any  of  these  three  sets  of 
officers  in  the  performance  of  their  official 
duties,  and  against  persons  assisting  the 
oiticers  in  the  performance  of  official  acts 
under  the  revenue  laws.  This  section  was 
interpreted  in  Johnson  v.  Wells  Fargo  k  Co., 
(C.  C.)  98  Fed.  3,  8.  The  court  said: 
.  "  *  The  purpose  of  the  statute  is  to  protect 
the  revenue  officers  of  the  government  in  the 
line  of  their  official  duties,  and  those  who 
are  employed  to  act  imder  them  in  the  per- 
formance of  such  duties;  but,  further  than 
providing  this  necessary  protection  to  the 
administration  of  its  revenues,  the  federal 
government  has  no  interest  in  the  business 
affairs  of  the  people  incidentally  brought 
within  the  range  of  the  tariff  system.  The 
statute  must  be  interpreted  with  reference 
to  its  manifest  spirit  and  general  purpose, 
and  a  word  or  phrase  should  not  be  extended 
beyond  its  proper  relation  to  give  jurisdic- 
tion where  jurisdiction  does  not  appear  to 
have  been  intended.  Moreover,  where  the 
question  of  jurisdiction  ia  doubtful,  the  rule 
now  is  to  resolve  that  doubt  against  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  federal  courts.' "  Ap- 
plication of  Shumpka,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
268  Fed.  686. 

''The  federal  court  acquires  jurisdiction, 
on  removal  from  the  state  court,  only  after 
service  upon  it  or  its  clerk  of  the  appropriate 
process,  whether  certiorari  or  habeas  corpus 
cum  causa,  by  whidi  the  clerk  is  notified 
of  the  filing  of  the  petition  in  the  federal 
court."  Oregon  v.  Wood,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920) 
268  Fed.  975. 

2.  "Revenue  Lwa>"  (p.  382) 

It  is  said  that  ''while  it  may  be  posuble 
to  say  that  the  work  of  erecting  a  post  office 
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has  relation  to  the  revenue  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, by  whom  the  work  was  ordered,  was  an 
officer  administering  the  revenue  laws  and 
acting  under  color  of  his  office,  (Ward  v. 
Construction  Co.,  99  Fed.  605,  600,  39  C.  C. 
A.  669),  it  does  not  seem  to  follow  that  an 
appropriation  act  for  the  purchase  of  lands 
for  military  purposes  can  be  deemed  to  be 
a  'revenue  law,'  in  the  sense  in  which  that 
term  is  used  in  section  33  of  the  Judicial 
Code."  Underwood  1?.  Dismukes,  (D.  C.  R. 
I.  1920)  266  Fed.  559.  The  court  further 
said: 

*'  To  accept  the  contention  of  the  United 
States  that  the  term  '  revenue  laws '  includes 
all  laws  appropriating  money  for  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  revenue  of  the  United  States, 
and  that  the  question  of  proprietary  rights 
in  lands  purchased  by  the  United  States 
through  an  appropriation  of  moneys  of  the 
United  States  involves  a  question  of  revenue 
law,  would  result  in  a  great  expansion  of 
the  scope  of  section  33,  and  a  great  enlarge- 
ment of  the  jiu'isdiction  of  the  federal 
courtfl." 

III.  Right  to  Remove 
4.  Cdsee  Removable  (p.  383) 

Officer  enforcing  National  Prohibition  Act. 
—  Cases  against  officers  appointed  under  the 
National  Prohibition  Act  are  removable  from 
state  to  federal  courts.  In  re  Higgins,  (D.  C. 
N.  H.  1921)  273  Fed.  832. 

Federal  officers  who  have  been  indicted  for 
killing  a  man  while  enforcing  the  National 
Prohibition  Act  are  entitled  t^  the  benefit  of 
this  provision  as  to  removal.  Oregon  t\ 
Wood,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  268  Fed.  975. 

Although  a  marshal  or  deputy  marshal  is 
not  an  officer  appointed  under  a  revenue  law, 
yet,  when  engaged  officially  in  attempts  to 
enforce  the  revenue  law,  he  is  an  officer  under 
that  law,  and  entitled  to  the  protection  of 
section  643,  and  so  are  persons  acting  with 
him  for  the  enforcement  of  the  revenue  law. 
Application  of  Shumpka,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
268  Fed.  686. 

5.  Oases  not  Removable   (p.  384) 

The  following  cases  were  held  not  remov- 
able—  Action  to  restrain  naval  officer  from 
interfering  with  plaintiff's  alleged  rights  to 
enter  on  and  remove  sand  from  lands  pur- 
chased by  the  United  States.  Underwood  v. 
Dismukes,  (D.  C.  R.  I.  1920)  266  Fed.  559. 

An  indictment  for  selling  U^^r, —  Where 
a  person  who  has  been  indicted  for  selling  a 
liquid  in  violation  of  a  state  law  an  instru- 
ment issued'  by  the  Prohibition  Commissioner 
to  the  manufacturer  of  the  liquor  approving 
of  its  sale  **  in  good  faith  as  a  medicine" 
does  not  bring  the  case  within  the  provisions 
of  this  section  entitling  the  defendant  to  a 
trial  of  the  indictment  in  the  federal  court, 
and  he  is  not  entitled  to  have  it  removed  to 
such  court.  Application  of  Shumpka,  (N.  D. 
N,  y.  1920)  268  Fed.  686. 


IV.   PBOCEa>UBE  TOB  REMOVAL 

2.  Petition  for  Removal  (p.  385) 

Requirements  ai  to  petition. —  The  petition 
should  state  facta  sufficient  to  enable  the 
court  to  decide  whether  the  case  is  one  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  and  it  is  not  enough 
that  it  alleges  in  general  terms  that  the  peti- 
tioner intends  to  rely  in  his  defense  to  the 
prosecution  on  the  revenue  laws  of  the  United 
States.  Oregon  v.  Wood,  (D.  C.  Ore,  1920) 
268  Fed.  975,  holding  the  petition  under 
consideration  to  be  si&cient. 

Signing  of  petition. — A  petition  in  which 
it  is  stated  that  it  is  presented  in  behalf  of 
the  petitioners,  naming  them,  and  which  is 
signed  by  the  United  States  attorney  is  held 
to  meet  the  requirement  of  the  statute.  Ore- 
gon r.  Wood,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  268  Fed. 
975. 

Verification. —  The  provision  as  to  veriflca^ 
tion  by  affidavit  is  complied  with  in  the  case 
of  several  petitioners  by  an  affidavit  signed 
by  one  of  them.  Oregon  t?.  Wood,  ( D.  C.  Ore. 
1920)  268  Fed.  975.    The  court  said: 

"The  petition  ie  verified  by  Wood  alone. 
The  statute  merely  requires  that  it  be  veri- 
fied by  affidavit.  Presumably  this  means  that 
it  shall  be  verified  by  the  petitioner.  Where 
there  are  several  petitioners,  verification  is 
usually  made,  in  common  practice,  by  one  of 
them.  Such  a  verification,  I  have  no  doubt, 
is  within  the  purview  of  the  statute,  and  is 
sufficient.  While  a  valid  petition,  duly  veri- 
fied, is  necessary  to  give  jurisdiction  to  the 
Federal  court  on  removal,  the  statute  has 
prescribed  no  technical  form  of  petition  and 
verification  to  be  observed,  and  common 
usage,  in  legal  practice,  is  probably  all  that 
was  intended." 


5.  Certiorari   (p.  385) 

In  Oregon  v.  Wood,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  268 
Fed.  975,  it  is  said: 

"The  statute  comprises  capias  or  other 
similar  form  of  proceeding  by  which  a  per- 
sonal arrest  is  ordered.  It  is  obvious  that 
there  are  two  classes  of  proceedings  which 
dominate  the  form  of  the  writ.  One  is  when 
the  suit  is  conunenced  by  summons  or  like 
process,  except  capias,  and  the  other  is  when 
commenced  by  capias  or  other  similar  form 
of  proceeding.  Certiorari  is  appropriate  in 
one  class,  and  habeas  corpus  cum  causa  in 
the  other;  this  whether  the  petitioner  is  in 
custody  or  out  on  bail.  If  in  custody,  then 
the  marshal  must  take  him  in  his  custody, 
and  produce  him  here;  but,  if  out  on  bail, 
the  bail  answers  for  his  personal  appearance 
in  this  court.  Obviously,  however,  the  writ 
should  be  the  same  in  either  event.  While, 
by  a  technical  consideration  of  the  two  writs, 
certiorari  would  be  the  more  appropriate 
when  the  defendant  is  out  on  bail,  it  is  suffi- 
cient that  the  statute  has  not  so  regarded 
it,  but  has  prescribed  the  writ  of  habeas 
corpus  cum  causa." 
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Vol.  V,  p.  398,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  37. 

[Fir^  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  150.] 

I.  IMsmis^al  of  suit. 

1.  Suit    or    controversy    not    properly 
within  federal  jurisdiction. 
a.  In   general. 

4.  Procedure  for  dismissal. 

a.  In  general. 
II.  Grounds  for  remand. 

1.  Want  of  jurisdiction  in  general. 
3.  State  court  without  jurisdiction  of 

subject  matter. 

5.  Where  jurisdiction  is  doubtful. 
III.  Waiver  or  amendment  of  defects. 

1.  Waiver   of   objection  —  estoppel   to 

object. 
3.  Amendment  of  petition  for  removal. 

a.  In  general. 
V.  Procedure  for  remand. 

1.  Remand  on  court's  own  motion. 

a.  For  want  of  jurisdiction. 

I.  Dismissal  of  Suit 

1.  Suit  or  Controversy  not  Properly  loithin 
Federal   Jurisdiction 

a.  In  General  (p.  400) 

Equity  rules. — "  In  the  application  of 
equity  rule  29  (198  Fed.  xxvi,  115  C.  C.  A. 
xxvi),  abolishing  pleas  and  demurrers,  and 
providing  that  other  defenses  in  point  of 
law  arising  on  the  face  of  the  bill,  which 
previously  should  have  been  made  by  plea 
or  demurrer,  shall  now  be  made  bv  motion 
to  dismiss  or  in  answer,  the  law  is  settled 
in  numerous  adjudged  cases  that  upon  the 
consideration  of  the  motion  the  court  may 
in  its  discretion,  when  promotive  of  justice, 
refuse  to  decide  a  case  on  such  motion,  and 
that  defense  by  answer  may  be  required.  In- 
deed, he  rule  goes  to  the  extent  that,  unless 
the  motion  clearly  discloses  that  on  the  alle- 
gations of  the  bill,  which  are  taken  as  true, 
It  must  be  dismissed  upon  final  hearing,  the 
preliminary  motion  to  dismiss  must  be  de- 
nied." O'Keefe  i\  New  Orleans,  (E.  D.  La. 
1921)    273  Fed.  560. 

4.  Procedure  for  Dismissal 

a.  In  General  (p.  403) 

Quashing  senrice  of  summons. —  In  a  case 
properly  removed  the  defendant  has  the  right 
tc  quash  the  service  of  the  summons,  if  at 
the  time  the  service  was  effected  defendant 
was  not  subject  to  personal  process  within 
the  state  where  the  service  was  made.  Cen- 
taur Motor  Co.  t*.  Eccleston,  (W.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)    204  Fed.  852. 

II.  Gbounds  fob  Remand 

1.  Want  of  Jurisdiction  in  General  (p.  407) 

Where  the  real  question  at  issue  is  largely 
one  of  fact  and  the  court  is  unable  clearly  to 
conclude  that  the  matter  involved  exceeds 
the  sum  of  $3,000,  it  will  remand  the  case 
to  the  state  court.  Farmers',  etc..  Bank  v. 
Federal  Reserve  Bank,  (W.  D.  N.  C.  1921) 
274  Fed.  235. 


"It  is  undoubtedly  the  law  that  the  fed- 
eral courts  have  a  right  to  determine  after 
removal  whether  jurisdiction  was  originally 
acquired  by  the  state  court,  and  to  say  what 
constituted  a  lawful  subjection  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  state  tribunal."  Centaur  Motor 
Co.  t\  Eccleston,  (W.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  264 
Fed.  852. 

If  "jurisdiction  over  the  person  of  the  de- 
fendant has  once  been  acquired  in  the  fttate 
court,  within  the  meaning  of  the  federal  de- 
cisions, such  jurisdiction  will  remain  in  the 
state  court  if  the  cause  has  been  improperly 
removed,  or  will  be  transferred  to  the  fed- 
eral court  if  the  removal  was  valid."  Cen- 
taur Motor  Co.  V.  Eccleston,  (W.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)   264  Fed.  852. 

In  determining  whether  the  relief  sought 
is  of  a  nature  that  a  federal  district  court 
is  competent  to  administer  the  federal  court 
will,  on  a  motion  to  remand  to  the  state 
court,  look  to  the  face  of  the  complaint  and. 
on  the  facts  as  there  set  up,  decide  what 
relief  should  be  granted.  It  cannot  be  ex- 
pected to  anticipate  evidence  or  amendments 
which  will  enlarge  the  scope  of  the  prayer 
for  general  relief.  Kellogg  v.  Schaueble, 
(S.  D.  Miss.  1921)  273  Fed.  1012. 

3.  State   Court   unthout  Jurisdiction   of 
Subject  Matter  (p.  411) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion, see  Earles  v.  Germain  Co.,  (S.  D.  Ala. 
1920)    265  Fed.  718. 

5.  Where  Jurisdiction  is  Doubtful   (p.  411) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  second  paragrauh 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  Demer  f.  Pa- 
cific Steamship  Co.,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  273 
Fed.  567. 

III.  Waiver  ob  Amendment  of  Defects 

1.  Wawer  of  Objection  —  Eistoppel  to  Object 

(p.  414) 

Where  all  of  the  defendants  united  in  a 
petition  to  remove  the  case,  on  the  ground 
that  it  arose  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  plaintiff  asked  for  a  remand, 
setting  up  that  no  federal  question  in  the 
jurisdictional  sense  was  involved  and  no  ob- 
jection was  made  that  some  of  the  defendants 
bad  been  sued  in  a  district  in  which  they 
did  not  reside,  it  was  held  that  an  objection 
on  that  ground  was  waived.  Burke  t\  Monu- 
mental Division,  etc.,  (D.  C.  Md.  1919)  273 
Fed.  707. 

3.  Amendment  of  Petition  for  Removal 
a.  In  General  (p.  417) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion, see  Amerson  r.  Western  Union  Tel.  Co., 
(W.  D.  Ky.  1920)   265  Fed.  909. 

The  petition  for  removal  may,  like  any 
other  process  or  proceeding,  be  amended 
whenever  consonant  with  justice.  Hall  t>. 
Payne,  (D.  C.  Mont.  1921)  274  Fed.  237. 
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V.  Pbocedtjbb  fob  Remand 

I.  Remand  on  Court* a  Own  Motion 

a.  For  Want  of  Jurisdiction   (p.  429) 

To  the  game  effect  as  fourth  paragraph  of 
original  annotation,  see  Morrell  v.  Lalonde, 
(D.  C.  R.  I.  1921)  271  Fed.  19. 

Vol.  V,  p.  446,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  38. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  150.] 
11.  Vauditt  op  Service  of  Pbocess  in  State 

COUBT 

I.  Effect  of  Petition  for  Removal  aa  Aj^ear- 

anoe 

b.  Other   Cases    (p.   i56) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  anno- 
tation, see  Hunt  v.  Pearce,  (E.  D.  Okla. 
1921)   27  Fed.  498. 

Vol.  V,  p.  468,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  41. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  151.] 
New  York  Quarantine  Station. — ^A  person 
accused  of  a  crime  committed  on  the  high 
seas  who  was  brought  into  the  United  States 
at  the  port  of  New  York  on  a  vessel  which 
first  stopped  at  the  quarantine  station,  which 
is  in  the  Eastern  District,  but  who  was  not 
arrested  until  the  vessel  reached  New  York 
city  which  is  in  the  Southern  District,  was 
both  "  found  *'  and  first  brought  into  the 
Southern  District  within  the  meaning  of 
this  section.  Pederson  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  187. 

Vol.  V,  p.  470,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  42. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  151.] 

II.  PABTICCrLAB   OFFENSES    (p.    471) 

Conipiracy. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  Grayson  v.  U.  S., 
(CCA.  6th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  553. 

Vol.  V,  p.  478,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  48. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  153.] 

II.  Jurisdiction. 

1.  Generally. 

2.  Both   infringement   and  place  of 

business  necessary. 

IV.  Service. 

II.  JUBISniCTION 

1.  Generally   (p.  480) 

Suit  for  contributory  infringement  of 
patent. —  One  who  manufactures  an  element 
of  an  infringing  device  with  the  intent  that 
it  shall  be  united  with  the  other  elements  of 
such  device,  and  completed  by  another  per- 
son, is  guilty  of  contributory  infringement, 
and  is  liable  for  infringement  in  a  suit 
instituted  in  the  jurisdiction  where  he  com- 
mitted his  part  of  the  infringement  and  had 
a  regular  and  established  place  of  business. 
Dental  Co.  v.  S.  S.  White  Dental  Mfg.  Co., 
(C  0.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  524. 


2.  Both  Infringement  and  Place  of  Business 
Necessary  (p.  481) 

Generally. —  Where  the  defendant  is  not 
an  inhabitant  of  the  district  he  must  have 
a  regular  place  of  business  within  the  district 
and  have  committed  at  least  one  act  of  in- 
fringement in  the  district.  I.  T.  S.  Rubber 
Co.  V.  Essex  Rubber  Co.,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920) 
270  Fed.  693. 

IV.  Sebvice   (p.  482) 

Service  on  buyer. —  WTiere  the  evidence 
shows  that  the  only  relation  between  the  par- 
ties is  that  of  buyer  and  seller,  service  on 
the  buyer  is  of  no  effect.  Rosenbluth  v. 
Hudson  Motor  Car  Co.,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920) 
264  Fed.  353. 

Service  on  agents. — ^A  corporation  purchas- 
ing automobiles  outright  from  the  corpora- 
tion which  manufactures  them  and  having 
the  exclusive  right  to  sell  them  in  a  certain 
territory,  is  not  the  agent  of  the  manu- 
facturing corporation  within  the  meaning  of 
this  section  and  service  of  process  upon  it 
in  a  patent  infringement  suit  will  be  set 
aside.  Rosenbluth  v.  Hudson  Motor  Car  Co., 
(E.  D.  Pa.  1920)   265  Fed.  680. 

Vol.  V,  p.  482,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  50. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  153.] 

I.  Scope. 
IV.  Parties. 

I.  Scope  (p.  482) 
This  section  deals  only  with  judgments  and 
decrees.    Friede  <?.  Azovsko  Donskoi  Kommer- 
cheske  Bank,    (S.  D.  N.  Y.   1920)    266  Fed. 

131. 

IV.  Pabtiks    (p.  483) 

An  indispensable  party. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  Jen- 
nings I?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  399. 

Vol.  V,  p.  486,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  51. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  153.] 

IV.  Jurisdiction. 

5.  Where  parties  are  joined, 
c.  Defendants. 
VI.  Waiver. 

1.  Generally. 

2.  Appearance    and    pleading    to    the 

merits. 

b.  General  appearance. 

IV.    JUBISDICTION 

5.  Where  Parties  Are  Joined 

c.  Defendants    (p.*  496) 

Generally. —  The  joinder  of  persons  who 
are  residents  of  the  district  with  one  who 
is  not  does  not  give  the  court  jurisdiction 
of  the  nonresident.  Consolidated  Textile 
Corp.  t7.  Dickey,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  266  Fed. 
587. 
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VI.  Waivee 

1.  Generally  (p.  611) 

An  objection  to  the  jurisdiction  in  equity 
of  a  federal  court  on  the  ground  that  there 
is  an  adequate  remedy  at  law  may  be  waived. 
American  Surety  Co.  v.  American  Mills  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  67. 

2.  Appearance  and  Pleading   to   the  Merits 

b.  General  Appearance    (p.  514) 

When  a  waiver. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  Mankin  i\  Bartley, 
(CCA.  4th  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  466. 

Vol.  V,  p.  518,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  52. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  153.] 

Applicability. —  This  section  has  been  held 
to  be  applicable  in  the  case  of  suits  for 
infringement  of  letters  patent.  Zell  v.  Erie 
Bronze  Co.,   (£.  D.  Pa.  1921)   273  Fed.  833. 

Vol.  V,  p.  520,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  53. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  154.] 

I.  Purpose  and  scope. 
II.  Jurisdiction. 

I.   PUBPOSE  AND  SOOPC    (p.  521) 

The  object  in  the  mind  of  Congress  in 
enacting  the  removal  provision  of  this  sec- 
tion was  for  the  benefit  and  convenience  of 
litigants  by  avoiding  removal  to  a  remote 
division,  when  a  nearer  was  at  hand.  Gop- 
cevic  17.  California  Packing  Corp.,  (N.  D. 
1921)   272  Fed.  9»4. 

II.  JuBiSDicnoN   (p.  621) 

Making  objection  to  jurisdiction. —  If  » 
defendant  in  a  timely  manner  inter poees 
proper  objection  to  being  sued  in  a  wrong 
district,  or  in  a  case  of  removal  promptly 
and  timely  moves  to  remand  the  cause  for 
want  of  jurisdiction,  such  action  will  pre- 
vent the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  from  at- 
taching, and  the  cause  must  be  dismissed  or 
a  remand  granted,  as  the  case  may  be.  Gop- 
cevic  V.  California  Packing  Corp.,  (N.  D. 
Cal.  1921)  272  Fed.  994. 

Vol.  V,  p.  523,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  54. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  155.] 

Residence  in  the  same  state  is  essentiaL — 

Kansas   Gas,   etc.,    Co.   v.   Wichita    Natural 

Gas  Co.,   CC.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed. 

614. 

Vol.  V,  p.  523,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  55. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  155,] 
Property  of  fixed  character. —  This  sec^ 
tion  only  applies  if  the  action  involves  prop- 
erty of  a  fixed  character,  which  lies  partly 
in  one  district  and  partly  in  another  district 
within   the   same  state,  in  which   case  the 


action  may  be  maintained  in  either  district 
where  some  of  the  property  is  situated. 
Kansas  Gas,  etc.,  Co.  <?.  Wichita  Natural 
Gas  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
614. 

Vol.  V,  p.  525,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  57. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  155.] 

I.  Construction   and   application  generally. 
II.  Applicability  to  particular  matters,  suita 
and  proceedings. 

I.  CoNSTBUonoir   awd   Application   Genebt 

ALLY  (p.  62i5) 
Constmctioii  generally. —  This  section 
necessarily  implies  that,  even  though  juris- 
diction be  founded  only  on  the  fact  that  the 
suit  is  between  citizens  of  different  states, 
yet  if  the  object  of  the  suit  brings  it  within 
the  class  described  in  this  section  the  court 
of  the  district  in  which  the  suit  is  brought 
may  entertain  it,  notwithstanding  none  of 
the  parties  thereto  reside  in  such  district. 
Hodgman  i>.  Atlantic  Refining  Co.,  (D.  G. 
Del.  1921)  274  Fed.  104. 

II.  Appuoabilut  to  Pabticulab  Mattebs, 

Suits  and  Pbooeedings  (p.  529) 

Corporate  matters. — ^A  bill  praying  that  a 
voting  trust  agreement  be  declared  void  and 
surrendered  for  cancellation  and  that  the 
members  of  such  agreement  be  enjoined  from 
performing  certain  acts  thereunder  is  not 
a  suit  to  remove  a  cloud  on  title  under  the 
provisions  of  this  section  permitting  a  join- 
der of  a  nonresident.  Consolidated  Textile 
Corp.  17.  Dickey,  (CCA.  5th  Cir.  1921) 
209  Fed.  942. 

Shares  of  stock  in  a  corporation  are  per- 
sonal property  under  the  laws  of  Delaware, 
and  the  provisions  of  this  section  as  to 
jurisdiction  of  absent  defendants  apply  in 
a  suit  one  of  the  objects  of  which  is  to 
enforce  a  claim  of  a  Delaware  corporation 
(made  by  certain  of  its  shareholders)  to  the 
shares  of  its  stock  held  by  a  Pennsylvania 
corporation,  or  to  remove  a  cloud  upon  the 
former's  title  thereto.  And  the  fact  that 
additional  relief  is  sought  is  inunaterial. 
Hodgman  v,  Atlantic  Refining  (Do.,  (D.  0. 
Del.  1921)   274  Fed.  104. 

A  suit  hy  a  corporation  to  enjoin  a  breocA 
of  contract  by  another  corporation  is  not  one 
affecting  any  right,  title  or  interest  to  any 
real  or  personal  property  in  the  district. 
Kansas  Gas,  etc.,  Co.  i>.  Wichita  Natural 
Gas  Co.,  (CCA.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
614. 

Setting  adde  or  cancelling  iastniments. — 
A  suit  to  cancel  a  written  instrument  creat- 
ing a  pooling  agreement  for  the  voting  of 
corporate  stock  is  not  a  suit  "  to  remove  any 
incumbrance  or  lien  or  cloud  upon  the  title 
to  real  or  personal  property."  Consolidated 
Textile  Corp.  v,  Dickey,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920) 
266  Fed.  687, 


Jud.  Code,  S§  65-198. 


JUDICIARY 


597 


The  court  said:  ''The  suggefition  that 
under  sectioa  57  jurisdiction  may  be  exer- 
cised OTer  him  by  treating  this  suit  as  one 
'to  remoTe  any  incumbrance  or  li«i  or  cloud 
upon  the  title  to  real  or  personal  property 
within  the  diertrict/  is  untenable.  The  judg- 
ment in  such  a  case  is,  by  ^e  language  of 
the  section,  to  — '  affect  only  ithe  property 
which  shall  have  been  the  subject  of  the 
suit  and  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court 
therein,  within  such  district.' 

"It  would  be  difficult  to  fix  upon  any 
property  as  the  subject  of  the  suit  within 
the  district.  The  title  to  none  is  in  dispute. 
None  is  sought  to  be  recovered.  There  is  no 
incumbrance  or  lien  or  cloud  upon  the  title 
to  any  property  of  the  plaintiff  in  any 
ordinary  acceptance  of  the  term.  While  it 
is  a  suit  to  cancel  a  written  instrument,  that 
instrument  does  not  purport  to  convey  or 
affect  the  title  of  plaintiff  to  the  shares  it 
owns.  The  true  cause  of  complaint  is  the 
conduct  of  the  defendants  in  reference  to 
their  own  property,  which  is  claimed  unlaw- 
fully and  injuriously  to  affect  the  property 
of  plaintiff  company,  a  violation  of  the 
maxim  '  Sic  utere  tuo  ut  alienum  non  l«das.' 
The  unlawful  use  of  a  proxy  to  vote  stock 
to  the  injury  of  another  stockholder  was 
treated  as  a  tort  in  Witham  v.  Cohen,  100 
Oa.  670,  28  S.  E.  505,  and  such  seems  to  be 
its  true  l^al  character.  So  concluding,  the 
question  is  decided  by  Ladew  v,  Tennessee 
Copper  Co.,  218  U.  8.  357,  31  Sup.  Ct.  81, 
54  L.  ed.  1069,  where  it  is  held  that  a  bill 
to  abate  and  enjoin  a  nuisance  against  in- 
habitants of  the  district  and  one  who  was 
an  inhabitant  of  another  state  could  not  be 
maintained  as  to  the  latter  under  the  pro- 
visions now  found  in  section  57.  This  court, 
therefore,  has  no  jurisdiction  over  Jefferson, 
and  the  suit  must  be  dismissed  as  to  hinL** 

Vol.  V,  p.  540,  Jud.  Code,  seo.  65. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  159.] 

Construction. —  This  section  and  section  66 
have  no  constricted  meaning,  but  are  to  be 
interpreted  broadly  to  effectuate  the  opera- 
tion of  business  carried  on  by  receivers  ap- 
pointed by  the  federal  courts  with  as  much 
regard  for  the  safety  and  protection  and 
general  observance  of  the  rights  of  others 
both  in  contract  and  in  tort  as  would  be 
required  of  the  owners  of  the  property  of 
which  as  receivers  they  have  possession. 
Sullivan  v,  Hustis,  (Mass.  1921)  130  N.  E. 
247. 

Duty  of  receiver  to  comply  with  state  law. 
—  To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  anno- 
tation, see  Sullivan  v,  Hustis,  (Mass.  1921) 
130  N.  E.  247. 

Priorities. — ^A  receiver  appointed  by  a 
federal  court  takes  property  subject  to  all 
liens,  priorities,  or  privileges  existing  or 
accruing  under  the  laws  of  the  state.  And 
where  the  common-law  prerogative  right  of  a 
state  to  priority  over  unsecured  creditors  in 


payment  of  all  the  debts  due  the  state  out 
of  the  assets  of  the  d^tor  cannot  be  en- 
forced by  levy  and  seizure  because  of  the 
appointment  of  a  receiver  by  a  federal  court 
within  the  state,  an  application  to  that  court 
for  payment  of  the  debt  due  is  the  appropri- 
ate remedy.  Marshall  v.  New  York,  (1920) 
254  U.  S.  380,  41  S.  Ct.  143,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  amrming  (C.  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1919)  262 
Fed.  727. 

Vol.  V,  p.  578,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  97. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  177.] 

Jurisdiction  of  offenses  on  high  seas. —  To 
the  same  effect  as  the  original  annotation, 
see  Pederson  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)   271  Fed.  187. 

Vol.  V,  p.  607,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  128. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  195.] 

I.  Introductory. 

II.  ''AppeUate    jurisdiction    to    review    by 
appeal  or  writ  of  error." 
III.  Final  decisions. 

1.  Necessity. 

2.  Definition  and  nature. 

10.  Injunction. 

11.  Intervention   and  interpleader. 

12.  Judicial  sales. 
15.  Patents. 

18..  Miscellaneous. 
rV.  "District  courts,"  etc.,  including  those 

of  Hawaii  and  Porto  Rico. 
V.  Cases  reviewable. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Admiralty. 

4.  Contempt  cases. 

5.  Criminal  cases. 
9.  Patent  cases. 

VI.  Cases  which  "may  be  taken   direct  to 
the  supreme  court." 

I.   IWTBODUCTOBT     (p.    609) 

The  jurisdiction  of  the  Circuit  Courts  of 
Appeals  is  purely  appellate  and  statutory. 
Grammer  f .  Fenton,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  943. 

II.  "Appellate  Jurisdiction  to  Review  by 
Appeal  ob  Writ  of  Error"  (p.  609) 

In  general. —  The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 
must  take  notice  of  the  fact  where  it  has  no 
jurisdiction.  Republic  Iron,  etc.,  Co.  t?. 
Youngstown  Sheet,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.   1921)    272  Fed.  386. 

The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  "has  power 
to  affirm,  modify,  or  reverse  any  judgment 
lawfully  brought  before  it  for  review,  or 
to  direct  such  judgment  to  Be  rendered,  or 
further  proceedings  to  be  had;  as  the  justice 
of  the  case  may  require.  .  .  .  Whatever 
may  be  the  the  rule  under  the  common 
law,  where  unmodified  by  statute,  as  to  the 
power  of  a  court  to  grant  a  new  trial  in 
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part,  or  as  to  a  severable  sum  involved  in 
the  suit,  we  think  there  is  no  doubt  as  to 
the  power  of  this  court  to  set  aside  only 
a  part  of  a  judgment,  where  embracing  dif- 
ferent items,  some  of  which  are  not  in  ques- 
tion."  Thorpe  r.  National  City  Bank, 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921 )   274  Fed.  200. 

Although  nothing  is  said  in  the  briefs  or 
oral  arguments  of  counsel  concerning  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  court  to  hear  the  appeal 
yet  since  the  court  must  have  jurisdiction 
to  hear  an  appeal  or  can  do  nothing  except 
to  dismiss  the  same,  it  becomes  the  duty  of 
the  court  to  consider  the  question  of  juris- 
diction on  its  own  motion.  Cleveland  Cliffs 
Iron  Co.  f.  Kinney,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
260  Fed.  888. 

Mandamus  in  aid  of  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion.— An  order  of  a  district  judge  vacating 
a  former  order  dismissing  a  suit  for  the  in- 
fringement of  a  patent  in  no  way  affects 
the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals  over  the  cause  as  one  aris- 
ing under  the  patent  laws.  Such  being  the 
case  the  appellate  court  has  neither  the 
need  nor  the  power  to  grant  a  writ  of 
mandamus  to  preserve  its  appellate  juris- 
diction by  compelling  the  district  judge  to 
vacate  his  order  reinstating  the  suit.  Rari- 
tan  Copper  Works  v.  Elliott,  (0.  C.  A.  3d 
Cir.   1921)    271    Fed.   284. 

III.  Final  Decisions 
1.  Necessity  (p.  611) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion, see  Gas,  etc.,  Securities  Co.  v.  Man- 
hattan, etc.,  Traction  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)  ^66  Fed.  625;  U.  S.  v.  Maresca, 
(S.  D.  N.  y.  1920)  266  Fed.  713;  Iglesias  f. 
Banco  Territorial,  etc.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir. 
1920)   268  Fed.  479. 

•Interlocutorv  orders  are  not  appealable. 
O'Brien  v.  Lashar,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  215;  U.  S.  v.  Marquette,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1921)   270  Fed.  214. 

2.  Definition  and  Nature  (p.  611) 

Generally. — A  final  decree  is  not  neces- 
sarily the  last  order  in  the  case,  as  orders 
sometimes  follow  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  out  or  executing  the  matters  which 
the  decree  has  determined ;  but  when  it 
finally  fixes  the  rights  of  the  parties  it  is 
final  and  may  be  reviewed.  Gas,  etc.,  Securi- 
ties Co.  V.  Manhattan,  etc.,  Traction  Corp., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  625. 

10.  Injunction  (p.  614) 

An  order  granting  a  permanent  injunction 
against  a  city  and  all  of  its  public  officials 
from  passing  a  proposed  resolution  forfeit- 
ing or  affecting  a  franchise  "  pending  further 
order  in  the  action "  is  a  tinal  order  and 
appealable.    Gas,  etc..  Securities  Co.  v.  Man- 


hattan, etc..  Traction  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.    1920)    236  Fed.   625.     The  court   said: 

"  The  order  enjoined  the  persons  specified 
therein  *  from  moving,  considering,  voting 
on,  amending,  adopting,  or  in  any  manner 
passing '  the  resolution  heretofore  referred 
to.  The  fact  that  the  order  was  without 
prejudice  to  any  further  application  to  the 
court  for  the  enforcement  of  any  of  the 
rights  of  the  city  certainly  cannot  have  the 
effect  of  converting  what  is  otherwise  a 
final  order  into  an  interlocutory  one.  The 
injunction  meant  the  end  of  the  matter  so 
far  as  the  particular  judge  who  issued  it 
was  concerned,  except  that  it  did  not  include 
a  change  of  mind  on  his  part.  The  order 
goes  just  as  far  and  lasts  just  as  long  as 
the  District  Court  is  possessed  of  any 
authority  to  issue  it,  and  is  therefore  '  final,' 
and  therefore  appealable  within  the  six 
months'  period." 

A  denial  by  the  trial  court  of  a  petition 
in  equity  to  enjoin  the  enforcement  of  a 
judgment  for  the  reason  that  it  had  been 
satisfied  has  been  held  to  be  a  final  judg- 
ment and  appealable.  Barnett  r.  Conklin, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  177.  The 
court  Baid: 

"  The  proceeding  which  resulted  in  the 
order  appealed  from  was  in  no  true  sense 
simply  a  motion  to  quash  an  execution  in- 
volving the  exercise  of  discretion.  The  pro- 
ceeding was  equivalent  and  took  the  place 
of  a  proceeding  in  equity  to  enjoin  the  en- 
forcement of  the  judgment  for  the  reason 
that  it  had  been  satisfied.  The  prayer  of 
the  petition  did  ask  that  the  execution  then 
outstanding  be  quashed ;  but  that  was  merely 
incidental  to  the  general  relief,  which  was 
that  the  enforcement  of  the  judgment  should 
be  enjoined.  It  was  not  a  matter  involving 
the  discretion  of  the  trial  court,  but  a 
matter  in  regard  to  which  appellant  was 
entitled  to  the  judgment  of  the  court  upon 
the  farts  pleaded.  The  denial  of  the  peti- 
tion by  the  trial  court  finally  determined, 
so  far  as  that  court  was  concerned,  the 
rights  of  appellant,  which  were  substantial 
rights,  not  involving  the  mere  regularity 
of  the  execution." 

11.   Intervention  and  Interpleader    (p.    615) 

An  order  of  interpleader  which  aligns  the 
parties,  prescribes,  the  method  of  procedure, 
and  finally  denies  to  one  of  the  parties  the 
riglit  to  assert  a  contract  obligation  against 
another  is  final  within  the  meaning  of  the 
statute  and  appealable.  Taiwan  Bank  r. 
Gorgas-Pierrie  Mfg.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir, 
1921)    273  Fed.  660. 

12.  Judicial  Sales    (p.    615) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph 
of    the    original    annotation,    see    Felker    r. 
Southern  Trust  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  798. 
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15.  Patents  (p.  616) 

Where  in  a  patent  infringement  suit  in- 
volving two  patents  the  court  below  found 
tl\,at  one  was  valid  and  infringed  and  ex- 
pressed no  opinion  as  to  the  other  and  the 
defendant  on  appeal  insisted  that  the  in- 
validity' of  the  second  patent  clearly  ap- 
peared, and  that  the  bill  should  have  been 
dismissed  as  to  that  patent  the  court  said: 

"  No  such  question  is  open  on  this  appeal. 
No  final  decree  has  been  made  in  that  case, 
and,  as  to  this  second  patent,  the  interlocu- 
tory decree  neither  granted  nor  refused  an 
injunction.  Although  the  objection  is  not 
made  by  either  party,  we  must  take  notice 
that  we  have  no  jurisdiction  of  this  ques- 
tion." Republic  Iron,  etc.,  Co.  r.  Youngs- 
town  Sheet,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)   272  Fed.  386. 

18.  Miscellaneous  (p.  616) 

An  order  removing  defendants  to  another 
district  is  interlocutory  and  not  appealable. 
Murray  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  522. 

Action  against  several  defendants. — Where 
on  the  allegations  of  a  bill  against  several 
defendants,  each  defendant  is  under  a  sepa- 
rate liability  and  a  separate  action  at  law 
might  have  been  brought  against  each,  a 
decree  in  favor  of  part  of  them  is  a  final 
decree  from  which  an  appeal  will  lie.  Cur- 
tis 17.  Connly,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  650. 

Judgment  for  specific  sumi  in  action  for 
breach  of  covenant. — ^A  judgment  for  specific 
siuns  in  an  action  for  the  alleged  breach  of 
a  covenant  for  quiet  enjoyment  contained 
In  a  lease  is  final  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  two  of  these  siuns  were  represented 
by  specifically  described  unsatisfied  judg- 
ments, with  a  provision  in  the  decree  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  the  territory  to  the  effect 
that  in  the  event  the  defendants  to  the  action 
should  file  in  the  lower  court  "  a  full  release 
of  the  plaintiff  upon  the  two  last-named 
unsatisfied  judgments,"  the  respective 
amounts  thereof  should  not  be  included  in 
the  judgment  directed,  in  no  respect  affected 
the  finality  of  the  latter  —  the  provision 
regarding  the  filing  of  the  release  calling 
for  and  admitting  of  the  exercise  of  no  judg- 
ment, or  even  discretion,  and  manifestly  for 
no  exercise  of  any  judicial  function. 
De  Fries  t*.  Scott,  (C.  0.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
268  Fed.  952. 

Order  to  return  property  unlawfully 
seized. — An  -order  directing  the  return  of 
liquor  which  had  been  unlawfully  seized  is 
not  appealable  where  the  court  below  did 
not  assume  jurisdiction  for  the  purpose  of 
trying  title  or  right  of  possession,  but 
merely  to  prevent  the  use  of  the  property 
wrongfully  seized  as  evidence  upon  the  trial 
of  the  criminal  charge.  U.  S.  f.  Marquette, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)    270  Fed.  214. 

Dismissal  of  bill  as   to   one  of  items. — 


Where  in  the  prayer  of  the  bill  it  asks  that 
the  defendant  be  enjoined  from  using  cer- 
tain trade-marks  and  required  to  render  a 
full  and  complete  account  of  all  profits  de- 
rived from  the  use  thereof  and  of  profits 
derived  from  unfair  trade  and  competition 
in  connection  with  such  use,  and  in  connec- 
tion  with  the  use  of  labels,  wrappers,  etc., 
and  account  for  and  pay  over  to  the  plaintiff 
all  of  the  damage  caused  by  the  infringe- 
ment complained  of  and  by  said  unfair  trade, 
the  different  trade-marks  set  out  as  grounds 
of  complaint  in  the  bill  are  but  items  enter- 
ing into  the  accounting  which  the  plaintiff 
seeks,  and  a  decree  disposing  of  one  of  these 
items  is  not  a  final  disposition  of  the  con- 
that  renders  it  appealable  under  this  section, 
troversy  between  the  parties  in  the  sense 
Groblewski  i\  John  Chmiell  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
Ist  Cir.  1919)   264  Fed.  325. 

IV.  "District    Courts,"    Etc.,    Including 
Those  or  Hawaii  and  Porto  Rioo  (p.  618) 

Decision  of  Hawaiian  Supreme  Conrt. — 
Where  on  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Hawaii  a  decree  was  entered  reciting  that 
"  pursuant  to  the  opinion "  of  that  court, 
the  decree  appealed  from  was  reversed  and 
the  cause  remanded  to  the  circuit  judge 
"  for  such  further  action  compatible  to  the 
decision  as  may  be  necessary  "  the  decree 
of  the  Supreme  Court  was  held  not  to  be 
a  final  one  from  which  an  appeal  would  lie 
to  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals.     Rumsey 

V,  New  York  L.  Ins.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)   267  Fed.  554. 

A  decree  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Hawaii 
directing  that  a  decree  appealed  from  be 
vacated  and  set  aside,  that  a  permanent  in- 
junction be  dissolved  and  that  the  lower 
court  be  instructed  to  dismiss  the  complain- 
ant's bill  is  final  and  appealable  to  the  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals.  Hawaiian  Pineapple 
Co.  V.  Saito,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  749. 

A  judgment  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Porto 
Rico  dismissing  a  suit  for  want  of  capacity 
in  the  plaintiffs  to  prosecute  it  is  a  final 
judgment  from  which  an  appeal  will  lie  to 
the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals.  Franceschi 
V.  Mercado,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)  269 
Fed.  954. 

Jurisdiction  of  District  Court  of  Porto 
Rico. —  In  the  case  of  a  suit  in  equity  in 
the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  IHstrict  of  Porto  Rico  by  a  citizen  of 
Spain  domiciled  in  Porto  Rico  against  a 
defendant,  also  resident  in  Porto  Rico,  it  is 
said  that  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  must 
on  its  own  motion  inquire  as  to  the  juris* 
diction.  Diez  t*.  Green,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir. 
1920)    266  Fed.   890. 

No  supervisory  jurisdiction  in  Supreme 
Court. — ^The  transfer  to  the  appropriate  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals  of  a  part  of  the  then 
existing  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal 
Supreme  Court  over  the  United  States  Dis- 
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trict  Court  far  Porto  Rico,  which  is  made 
by  the  Act  of  January  28,  1915,  does  not 
warrant  the  inference  that  the  Federal 
Supreme  Court  may,  by  virtue  of  its  general 
jurisdiction  over  the  circuit  courts  of  ap- 
peals,  review  a  final  decision  of  such  a  court, 
properly  appealed  to  that  court  from  the 
Porto  Rico  court.  El  Banco  Popular,  etc. 
V.  Wilcox,  (1»21)  256  U.  S.  72,  41  S.  Ct. 
312,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed. )  — ,  dismiasing  appeal 
to  review  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1918)  256  Fed. 
442,  166  C.  C.  A.  618. 

V.  Cases  Reviewable 
1.  In  General  (p.  618) 

"  On  every  writ  of  error  or  appeal  the 
first  and  fundamental  question  is  that  .of 
jurisdiction,  first  of  this  court,  and  then  of 
the  court  from  which  the  record  comes.  This 
question  the  court  is  bound  to  ask  and 
answer  for  itself,  even  when  not  otherwise 
suggested,  and  without  respect  to  the  rela- 
tion of  the  parties  to  it."  Robertson  f.  Jor- 
dan River  Lumber  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)    269  Fed.  606. 

Where  the  jurisdiction  of  the  district 
the  case  was  disposed  of  by  a  decision  of  that 
court  was  put  in  issue  by  the  defendant  and 
issue  in  favor  of  the  defendant,  it  is  held 
that  the  action  of  the  court  is  not  subject 
to  be  reviewed  by  the  Circuit  Court  of  Ap- 
peals. Slayton  t*.  Jourdanton,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  966. 

Where  a  rait  is  dismissed  for  want  of 
jurisdiction  and  the  plaintiff  in  error  insists 
that  defendant  in  error  by  first  pleading  to 
the  merits  waived  its  plea  to  the  jurisdiction 
another  question  besides  jurisdiction  is  in- 
volved and  the  writ  of  error  is  rightly  in 
the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals.  Drake  v.  Ten- 
nessee, etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920) 
2>68  Fed.  248. 

2.  Admiealty   (p.  618) 

Generally. — An  appeal  does  not  lie  to  a  fed- 
eral Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  from  a  decree 
of  a  district  court  in  which  the  jurisdiction 
of  that  court  as  a  court  of  admiralty  was 
in  issue,  and  was  decided  in  favor  of  the 
defendant.  The  Carlo  Poma,  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  219,  41  S.  Ct.  309,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  [vacating  decree  in  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1919)  269  Fed.  369,  170  C.  C.  A.  345]  apply- 
ing the  rule  in  a  case  where  a  vessel  libelled 
in  admiralty  was  asserted  to  be  immune  from 
seizure  because  it  was  the  property  of  a 
foreign  government. 

Exclusion  of  evidence  not  ground  for  re- 
versal—  The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  will 
not  reverse  a  decree  because  of  error  in 
excluding  competent  testimony  in  an  admir- 
alty case,  for  that  would  presuppose  that 
the  testimony  offered  would  have  actually 
p'-oved  the  point  sought  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  court.  In  such  a  case  if  counsel  felt 
aggrieved  by  the  exclusion  of  this  testimony, 
they   could   have  moved   before   the   Circuit 


Court  of  Appeals  to  take  such  testimony, 
for  in  an  admiralty  suit  on  appeal,  there  Is 
a  trial-  de  novo.  Moran  Towing,  etc.,  Co. 
r.  Cranford  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  799. 

4.  Contempt  Cases  (p.  619) 

An  order  of  commitment  for  contempt  is 
not  appealable  where  it  is  merely  incideii.tal 
to  a  prior  order  adjudging  the  person  to  be 
in  contempt,  relief  if  any  being  by  a  review 
of  the  prior  order.  Pennsylvania  Cement 
Co.  V.  Bradley  Contracting  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)    274  Fed.  923. 

5.  Criminal  Cases   (p.  619) 

In  general. —  The  general  rule  is  that,  if 
the  defendant,  after  denial  of  his  motion  to 
direct  a  verdict  at  the  close  of  the  govern- 
ment's testimony,  introduces  testimony  in 
his  own  behalf,  he  thereby  waives  his  motion, 
and  it  is  his  duty  to  again  renew  his  motion 
after  all  the  evidence  is  closed.  But,  not- 
withstanding this  rule,  it  has  been  held  that, 
where  a  plain  error  has  been  committed  in 
the  trial  of  a  criminal  case,  it  will  be  con- 
sidered by  the  court,  although  a  motion  for 
a  directed  verdict  was  never  made.  Avala  r. 
U.  S.,   (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  296. 

Scope  of  review. —  The  review  that  is 
allowed  in  criminal  cases  is  limited  to  ques- 
tions of  law  arising  at  the  trial,  such  as 
sufficiency  of  pleadings,  admissibility  of  evi- 
dence^ and  instructions  to  the  jurors.  It  is 
also  well  established  that  the  question 
whether  every  material  allegation  of  a  plead- 
ing is  supported  by  evidence  may,  by  proper 
motions,  rulings,  and  exceptions,  be  ma<le  a 
question  of  law  arising  at  the  trial.  Apple- 
baum  V,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  19^1) 
274  Fed.  43. 

9.  Patmt  Cases   (p.  622) 

A  petition  to  the  circuit  court  of  appeals 
by  which  defendant  in  a  patent  suit  seeks, 
after  that  court  has  affirmed  a  decree  below, 
upholding  the  patent  and  directing  an  ac- 
counting, to  obtain  the  benefit  of  a  decree  in 
another  circuit  as  res  judicata,  should  be 
treated  by  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  as  an 
application  for  leave  to  file  in  the  district 
court  a  petition  in  the  nature  of  a  bill  of 
review,  invoking  the  consideration  of  the 
effect  of  such  decree.  National  Brake,  etc., 
Co.  t?.  Christensen,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  425, 
41  S.  Ct.  154,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  revers- 
ing  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1919)  258  Fed.  880, 
169  C.  C.  A.  600. 

VI.  Cases  Which  "May  Be  Taken  Direct 
TO  THE  Supreme  Court  "  ( p.  622 ) 

In  general. — A  direct  writ  of  error  frcxn 
the  federal  Supreme  Court  to  a  district 
court,  would  not  lie  in  a  suit  brought  con- 
formably to  the  Lever  Act  of  August  10, 
1917,  §  10,  (see  1918  Supp.  p.  185)  by  a 
person  dissatisfied  with  the  President's 
award    of    compensation    for    war    supplies 
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requisitioned  by  him  under  that  section. 
U.  S,  V.  Pfitsch,  (1921)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41 
8.  Ct.  569,  66  U.  6.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein  the 
eourt  said: 

**  The  preliminary  question  arises  whether 
this  court  has  jurisdiction  on  direct  writ  of 
error.  The  answer  to  be  given  to  it  depends 
upon  the  nature  of  the  jurisdiction  conferred 
upon  the  district  court  by  §  10  of  the  Lever 
Act.  If  the  jurisdiction  is  to  be  exercised 
in  the  manner  provided  by  f  24,  Par.  20, 
of  the  Judicial  CJode,  which  confers  upon 
the  district  court  jurisdiction  concurrent 
with  the  court  of  claims,  a  direct  writ  of 
error  lies  to  this  court.  J.  Homer  Fritch  v. 
United  States,  248  U.  S.  458,  63  L.  ed.  359, 
39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  158.  If,  however,  the  juris- 
diction is  the  ordinary  jurisdicti<m  of  the 
district  court,  the  writ  of  error  should  have 
gone,  in  the  first  instance,  to  the  circuit 
court  of  appeals  under  §  128  of  the  Judicial 
Code.'*  It  was  held  that  the  language  of  this 
section  showed  that  the  jurisdiction  granted 
is  the  ordinary  jurisdiction. 

Keview  of  a  question  of  jurisdiction. — 
Where  the  question  is  as  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  district  court  as  a  federal  court  it 
should  go  by  writ  of  error  to  the  Supreme 
Court.  The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has  no 
jurisdiction.  Perrett  v.  Clara  Kimball 
Young  Film  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
^9  Fed.  613. 

The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has  no  juris- 
diction to  review  a  decree  of  the  district 
court  dismissing  a  bill  for  want  of  juris- 
diction, as  imder  section  238  the  question 
of  jurisdiction  of  the  district  must  be  certi- 
fied by  that  court  to  the  Supreme  Court. 
Cleveland  Cliffs  Iron  Co.  v.  Kinney,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  888. 

If  the  jurisdiction  of  the  district  court 
as  a  federal  court  is  the  sole  question  in- 
volved, an  appeal  lies  only  to  the  Supreme 
Court  under  the  very  terms  of  section  238 
of  the  Judicial  Code.  However,  where 
another  question  than  that  of  jurisdiction 
arises,  although  the  question  of  jurisdiction 
is  also  presented,  an  appeal  is  properly 
taken  to  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals.  Con- 
solidated Textile  Corp.  v,  Dickey,  (C.  C.  A. 
5th  Cir.   1921)    269  Fed.  942. 

Where  the  dismissal  of  a  petition  in  the 
state  court  was  not  based  solely  on  plaintiff's 
refusal  to  acknowledge  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  court  but  was  also  based  on  a  considera- 
tion of  the  merits  on  testimony  taken  by  the 
court  after  the  plaintiff's  refusal  to  proceed, 
the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has  jurisdiction 
of  an  appeal  from  the  district  court  as  the 
final  decree  does  not  involve  only  a  question 
of  jurisdiction.  Ohio  v.  Swift,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  141. 

Whether  a  person  is  an  indispensable  party 
is  a  question  of  general  jurisdiction,  appli- 
cable alike  to  state  and  federal  courts  and 
is  reviewable  by  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals. 
Consolidated  Textile  Corp.  v,  Dickey,  (C.  C. 
A  5th  Cir.  1921)  269  Fed.  942. 


Review  of  order  dismissing  habeas  corpus. 
—  To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  anno- 
tation, see  Granmier  v.  Fenton,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.    1920)    268  Fed.  943. 

Vol.  V,  p.  629,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  129. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  195.] 

V.  Injunction. 

4.  "  Refusing,    dissolving   or   refusing 
to  dissolve." 
VI.  Appointing  receiver. 
IX.  Time  of  Utking  appeal. 
X.  Stay. 

V.  Injunction 

4.  "  Reffuing,     Dissolving    or    Refusing     to 
Dissolve*'  (p.  634) 

Where  the  action  of  the  court  below  in 
refusing  to  grant  an  injunction  is  dependent 
on  controverted  facts  it  is  said  that  it  is  an 
extreme  case  that  justifies  departure  from 
the  rule  **  that  the  discretion  of  the  primary 
court  is  not  to  be  interfered  with.''  National 
Picture  Theatres  17.  Foundation  Film  Corp., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  208. 

VI.  Appointino  Receiveb  (p.  635) 

An  order  appointing  a  receiver  in  a  suit 
by  a  dissatisfied  stockholder  against  the 
corporate  officers  and  directors,  seeking 
accounting  and  satisfaction  for  pcbst  wrong- 
doing as  such  and  for  the  removal  of  such 
officers  and  directors  is  appealable.  Adler 
V.  Seaman,  \C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  828. 

IX.  Time  op  Taking  Appeal  (p.  637) 

Dismissal  of  bill  as  to  one  of  items. — i 
Where  in  the  prayer  of  the  bill  it  asks  that 
the  defendant  be  enjoined  from  using  the 
trade-marks  and  required  to  render  a  full 
and  complete  account  of  all  profits  derived 
from  the  use  thereof  and  of  profits  derived 
from  imfair  trade  and  competition  in  con- 
nection with  such  use,  and  in  connection  with 
the  use  of  labels,  wrappers,  etc.,  and  account 
for  and  pay  over  to  the  plaintiff"  all  of  the 
damage  caused  by  the  infringement  com- 
plained of  and  by  said  unfair  trade,  the 
different  trademarks  set  out  as  grounds  of 
complaint  in  the  bill  are  but  items  entering 
into  the  accounting  which  the  plaintiff  seeks 
and  a  decree  disposing  of  one  of  these  items 
is  not  a  final  disposition  of  the  controversy, 
and  an  appeal  therefrom  must  be  taken  with- 
in the  time  prescribed  in  this  section.  Gro- 
blewski  v.  John  Chmiell  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist 
Cir.  1919)   264  Fed.  325. 

X.  Stat   (p.  638) 

It  is  said  that  a  reading  of  the  equity 
rules,  the  pertinent  sections  of  the  Judicial 
Code,  and  the  decisions  of  the  federal  courts 
make  it  clear  that  the  granting  of  a  motion 
to  continue  an   injunction  in  force  pending 
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an  appeal  rests  in  the  sound  discretion  of 
the  court.  Corona  Coal  Co.  v.  Southern  R. 
Co.,    (N.  D.  Ala.   1»20)    2©6  Fed.   726. 

Vol.  V,  p.  643,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  132. 

[First  ed.,  1912  wSupp.,  p.  196.] 

The  right  of  appeal  in  a  habeas  corpus 
proceeding  is  absolute  in  case  a  petition  for 
appeal,  assignments  of  error  and  a  suitable 
bond  are  presented  and  filed  within  the  time 
allowed  by  law.  In  re  Graves,  (C.  C.  A. 
1st  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  181. 

Vol.  V,  p.  650,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  145, 

par.    first.      [First    ed.,     1912 
Supp.,  p.  200.] 

IL  Jurisdiction. 
1.  Scope. 

6.  Claims  founded  upon  contract. 

7.  Claims  sounding  in  tort. 

8.  War   claims. 

II.  Jurisdiction 

1.  Scope  (p.  651) 

Concurrent  jurisdiction  of  court  of  claimi 
and  district  courts. —  In  every  cause  of  which 
the  Court  of  Claims  has  jurisdiction  the  Dis- 
trict Courts  have  a  like  jurisdiction,  limited 
only  in  respect  to  the  sum  involved  or  in 
controversy,  and,  of  course,  the  amount  of 
the  judgment  which  can  be  rendered.  Sochis 
V.  U.  S.,   (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  266  Fed.  446. 

6.  Claims  Founded  upon  Contract  (p.  655) 
Jurisdiction  to  review  decision  as  to  liqui- 
dated damages. —  Where  a  contract  contains 
a  clause  for  liquidated  damages  for  delays 
caused  by  the  contractor  and  the  right  to 
finally  determine  the  cause  and  extent  of 
such  delays  is  given  to  the  chief  engineer, 
there  being  no  bad  faith  on  the  part  of  such 
officer,  or  error  so  gross  as  to  necessarily 
imply  bad  faith,  the  court  has  no  jurisdic- 
tion to  review  the  decision  of  such  officer, 
whether  the  United  States  did  or  did  not 
suffer  actual  damages  by  reason  of  such 
delays.  Pelton  Water  Wheel  Co.  v.  U.  fi., 
(1919)  $5  Ct.  a.  31. 

7.  CUUma  Sounding  in  Tort  (p.  657) 

To  the  same  efTeet  as  the  original  anno- 
tation, see  Keokuk,  etc..  Bridge  Co.  v.  U.  S., 
(192Q)   55  Ct.  CI.  480. 

Payments  made  by  steamship  company  to 
federal  officials  under  duress. — A  claim 
against  the  United  States  which  rests  upon 
payments  for  maintenance  and  medical  care 
of  alien  inunigrants,  alleged  to  have  been 
made  by  a  steamship  company  under  duress 
because  of  wrongful  and  tortious  acts  of 
federal  officials,  without  authority  of  law,  in 
coercing  the  claimant  to  pay  the  sums  de- 
manded, is  not  justifiable  in  the  court  of 
claims    under    this    section,    being    a    claim 


Hounding  in  tort,  within  the  exception  made 
by  that  section.  U.  S.  v.  Holland-American 
Line,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  148,  41  S.  Ct.  74, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (1918)  63 
Ct.  CL  522. 

8.  War  Claims  (p.  658) 
Suits  to  recover  for  property  taken  for 
war  purposes. —  When  in  the  different  war 
measures  enacted  by  Congress  power  was 
conferred  to  take  possession  of  the  property 
of  individual  citizens  for  public  purposes, 
and  the  right  to  institute  proceedings  against 
the  United  States  for  compensation  for  the 
property  taken  was  also  given,  C6ngre68 
thereby  gave  its  consent  to  such  proceedings 
being  instituted  in  those  tribunals  which 
Congress  had  already  provided  for  the  pur- 
pose, and  had  intrusteid  with  power  to  de- 
termine the  rights  of  the  claimanta  and  of 
the  United  States.  This  meant  that  pro- 
ceedings might  be  instituted  in  the  Court 
of  Claims,  and  also  that  they  might  be  in- 
stituted in  any  IHstrict  Court  of  the  United 
States,  provided  the  sum  involved  did  not 
exceed  the  limitation  above  named.  Sochis 
r.  U.  S.,   (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)    266  Fed.  446. 

Vol.  V,  p.  672,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  159. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  204.] 
Necessity  of  proof  of  plaintiff's  allegiance^ 
— Where  the  loyalty  of  a  plaintiff  has  been 
alleged  in  a  petition  as  required  by  this  sec- 
tion, and  it  comes  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
court  that  there  is  doubt  as  to  whether  plain- 
tiff has  always  borne  true  allegiance  to  the 
government  of  the  United  States,  the  court 
will  not  hear  the  ca^e  upon  its  merits  un- 
til the  question  of  plaintiff's  loyaltv  has 
been  settled.  Vogelste'in  v,  U.  S.,  (1920)  55 
Ct.  CI.  400. 

Vol.  V,  p.  673,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  162. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  205.] 
Ownership  at  time  of  seixure. —  One  who 
purchased  in  1865  cotton  which  had  pre- 
viously been  sold  to  the  Confederate  States 
under  a  sale  treated  by  the  seller  as  rescinded 
before  delivery,  and  who,  after  a  seizure  of 
the  cotton  by  the  federal  Treasury  agents, 
agreed  with  her  vendor  that  the  sale  should 
be  rescinded  because  of  his  prior  transactions 
in  connection  with  the  cotton,  was  not  the 
owner  at  the  time  of  the  seizure,  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section.  Mangan  r.  U.  S., 
(1921)  254  U.  S.  494,  41  S.  Ct.  157.  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1919)  54  Ct.  CI. 
207. 

Vol.  V,  p.  678,  Jud.  Code,  seo.  175. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  207.] 
Allowance  of  motion  for  new  trial  as  dis- 
cretionary.—  In  Missouri  Pac.  R.  Co.  v.  U.  S., 
(1920)  55  Ct.  CI.  485,  the  court  said  regard- 
ing motions  for  new  trials  under   this  sec- 
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tion :  *'  Without  going  into  an  extended 
discussion  of  the  relative  rights  of  the  parties 
under  a  motion  for  a  new  trial  under  section 
175  of  the  Judicial  Code  we  believe  the 
allowance  or  refusal  of  such  a  motion  rests 
in  the  sound  discretion  of  the  court,  and  in 
reaching  its  conclusion  the  court  is  entitled 
to  consider  the  record  presented  in  support 
thereof." 

Nature  of  motion. — ^The  motion  contem- 
plated by  this  section  is  largely  analogous 
to  a  bill  in  the  nature  of  a  bill  of  review 
in  equity  to  set  aside  a  former  decree,  or  a 
bill  impeaching  a  decree  for  fraud.  Electric 
Boat  Co.  V.  U.  S.,   (1920)   65  Ct.  Q.  497. 

Ground  for  new  tziaL — Where  the  record 
in  a  former  trial  between  the  same  parties, 
upon  which  a  motion  for  a  new  trial  under 
this  section  is  based,  does  not  show  that 
fraud,  wrong,  or  injustice  has  been  done 
the  United  States,  the  burden  of  proving 
which  is  upon  the  defendants,  the  court  will 
not  grant  a  new  trial.  Missouri  Pac.  K  Co. 
C.  U.  8.,   (1920)  55  Ct.  a.  485. 

Newly  discovered  evidence. —  To  same  effect 
as  original  annotation,  see  Electric  Boat  Co. 
V.  U.  S.,  (1920)  55  a.  CI.  497,  wherein  it 
was  held  that  where  facts  materiallv  affect- 
ing  the  issues  in  a  case  were  unknown  to 
the  Attorney  General  or  his  assistant  in 
charge  at  the  trial  thereof,  it  is  good  ground 
for  the  allowance  of  a  motion  to  take  testi- 
mony as  to  such  facts  under  the  rules  of 
the  court  allowing  new  trials  for  after- 
discovered    evidence. 

Correction  of  findingi  of  fact. — Where 
there  are  facts  in  the  record  which  would 
vitally  alter  the  finding?  of  fact  and  which 
have  not  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
court  either  in  oral  argument  or  by  re- 
quests for  findings  at  the  trial  thereof,  the* 
court  will  of  its  motion,  upon  the  discovery 
of  such  facts,  make  the  proper  correction  of 
its  findings  of  fact.  Electric  Boat  Co.  c. 
U.  a,   (1920)   55  Ct.  CI.  497. 

Vol.  V,  p.  708,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  233. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  229.] 

II.  State  a  party. 

4.  State  against  state. 
IV.  Procedure. 

II.  State  a  Pabtt 

4.  State  Against  State  (p.  710) 

Pollution  of  waters  of  New  York  bay. — 
The  state  of  New  York  can  maintain  an 
original  suit  in  the  federal  Supreme  Court 
to  enjoin  the  state  of  New  Jersey  and  its 
sewerage  commiesioners  from  discharging  a 
large  volume  of  sewage  into  the  waters  of 
upper  New  York  bay,  which,  it  is  alleged, 
will  cause  such  pollution  of  the  waters  of 
New  York  bay  as  to  amount  to  a  public 
nuisance  which  will  result  in  grave  injury 
to  the  health,  property,  and  commercial  wel- 
fare of  the  people  of  the  state  and  city  of 
New  York.  •  New  York  v.  New  Jersey,  (1921) 


•JoO  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  492,  eS  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  wherein  it  was  further  held  that  the 
federal  government  having  properly  inter- 
vened in  the  suit,  it  was  within  the  author- 
ity of  the  Attorney  General  to  agree  that  the 
United  States  should  retire  from  the  case 
upon  terms  stated  in  a  stipulation  on  be- 
half  of  the  state  of  New  Jersey,  which  were 
plainly  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Wax, 
who  afterward  embodied  them  in  a  construc- 
tion permit  issued  to  the  sewerage  com- 
sioners. 

IV.  Procedure   (p.  716) 

Restoring  suit  to  docket  for  supplemental 
proof. —  In  North  Dakota  t*.  Minnesota, 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  533  mem., 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  the  original  suit  was 
restored  to  the  docket  to  afford  an  oppor- 
tunity for  the  taking  of  supplemental  proot 
deemed  necessary  to  an  adequate  considera- 
tion and  disposition  of  the  cause. 

Vol.  V,  p.  717,  Jud.  Code,  seo.  234. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  230.] 

I.  Prohibition. 

4.  Limitation  on  right  to  issue. 
II.  Mandamus. 

1.  Power  to  issue. 

I.    pROHIRITIOir 

4.  Limitation  on  Right  to  Issue   (p.  71^) 

Generally. — ^A  writ  of  prohibition  to  pre- 
vent a  lower  court  from  wrongfully  assum- 
ing jurisdiction  of  a  party,  of  a  cause,  or 
of  some  collateral  matter  arising  therein, 
will  ordinarily  be  granted  to  one  who  at 
the  outset  objected  to  the  jurisdiction,  has 
preserved  his  rights  by  appropriate  pro- 
cedure, and  has  no  other  remedy,  but  if  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  lower  court  is  doubtful, 
or  depends  upon  a  finding  of  fact  made  upon 
evidence  which  is  not  in  the  record,  or  if 
the  complaining  party  has  an  adequate 
remedy  by  appeal  or  otherwise,  the  writ  will 
ordinarily  be  denied.  E(d  p.  Chicago,  etc.,  R. 
Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  273,  41  S.  Ct.  288,  65 
U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

In  admiralty  caiea  a  writ  of  prohibition 
goes  as  a  matter  of  right  only  where  the  ab- 
sence of  jurisdiction  is  plain.  Where  the 
jurisdiction  is  debatable,  the  granting  or  re- 
fusal is  discretionary.  In  re  Hussein  Lutfl 
Bey,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  609,  66 
U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

Prohibition  or  mandamus  will  not  issue 
to  prevent  a  federal  district  court  from 
exercising  further  jurisdiction,  and  to  com- 
pel it  to  undo  what  has  been  done,  in  a 
suit  in  admiralty  against  a  British  steam- 
ship privately  owned,  in  which  a  mere  sug- 
gestion, unsupported  by  proof,  was  presented 
on  behalf  of  the  British  Embassy  by  private 
counsel  appearing  as  amici  curise,  that  the 
vessel  libeled  was  in  the  public  service  and 
under  the  control  of  the  British  government 
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as  an  admiralty  transport,  where  the  suit 
is  still  in  the  interlocutory  stage,  and  the 
status  of  the  vessel  is  at  best  doubtful  and 
uncertain,  both  ae  matter  of  fact  and  in 
point  of  law.    Ew  p.  Muir,  (1921)  254  U.  6. 

522,  41  S.  Ot.  185,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
wherein  the  court  said: 

"The  power  of  this  court,  under  §  234 
of  the  Judicial  Code,  to  issue  writs  of  pro- 
hibition to  the  district  courts,  when  proceed- 
ing as  courts  of  admiralty,  to  prevent  an 
unlawful  assumption  or  exercise  of  juris- 
diction, is  not  debatable.  But  this  power, 
like  others,  is  to  be  exerted  in  accordance 
with  principles  which  are  well  settled.  In 
some  instances,  as  where  the  absence  of 
jurisdiction  is  plain,  the  writ  goes  as  a  mat- 
ter of  right.  E(ff  parte  Phenix  Ins.  Co.,  118 
U.  8.,  610,  626,  30  L.  ed.  274,  280,  7  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  215;  Ex  parte  Indiana  Transp.  Co., 
244  U.  S.  456,  61  L.  ed.  1253,  37  Sup.  Ot. 
Rep.  717.  In  others,  as  where  the  exist- 
ence or  absence  oif  jurisdiction  is  in  doubt, 
the  granting  or  refusal  of  the  writ  is  dis- 
cretionary. Re  Cooper,  143  U.  S.  472,  486, 
36  L.  ed.  232,  12  Sup.  Ot.  Rep.  453;  Re 
New   York   &   P.   R.    S.   S.    Co.,    155   U.    S. 

523,  531,  39  L.  ed.  246,  249,  15  Sup.  Ct 
Rep.  183;  Re  Alix,  166  U.  S.  136,  41  L.  ed. 
948,  17  Sup.  Ot.  Rep.  522.  And  see  Ew  parte 
Gordon,  104  U.  S.  515,  518,  519,  26  L.  ed. 
814,  815;  The  Charkieh,  L.  R.  8  Q.  B.  197, 
42  L.  J.  Q.  B.  N.  S.  75,  28  L.  T.  N.  S.  190, 
21  Week.  Rep.  43^7. 

"Here  the  most  that  can  be  said  against 
the  IMstrict  Court's  jurisdiction  is  that  it 
is  in  doubt;  and  in  other  respects  the  situa- 
tion is  such  that  we  deem  it  a  proper  exer- 
cise of  discretion  to  refuse  the  writ.  Noth- 
ing need  be  added  to  show  that  the  request 
for  a  writ  of  mandamus  is  on  no  better  foot- 
ing. Re  Morrison,  147  U.  8.  14,  26,  37  L.  ed. 
60,  65,  13  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  246;  Re  Oklahoma, 
220  U.  S.  191,  209,  55  L.  ed.  431,  435,  31 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  426;  Ew  parte  Roe,  234  U.  S. 
70,  58  L.  ed.  1217,  34  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  722." 

To  prevent  assnming  jurisdiction  of  non- 
resident corporation. — ^Neither  prohibition  nor 
mandamus  will  be  granted  by  the  federal  Su- 
preme Court  to  prevent  a  district  court  from 
assuming  jurisdiction  of  the  person  of  a  non- 
resident corporation  against  which  a  per- 
sonal liability  is  asserted  in  a  cross  bill  filed 
in  a  suit  for  the  appointment  of  a  receiver 
of  another  corporation  in  default  on  its 
bonds,  after  the  nonresident  corporation  ap- 
peared before  a  special  master  for  the  pur- 
pose of  protecting  its  interest  in  such  bonds, 
where  the  most  that  can  be  said  against  the 
district  court's  jurisdiction  is  that  it  is  in 
doubt,  the  return  reciting  that  the  order 
which  declared '  that  such  nonresident  corpo- 
ration became  a  party  rests  upon  evidence 
which  has  not  been  embodied  in  the  record, 
and  the  district  court  obviously  having 
jurisdiction  to  determine  in  the  first  instance 
whether  such  corporation  had  entered  a  gen- 
eral appearance,  and  to  determine  wheUier 


the  relief  sought  in  the  cross  bill  was  in  its 
nature  germane  to  the  proceedings  thereto- 
fore instituted  in  the  suit,  so  that  the  rights 
asserted  in  the  cross  bill  could  be  properly 
litigated  in  that  suit,  and  to  determine 
whether  the  fact  that  such  earlier  proceed- 
ing had  been  instituted  on  behalf  of  such 
corporation,  and  that  it  had  actively  par- 
ticipated in  the  conduct  thereof,  and  to  that 
end  had  entered  a  general  appearance,  made 
it  subject  to  further  proceedings  thereon  by 
way  of  cross  bill  as  fully  as  if  the  earlier 
action  had  been  taken  in  its  name  as  well 
as  on  its  behalf.  Ew  p.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  27»3,  41  8.  Ct.  288,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Objection  to  lurisdiction  one  that  conld 
have  been  raised  by  appeal. —  The  fact  that 
the  objection  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court 
below  might  be  raised  by  appeal  from  the 
final  decree  is  not,  in  all  cases,  a  valid  objec- 
tion to  the  issuance  of  a  writ  of  prohibition 
by  the  federal  Supreme  Court  at  the  outset, 
where  a  court  of  admiralty  assumes  to  take 
cognizance  of  matters  over  which  it  has  no 
lawful  jurisdiction.  Matter  of  New  York, 
(1921)  256  U.  8.  — ,  41  8.  Ct  588,  65 
U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

II.  MAimAMTTS 

1.  Power  to  laaue  (p.  721) 
Suita  in  admiralty. —  Mandamus  will  not 
issue  to  prevent  a  federal  District  Court  from 
exercising  further  jurisdiction,  and  to  com- 
pel it  to  undo  what  has  been  done  in  a 
suit  in  admiralty  in  which  the  question  of 
the  jurisdiction  of  that  court  is  an  open 
one  and  of  uncertain  solution.  In  re  Hussein 
Lutfi  Bey,  (1921)  256  U.  8.  — ,  41  S.  Ct. 
609,  66  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

To  prevent  exercise  of  doubtful  jariadic- 
tion. — ^Neither  prohibition  nor  mandamus  will 
be  granted  by  the  federal  Supreme  Court  to 
prevent  a  district  court  from  assuming  juris- 
diction of  the  person  of  a  nonresident  cor- 
poration against  which  a  personal  liability 
is  asserted  in  a  cross  bill  filed  in  a  suit  for 
the  appointment  of  a  receiver  of  another 
corporation  in  default  on  its  bonds,  after 
the  nonresident  corporation  appeared  before 
a  special  master  for  the  purpose  of  protect- 
ing its  interest  in  such  bonds,  where  the 
most  that  can  be  said  against  the  district 
court's  jurisdiction  is  that  it  is  in  doubt, 
the  return  reciting  that  the  order  which  de- 
clared that  such  nonresident  corporation 
became  a  party  rests  upon  evidence  which 
has  not  been  embodied  in  the  record,  and 
the  district  court  obviously  having  jurisdic- 
tion to  determine  in  the  first  instance 
whether  such  corporation  had  entered  a  gen- 
eral appearance,  and  to  determine  whether 
the  relief  sought  in  the  cross  bill  was  in  its 
nature  germane  to  the  proceedings  thereto- 
fore instituted  in  the  suit,  so  that  the  rights 
asserted  in  the  cross  bill  could  be  properly 
litigated    in    that   suit,    and    to .  determine 
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whether  the  fact  that  such  earlier  proceed- 
ing had  been  instituted  on  behalf  of  such 
corporation,  and  that  it  had  actively  par- 
ticipated in  the  conduct  thereof,  and  to  that 
end  had  entered  a  general  appearance,  made 
it  subject  to  further  proceedings  thereon  by 
way  of  cross  bill  as  fully  as  if  the  earlier 
action  had  been  taken  in  its  name  as  well 
as  on  its  behalf.  Ew  p,  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(1921)  255  U.  S.  273,  41  S.  Ct.  288,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

VoL  V,  p.  723,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  237. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  230.] 

n.  General   confliderations   affecting  re- 
view   of    judgments    of    state 
courts. 
7.  State    practice    as    determining 
whether    federal    question    is 
raised. 
V.  "Hiffhest  court  of  a  state.*' 
VI.  Questions     reviewable    by     Supreme 
Court. 

1.  Federal  questions. 

b.  Nonfederal  question  in  case 
in  addition  to  federal  ques- 
tion. 

e.  Fictitious,  f rivoloi^,  or  moot 
federal  question. 

2.  Questions  of  fact. 

9.  Local  and  general  law. 
4.  State  procedure. 
XVIII.  Pendency  of  case  in  Supreme  Court  as 
affecting  action  of  state  court. 
XIX.  Beview  on  writ  of  certiorari. 

Construction  of  this  section  aa  amended, 
see  wfra,  p.  642. 

II.  Geiteral  CozrsiDEBATioNS  Atfectino  Bk- 

YDEW  OF  JlTDOlCENTS  OF  StATE  CoUBTS 

7.   Btate  Praatice  aa  Determming  Whether 
Federal  Queeiion  ie  Raised  (p.  727) 

There  being  no  pretense  that  the  higheat 
state  court  adopted  its  view  of  a  non-federal 
question  in  order  to  evade  an  issue  under 
the  Federal  Constitution,  and  the  case  hav- 
ing been  decided'  upon  grounds  that  have  no 
relation  to  any  federal  question,  the  federal 
Supreme  Court  accepts  the  decision  of  the 
state  oourt,  whether  right  or  wrong.  Nickel 
V.  Cole,  (1921)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  467, 
65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

V.  "Highest  Coukt  of  a  State"  (p.  730) 

'*  Highest  •*  court  —  In  general. —  To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
Duart  V.  Simmons,  (1920)  236  Mass.  225, 
128  N.  E.  32. 

VI.  QaisBTLOTxa    Bjeviewable    bt    Sufbeio: 

Court 

1.  Federal  Questions 

b.  Non-federal  Question  in  Case  in  Addition 
to  Federal  Question  (p.  733) 

The  general  rule. — ^A  decision  of  the  high- 
est court  of  a  atate  which  rests  upon  grounds 


independent  of  the  only  federal  question  in- 
volved that  would  serve  as  the  basis  of  a 
writ  of  error  from  the  Federal  Supreme 
Court,  and  which  appeared  to  the  state  court 
to  preclude  any  recovery,  is  not  reviewable 
in  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  on  writ  of 
error,  where  such  independent  grounds  are 
broad  enough  to  sustain  the  judgment,  and, 
if  not  well  taken,  are  not  without  substan- 
tial support,  and,  while  possibly  involving 
federal  questions,  are  not  such  as,  since  the 
act  of  September  6^  1916,  (see  1918  Supp. 
p.  411)  will  support  such  a  writ  of  error. 
Minneapolis,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Washburn  Lignite 
Coal  Co.,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  370,  41  S.  Ct. 
140,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  dismissing  writ  of 
error  to  review  (1918)  40  N.  D.  69,  168 
N.  W.  684,  12  A.  L.  R.  744. 

c.    Fictitious,    Frivolous,    or   Moot   Federal 
Question   (p.  737) 

A  writ  of  error  from  the  federal  Supreme 
Court  to  a  state  court  must  be  dismissed 
where  the  federal  question  involved  had,  when 
the  writ  was  sued  out,  become  too  unsub- 
stantial to  support  the  federal  jurisdiction 
of  the  federal  Supreme  Court.  Miller  v.  Sac- 
ramento, etc..  Drainage  Dist.,  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  129,  41  S.  Ct.  404,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  dismissing  writ  of  error  to  review  (1920) 
182  Cal.  252,  1^  Pac  1041,  and  denying  writ 
of  certiorari. 

The  federal  Supreme  Couri>  will  dismiss  a 
writ  of  error  to  a  state  court  where  the 
proposition  upon  which  alone  jurisdiction  to 
entertain  the  writ  can  be  based  is  eo  wanting 
in  foundation  as  to  be  frivolous.  Quong  Ham 
Wah  Co.  17.  Industrial  Ace.  Commission, 
(1921)  255  U.  S.  445,  41  S.  Ct.  373,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  dismissing  writ  of  error  to  re- 
view (1920  Cal.)  192  Pac  1021,  12  A.  L.  R. 
1190. 

2.  Questions  of  Fact  (p.  739) 
In  generaL — The  omission  of  the  state 
courts  below  to  pass  upon  certain  evidence 
or  make  findings  of  fact  tiiereon,  doubtless 
because,  under  their  respective  views  of  the 
applicable  law,  tiie  facts  referred  to  were 
immaterial,  does  not  relieve  the  federal  Su- 
preme Court,  on  writ  of  error,  of  the  duty 
of  examining  the  evidence  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  what  facts  reasonably  might  be 
and  presumably  would  be  foimd  therefrom 
by  the  state  court  if  plaintiff  in  error's  con- 
tention upon  the  question  of  federal  law 
should  be  sustained,  and  the  facts  thereby 
shown  to  be  material.  Merchants'  Nat.  Bank 
V.  Richm<md,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct 
619,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

3.  Looal  and  General  Law  (p.  742) 

Rule  stated. —  To.  the  same  effect  as  the 
first  paragraph  of  original  annotation,  see 
Hartford  L.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Blincoe,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  129,  41  S.  Ct.  276,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  affirmmg  (1919)  279  Mo.  3>16,  214  8.  W. 
207,  12  A.  L.  B.  758. 


606 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


Jud.  Code,  §  as8. 


Construction  of  local  statute. —  The  con- 
atruction  of  a  state  statute  by  the  highest 
court  of  that  state  must  be  accepted  by  the 
federal  Supreme  Court  when  testing  the  va- 
lidity of  the  statute  under  the  Federal  Con- 
stitution, on  writ  of  error  to  the  state  court. 
Quong  Ham  Wah  Co.  v.  Industrial  Ace.  Com- 
mission, (1921)  265  U.  S.  445,  41  S.  Ct.  373, 
66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  dismissing  writ  of  error 
to  review  (1»2Q  Cal.)  192  Pac.  1021,  12 
A.  L.  R.  1190. 

Decree  of  foreclosure  of  railroad  mortgage 
as  binding  state. —  The  ruling  of  the  highest 
court  of  a  state  in  a  revisory  proceeding, 
that  the  state  is  not  bound  by  a  decree  of 
foreclosure  of  a  railroad  mortgage  in  a  suit 
to  which  the  state  voluntarily  makes  itself 
a  party,  is  iipon  a  local  question  with  which 
the  federal  Supreme  Court  has  no  concern. 
Bullock  V.  Florida,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  513,  41 
S.  Ct.  193,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affinniohg 
on  other  groimds  (1919)  78  Fla.  321,  82 
So.  866,  8  A.  L.  R.  232. 

State  long-and-short-haul  statute. —  The 
objection,  in  an  action  by  a  shipper  against 
a  carrier  for  overcharges,  brought  under  a 
state  long-and-short-haul  statute,  that  the 
shipper  did  not  pay  freight  charges,  and 
therefore  was  not  damaged,  raises  no  sub- 
stantial federal  question,  but  a  question  of 
state  law,  which  the  federal  Supreme  Court 
has  no  jurisdiction  to  review  on  writ  of  error 
to  a  state  court.  Missouri  Pac.  R.  Co.  v.  Mc- 
Grew  Coal  Co.,  (1921)  266  U.  S.  134,  41  S. 
Ct.  404,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(1920)  280  Mo.  466,  217  S.  W.  984,  13  A.  L. 
R.  283. 

Taxation. —  A  state  having  power  to  im* 
pose  an  inheritance  tax,  the  question  whether 
or  not  a  certain  interest  under  the  circum- 
stances was  correctly  subjected  to  the  tax 
is  a  purely  state  question,  not  reviewable  by 
the  federal  Supreme  Court  on  writ  of  error 
to  a  state  court.  Nickel  t?.  Cole,  (1921)  266 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  467,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

4.  State  Procedure  (p.  747 > 
Federal  question  first  raised  at  rehearing. 
— A  federal  question  first  raised  by  a  peti- 
tion to  the  highest  court  of  the  state  for 
a  rehearing,  which  that  court  overruled  with- 
out more,  will  not  support  a  writ  of  error 
from  the  federal  Supreme  Court.  Wall  t?. 
Chesapeake,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1921)  256  U.  S. 
125,  41  S.  Ct.  402,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
dismissing  writ  of  error  to  review  (1919)  290 
111.  227,  125  N.  E.  20. 

Costs  for  vexatious  appeal. —  The  proper 
construction  of  a  state  statute  providing  for 
the  recovery  of  damages  and  attorneys'  fees 
for  vexatious  refusal  to  pay  a  loss  under  a 
policy  of  insurance  is  for  the  state  courts  to 
determine;  and  their  conclusion  is  not  open 
to  review  in  the  federal  Supreme  Court,  al- 
though the  latter  court  may  consider  the 
application  of  the  statute  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  to  be  rather  hard.  Hart- 
ford L.  Ins.  Co.  f.  Blincoe,  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
129,  41   S.   a.  276,   66   U.   S.    (L.   ed.)    — , 


affirming    (1919)    279  Mo.    316,   214   S.    W. 
207,  12  A.  L.  R.  758. 

XVIII.  Penmsncy  of  Cabe  nr  Supbemb 
CoxTBT  AS  Affecting  Action  of  State 
Court  (p.  793) 

Writ  of  error  as  not  vacating  judgment  of 
state  courts —  The  removal  of  a  case  by  writ 
of  error  from  a  state  court  to  the  federal 
Supreme  Court  does  not  vacate  the  judgment 
of  the  state  court.  It  ccmtinues  in  force 
until  reversed.  Duart  v.  Simmons,  (1920) 
236  Mass.  225,  128  N.  E.  32. 

XIX.  Review  on  Writ  of  Certiorabi 

(p.  794) 
Recovery  of  additional  freight  charges. — 
Whether  a  carrier  is  entitled  to  recover  from 
the  consignee  of  an  interstate  shipment,  as 
a  matter  of  law,  under  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Acts,  the  difference  between  the  freight 
rates  charged  and  collected  and  the  larger 
amount  due  under  the  applicable  published 
rates,  is  a  question  which  the  federal  Su- 
preme Court  can  review  by  certiorari  to  a 
state  court;  not  by  writ  of  error.  New  York 
Cent.,  etc.,  R.  Co.  r.  York,  etc.,  Co.,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  509,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  reversing  in  part  and  affirming  in  part 
(1918)   230  Mass.  206,  119  K  E.  856. 

Vol.  V,  p.  794,  Jud.  Code,  seo.  238. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  231.] 

I.  Scope  of  statute  and  general  matters. 
3.  Porto  Rico. 

5.  Habeas  corpus. 

8.  Frivolous  grounds  and  moot  ques- 

tions. 

III.  Final  judgment. 

IV.  "Jurisdiction  of  court  in  issue." 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Separate  appeals  and  right  of  elec- 

tion between  Supreme  Court 
and  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals. 

a.  General    consideration    of   sub- 

ject. 

b.  Jurisdiction    sole    question    in 

issue. 

6.  When  jurisdiction  is  in  issue. 

9.  Scope  of  review. 

c.  Questions  of  fact  and  findings. 
V.  **  Final   sentences   and  decrees    in   prize 

cases." 
VI.  Constitutional  questions  in  issue. 

1.  "  Construction     or     application     of 

Constitution      of     United 
States  "  involved, 
b.  Illustrations. 

2.  '*  Constitutionality   of   any   law   of 

United  States  drawn  in  ques- 
tion." 
a.  In  general. 

3.  ''Constitution     or     law     of     state 

claimed  to  be  in  contravention 
of     Constitution    of     United 
States." 
a.  In  generaL 
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4.  £zcluBivene88  of  jurisdiction  of  Su- 
preme Court. 
7.  Scope  of  review. 

L  Scope  of  Statute  and  General  Matters 

3.  Porto  Rico  (p.  7»7) 

Supervisory  jurisdiction.— The  tran&fer  to 
the  appropriate  circuit  court  of  appeals  of 
a  part  of  the  then-existing  appellate  juris- 
diction of  the  federal  Supreme  Court  over  the 
United  States  district  court  for  Porto  Rico, 
which  is  made  by  the  Act  of  January  28, 
1915,  does  not  warrant  the  inference  that  the 
federal  Supreme  Court  may,  l]y  virtue  of  its 
general  jurisdiction  over  the  circuit  courts  of 
appeals,  review  a  final  decision  of  such  a 
court  properly  appealed  to  that  court  from 
the  Porto  Rico  court.  El  Banco  Popular, 
etc.  r.  Wilcox,  (1921)  266  U.  S.  72,  41  S.  Ct. 
312,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  disnUsaing  appeal 
to  review  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1918)  255  Fed. 
442,  166  C.  C.  A.  518. 

5.  Sabeas  Corpus  (p.  798) 

Habeas  corpus  is  a  civil  proceeding  review- 
able by  appeal  and  not  by  writ  of  error. 
In  re  Graves,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1920)  270 
Fed.  181. 


8.  Frivolous   Grounds   wnd  Moot    Questions 

(p.  79») 

Frivolous  grounds.— A  writ  of  error  will 
not  lie  from  the  federal  Supreme  Court  to  a 
state  court  in  a  case  in  which  the  only  ques- 
tion which  the  state  court  was  called  upon 
to  decide,  and  did  decide,  is  one  which  was 
no  longer  an  open  one  in  the  federal  Supreme 
Court,  the  ruling  of  the  latter  court  being 
the  basis  of  the  state  court's  decision.  Minne- 
apolis,  etc.,   R.    Co.   r.    C.    L.    Merrick   Co., 

(1920)  254  U.  S.  376,  41  S.  Ct.  142,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  dismissing  writ  of  error  to  re- 
view (1916)   35  N.  Dak.  331,  160  N.  W.  140. 

Moot  questions. —  A  judgment  below  in  fa- 
vor of  plaintiff  in  an  action  to  recover  the 
possession  of  real  property  which,  pending 
review  in  the  federal  Supreme  Court  on  writ 
of  error,  he  has  sold,  thus  causing  the  case 
to  become  moot,  will  be  reversed  and  the 
cause  remanded  for  the  dismissal  of  the  com- 
plaint. Heitmuller  r.  Stokes,  (1921)  2*56 
U.  S.  --,  41  S.  Ct.  522,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — 
{reversing  (1920)  49  App.  Cas.  (D.  C)  391, 
266  Fed.  1011),  wherein  it  was  further  held 
that  the  costs  incurred  upon  the  writ  of 
error  should  be  paid  by  the  plaintiff. 

The  federal  Supreme  Court,  though  unable 
to  consider  the  merits  of  a  case,  owing  to  the 
moot  character  of  the  issues  involved,  is  at 
liberty  to  make  such  order  as  is  consonant 
to  justice,  in  view  of  the  conditions  and  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.    Heitmuller  v.  Stokes, 

(1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  522,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (1920)  49  App.  Cas. 
(D.  C.)   391,  266  Fed.  1011. 


III.  Final  Judoment  (p.  800) 

Holding  process  to  be  nugatory. —  A  decree 
of  a  federal  district  court  in  a  suit  in  rem 
in  admiralty  against  a  ship,  which  decree, 
though  not  formally  dismissing  the  libel, 
holds  for  naught  the  process  under  which  the 
ship  was  arrested,  declares  that  the  ship  is 
not  subject  to  any  such  process,  and  directs 
her  release,  is  final  for  the  purpose  of  an 
appeal  to  the  federal  Supreme  Oourt.  The 
P^aro,  (19£1)  256  U.  S.  216,  41  S.  Ct.  308, 
65  U.  S.  (li.  ed.)  — . 

IV.  "  JuBiSDicnoN  or  Court  iw  Issue  " 

1.  In  General  (p.  801) 

The  question  of  the  jurisdiction  alone  of 
the  district  court  must  under  this  section  be 
certified  by  that  court  to  the  Supreme  Court 
and  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has  no 
jurisdiction.  Cleveland  Cliffs  Iron  Co.  t?. 
Kinney,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
888. 

Foreign  sovereignty  asserted  in  bar  of 
jurisdiction. —  Whether  or  not  a  ship  owned 
by  a  foreign  government,  and,  at  the  time 
of  arrest,  in  the  possession  of  such  govern- 
ment, is  subject  to  the  process  of  a  federal 
district  court,  sitting  as  a  court  of  admiralty, 
is  a  jurisdictional  question  in  the  sense  of 
the  provision  of  the  Judicial  Code,  f  238, 
for  an  appeal  or  writ  of  error  from  a  district 
court  directly  to  the  federal  Supreme  Court 
in  any  case  in  which  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
lower  court  may  be  in  issue.     The  Pesaro, 

(1021)  255  U.  S.  216,  41  S.  Ct.  308,  65  U.  S. 

(L.  ed.)  — .  See  to  the  same  effect  The 
Carlo  Poma  (1921)  255  U.  S.  219,  41  S.  Ct. 
309,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

2.  Separate  Appeals  and  Right  of  Election 
Between  Supreme  Court  and  Circuit  Court 
of  Appeals 

a.  General  Consideration  of  Subject  (p.  801) 

If  the  jurisdiction  of  the  District  Court 
as  a  federal  court  is  the  sole  question  in- 
volved, an  appeal  lies  only  to  the  Supreme 
Court  under  the  very  terms  of  this  section. 
However,  where  another  question  than  that 
of  jurisdiction  arises,  although  the  question 
of  jurisdiction  is  also  presented,  an  appeal 
is  properly  taken  to  the  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals.  Consolidated  Textile  Corp.  v, 
Dickey,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  269  Fed. 
942. 

b.  Jurisdiction  Sole  Question  in  Issue 

(p.  806) 

The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has  no  juris- 
diction to  review  a  judgment  of  the  District 
Court  convicting  a  person  of  murder  where 
the  only  question  presented  is  whether  the 
lower  court  has  jurisdiction  of  the  crime 
charged  and  over  the  person  of  the  defendant. 
Sol  Louie  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  295. 

WTiere  the  question  is  as  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  District  Court  as  a  federal  court  it 
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should  go  by  writ  of  error  to  the  Supreme 
Court.  The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has  no 
jurisdiction.  Perrett  v.  Clara  Kimball  Young 
Film  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1&20)  260  Fed. 
613. 

5.  When  Juriediction  Is  in  Issue    (p.  806) 

Objection  that  an  indictment  does  not 
charge  a  crime  against  the  United  States.— 
The  contention  that  a  District  Court  was 
without  jurisdiction  of  a  criminal  prosecu- 
tion for  the  murder  of  one  Indian  by  finother 
within  the  limits  of  an  Indian  reservation 
because,  before  the  time  of  the  alleged  crime, 
the  accused  had  been  declared  competent,  and 
the  land  on  which  the  crime  was  alleged  to 
have  been  committed  had  been  allott^  and 
deeded  to  him  in  fee  simple,  raises  a  ques- 
tion not  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court,  but 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  and 
hence  furnishes  no  basis  for  a  direct  writ  of 
error  from  the  Supreme  Court  to  the  District 
Court.  Louie  v,  U.  S.,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  648, 
41  S.  Ct.  188,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein 
the  curt  said:  "Since  defendant's  motions 
in  the  district  court  did  not  raise  a  question 
properly  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court,  but 
went  to  the  merits,  there  was  no  basis  for 
a  direct  writ  of  error  from  this  court.  Prono- 
vost  V.  United  States,  232  U.  S.  487,  58  L.  ed. 
696,  34  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  391.  He  properly 
sought  review  in  the  circuit  court  of  appeals. 
In  United  States  v.  Celestine,  216  U.  S.  278, 
54  L.  ed.  196,  30  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  93,  and  United 
States  t?.  Pelican,  232  U.  S.  442,  68  L.  ed. 
676,  34  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  396,  where  the  defense 
was  similar  to  that  presented  here,  and  in 
United  States  v,  Sutton  and  United  States 
V.  Soldana,  supra,  the  cases  came  to  this 
court  by  direct  writ  of  error  to  the  district 
court  under  the  Criminal  Appeals  Act  of 
March  2,  1907,  chap.  2664,  34  Stat,  at  L. 
1246,  6  Fed.  Stat.  Anno.  2d  ed.  p.  149.  Hal- 
lowell  V.  United  States,  221  U.  S.  317,  55 
L.  ed.  760,  31  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  687,  where  a 
similar  question  was  involv^,  came  here  on 
certificate.  In  Clairmont  v.  United  States, 
226  U.  S.  661,  654,  66  L.  ed.  1201,  1202,  32 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  787,  it  was  inadvertently  as* 
Bumed  without  discussion  that  the  question 
involved  was  one  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
district  court.*' 

Proper  service  of  process. — ^A  decree  of  a 
federal  District  Court  which  set  aside  the 
attempted  service  by  publication  upon  non- 
resident defendants  and  dismissed  the  bill 
upon  consideration  of  the  allegations  of  such 
bill,  which,  upon  application  of  general  prin- 
ciples, were  held  not  to  show  that  plaintiff 
had  any  such  lien  upon  or  interest  in  the 
assets  within  the  district  sought  to  be  reached 
as  authorized  him  to  invoke  the  procedure 
outlined  in  the  Judicial  Code,  §  57  (see  vol.  5, 
p.  626),  is  not  reviewable  in  the  federal 
Supreme  Court  as  presenting  a  question  of 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  District  Court  as  a 
federal  court.  De  Rees  v,  Costaguta,  (1920) 
264  U.  S.  166,  41  S.  Ct.  69,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 


— ,  wherein  the  court  said:  "The  appellees 
challenge  the  jurisdiction  of  this  court  to 
entertain  this  appeal  on  the  ground  that  the 
case  does  not  present  a  jurisdictional  issue 
properly  reviewable  by  this  court. 

''  Since  the  decision  of  Shepard  v.  Adams, 
168  U.  S.  618,  42  L.  ed.  602,  18  Sup.  Ct 
Rep.  214,  it  has  been  the  accepted  doctrine 
that  where  there  is  a  contention  that  no 
valid  service  of  process  has  been  made  upon 
the  defendant,  and  the  judgment  is  rendered 
without  jurisdiction  over  the  person,  such 
judgment  can  be  reviewed  by  direct  appeal 
to  this  coiurt.  This  principle  was  restated 
and  previous  cases  cited  as  late  as  6.  dt  C. 
Merriam  Co.  v.  Saalfield,  241  U.  S.  22,  26,  60 
L.  ed.  868,  871,  36  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  477. 

"  It  is  equally  well  settled  that  where  the 
question  of  jurisdiction  presented  and  de- 
cided turns  upon  questions  of  general  law, 
determinable  upon  principle  alike  applicable 
to  actions  brought  in  other  jurisdictions,  the 
jurisdiction  of-  the  court  as  a  Federal  court 
is  not  presented  in  such  wise  as  to  authorize 
the  jurisdictional  appeal  directly  to  this 
court;  and  the  question  must  be  decided  as 
other  questions  are,  by  the  usual  course  of 
appellate  procedure,  giving  review  in  the 
circuit  court  of  appeals.  Louisville  Trust 
Co.  V,  Knott,  191  XJ.  S.  226,  48  L.  ed.  159, 
24  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  119;  Bache  v.  Hunt,  193 
U.  S.  623,  48  L.  ed.  774,  24  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
647;  Fore  River  Shipbuilding  Co.  v,  Hagg, 
219  U.  S.  176,  55  L.  ed.  163^  31  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  186;  Scully  v.  Bird,  209  U.  S.  481,  485, 
62  L.  ed.  809,  901,  28  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  597; 
Bogart  V.  Southern  P.  Co.,  228  U.  S.  137,  67 
L.  ed.  768,  33  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  197. 

''  That  the  question  of  the  adequacy  of  the 
allegations  of  the  bill  to  justify  the  reli^ 
sought  does  not  present  a  jurisdictional  ques- 
tion was  held  in  Smith  v.  McKay,  161  U.  S. 
355,  40  L.  ed.  731,  16  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  490; 
Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  17.  Adams,  180  U.  S.  28, 
46  L.  ed.  410,  21  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  251;  Louis- 
ville &  N.  R,  Co.  t?.  Western  U.  Teleg.  Co., 
234  U.  S.  369,  372,  68  L.  ed.  1366,  1358,  34 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  810;  R.  J.  Darnell  f.  Illinois 
C.  R.  Co.,  226  U.  S.  243,  56  L.  ed.  1072,  32 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  760;  Public  Service  Co.  €- 
Corboy,  250  U.  S.  153,  162,  63  L.  ed.  905, 
909,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  440. 

"  The  opinion  of  the  court  below,  read  in 
connection  with  the  certificate,  shows  that 
it  was  held  that  the  contract  set  up  in  the 
bill  gave  no  lien  upon  or  right  in  rem  in 
the  assets  sought  to  be  reached  within  the 
district  The  question  was  presented,  the 
court,  in  the  exercise  of  jurisdiction,  after 
an  ezamination  of  the  contract  set  forth  in 
the  bill,  and  a  consideration  of  its  terms, 
determined  it  upon  principles  which  would 
have  been  equally  applicable  had  the  ques- 
tion been  presented  in  other  jurisdictions. 
Its  decision,  therefore,  did  not  involve  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  court  as  such, 
which,  it  is  settled,  is  required  in  order  to 
justify  a  direct  appeal  to  this  court 
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"  In  Chase  r.  Wctzlar,  22ri  V.  S.  79,  56  h. 
ed.  990.  32  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  659,  the  Act  of 
March  3,  1875,  now  S  57  of  the  Judicial 
Code,  was  involved,  and  there  was  an  attempt 
to  have  service  on  alien  defendants  by  pub- 
lication under  the  provisions  of  the  statute. 
The  issue  made  was  as  to  whether  there  was 
property  of  the  defendants  within  the  juris- 
diction of  the  court.  That  issue  was  held 
to  present  a  question  of  jurisdiction  properly 
reviewable  in  this  court  under  {  238.  In 
the  case  now  presented  no  question  is  made 
as  to  the  presence  of  property  in  the  dis* 
trict.  The  attempted  service  was  set  aside, 
and  the  bill  dismissed,  upon  consideration  of 
the  allegations  of  the  bill  which,  it  was  held, 
upon  application  of  general  principles,  did 
not  show  that  the  plaintiff  had  any  lien 
upon  or  interest  in  the  property  authorizing 
him  to  invoke  the  procedure  outlined  in  fi  57 
of  the  Judicial  Code. 

"As  to  the  contention  that  the  whole  case 
is  here  upon  a  constitutional  question  be- 
cause of  the  procedure  in  the  court  below, 
f  238  provides  that  when  a  case  comes  here 
upon  a  question  of  jurisdiction,  that  question 
alone  shall  be  certified.  Moreover,  we  find 
no  merit  in  the  alleged  deprivation  of  con- 
stitutional rights,  so  as  to  present  questions 
arising  under  the  Constitution." 

Validity  of  federal  farm  loan  bonds. — 
A  bill  filed  by  a  stockholder  to  enjoin  the 
corporation  from  inve$;ting  the  funds  of  such 
corporation  in  farm  loan  bonds  issued  under 
the  authority  of  the  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act 
of  July  17,  1916,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of 
January  18,  1918,  on  the  ground  that  these 
acts  were  beyond  the  constitutional  power  of 
Congress,  and  that  the  securities  issued  there- 
under were  consequently  of  no  validity,  sets 
forth  a  cause  of  action  arising  under  the 
Federal  Constitution  or  laws  of  which  a 
federal  District  Court  has  jurisdiction  under 
Judicial  Code,  §  24,  without  diversity  of  citi- 
zenship, and  from  the  decree  of  the  District 
Court  dismissing  the  bill  a  direct  appeal  lies 
to  the  federal  Stipreme  Court.  Smith  r. 
Kansas  City  Title,  etc.,  Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
ISO,  41  8.  Ot.  243,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

9.  Boope  of  Review 

c.  Questions  of  Fact  and  Findings   (p.  827) 

Svidence  not  in  record. — A  decree  of  a  fed- 
eral Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  will  be  af- 
firmed on  motion  where  the  case  turns  essen- 
tially on  questions  of  fact,  and  both  courts 
below,  on  a  review  of  the  evidence,  have 
found  the  facts  in  the  same  way,  and  the 
record  not  only  fails  clearly  to  disclose  error 
in  such  concurrent  findings,  but  does  not 
contain  all  the  evidence,  since,  under  these 
circumstances,  to  return  the  cause  for  oral 
argument  in  regular  course  would  result  in 
harmful  delay,  and  serve  no  useful  purpose. 
Bodkin  t?.  Edwards,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  221, 
41  S.  Ct.  268,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  205  Fed.  621. 
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V.  **  Final  Sentences  and  Decrees  in  Pbizb 
Cases"   (p.  828) 

Supplementary  decree  to  make  effective 
decree  involving  constitutional  point. — ^A  sup- 
plementary decree  of  a  federal  District  Court 
in  a  subordinate  proceeding  to  carry  into 
effect  a  decree  of  the  federal  Supreme  Court 
in  the  main  cause,  which  supplemental  decree 
brings  to  effective  conclusion,  if  not  vitiated 
by  error,  a  controversy  that  arose  out  of  a 
railway  company's  attack  on  constitutional 
grounds  upon  freight  rates  prescribed  by 
state  authority,  must  be  treated  as  involving 
a  federal  question,  so  as  to  justify,  under  the 
Judicial  Code,  {  238,  a  direct  appeal  to  the 
federal  Supreme  Court,  although  the  only 
question  imsnediately  involved  is  the  proper 
construction  of  the  tariff  prescribed  by  the 
state.  St.  Louis,  etc.,  R.  Co.  t?.  Hasty,  ( 1921 ) 
255  U.  S.  252,  41  S.  Ct.  269,  66  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)   — . 

VI.  CONSTTTUnONAL  QUESTIONS  IN  ISSUE 

1.  "  Constrtietion  or  Application  of  Constiti^ 

tion  of  United  States  "  Involved 

b.  Illustrations  (p.  829) 

Income  tax  clause  involved. —  The  Supreme 
Court  has  jurisdiction  of  a  writ  of  error  to 
a  District  Court  to  review  a  judgment  which 
sustained  a  demurrer  to  a  declaration  in  as- 
sumpsit to  recover  back  federal  income  taxes, 
where  the  claim  to  recover  is  based  upon 
the  contention  that  the  fund  taxed  was  not 
income  within  the  scope  of  the  Sixteenth 
Amendment,  and  that  the  effect  given  by  the 
lower  court  to  the  federal  legislation .  under 
which  such  taxes  were  imposed  renders  it 
unconstitutional  and  void.  Merchants'  Loan, 
etc.,  Co.  V,  Smietanka,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  509, 
41  S.  Ct.  386,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — -;  Goodrich 
r.  Edwards,  (1921)  266  U.  S.  527,  41  S.  Ct. 
390,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  Walsh  v.  Brewster, 
( 1921 )  256  U.  S.  536,  41  S.  Ct.  392,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — . 

2.  "  Constitutionality  of  Any  La/to  of  United 

States  Dra/um  in  Question,*' 

a.  In  General  (p.  831) 

Validity  of  act  established  by  previous  de- 
cisions.—  The  want  of  merit  in  the  conten- 
tion that  the  provision  of  the  Reed  Amend- 
ment of  March  3,  1917,  fi  5,  prohibiting  the 
transportation  in  interstate  commerce  of  in- 
toxicating liquor  into  any  state  whose  laws 
forbid  the  manufacture  or  sale  therein  of 
such  liquor  for  beverage  purposes  is  repug- 
nant to  U.  S.  Const.,  art.  1,  |  9,  cl  6,  pro- 
hibiting any  regulation  of  commerce  which 
gives  a  preference  to  the  ports  of  one  state 
over  those  of  another,  is  so  plainly  estab- 
lished by  the  decisions  of  the  federal  Su- 
preme Court  and  the  authorities  which  have 
followed  those  decisions  as  to  require  the 
affirmance  on  motion  of  a  conviction  for  a 
violation  of  such  statute,  brought  up  directly 
from  a  federal  District  Court  for  review,  on 
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the  theory  that  the  law  was  unconstitutioTvxl 
for  that  reason.  Williams  v.  U.  S.,  (1921) 
266  U.  S.  336,  41  S.  Ct.  3«4,  65  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — . 

3.  **  Constitution  or  Law  of  State  Claimed  to 
he  in  Contravention  of  Constitution  of 
United  States  " 

a.  In  General  (p.  831) 

^  The  federal  Supreme  Ck)urt  must  accept  on 
writ  of  error  the  decision  of  the  highest  court 
of  a  etate  as  to  the  meaning  of  state  legisl- 
lation  and  the  state  constitution,  as  though 
such  meaning  was  expressed  in  both  legisla- 
tion and  constitution.  Thornton  1;.  Duffy, 
(1920)  264  U.  S.  361,  41  S.  Ct  137,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1918)  99  Ohio  St.  120, 
124  N.  £.  64. 

4.  Eatchisiveness  of  Jurisdiction  of  Supreme 

Court    (p.  834) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  Gramnier  1;. 
Fenton,  (CCA.  8th  Cir.  192Q)  268  Fed. 
943. 

Where  the  jurisdiction  of  the  District 
Court  is  based  both  on  the  ground  of  the 
construction  and  application  of  the  Consti- 
tution of  the  United  States  and  that  it  is  a 
suit  arising  under  a  law  of  the  United  States 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Supreme  Court  to  hear 
an  appeal  from  the  judgment  below  is  not 
exclusive.  Farmers'  Grain  06.  v.  Langer, 
(CCA.  8th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  636. 

7.  Scope  of  Review  (p.  896) 

Jurisdictioii  of  a  direct  writ  of  error  from 
the  federal  Supreme  Court  to  a  l>istrict  Court 
once  having  attached,  because  of  the  rirei- 
ence  of  a.  constitutional  question,  continues 
for  the  purpose  of  disposing  of  other  ques- 
tions raised  in  the  record,  although  the  con- 
stitutional  question  has  since  been  decided 
in  another  case  to  be  without  merit.  Jin 
Fuey  Moy  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  189, 
41  S.  Ct.  98,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
on  other  grounds  (W.  D.  Pa.  1918)  253  Fed. 
213. 

Vol.  V,  p.  838,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  239. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  231.] 

I.  Power  and  discretion  of  court  to  certify. 
1.  In  general. 
III.  Table    of    cases    where    questions    were 
certified. 

I,  PowsB    AND    Discretion    of    Court    to 

Certify 

1.  In  GeneraX  (p.  239) 

Interlocutory  orders. — A  certificate  to  the 
Supreme  Court  for  instructions  does  not  lie 
in  the  case  of  interlcKUtory  orders.  Cheney 
f.  Hines,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
310. 


[  1 1.  Table  of  Case.s  Where  Questions  Were 
Certified  (p.  848) 

In  Gouled  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  llteO) 
264  Fed.  839,  the  following  questions  were 
certified  to  the  Supreme  Court  by  the  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals: 

First.  Is  the  secret  taking  or  abstraction 
without  force  by  a  representative  of  any 
branch  or  subdivision  of  the  government  of 
the  United  States  of  a  paper  writing,  of 
evidential  value  only,  belonging  to  one  sus- 
pected of  crime,  and  from  the  house  or  office 
of  such  person,  a  violation  of  the  Fourth 
Amendment  ? 

Second.  Is  the  admission  of  such  paper 
writing  in  evidence  against  the  same  persoB, 
when  indicted  for  crime,  a  violation  of  the 
Fifth  Amendment? 

Third.  Are  papers  of  no  pecuniary  value, 
but  possessing  evidential  value  against  per- 
sons presently  suspected  and  subsequently 
indicted  under  sections  37  and  215,  C.  C, 
when  taken  under  search  warrants  issued 
pursuant  to  act  of  June  15,  1917,  from  the 
house  or  office  of  the  person  so  suspected, 
seized  and  taken  in  violation  of  the  Fourth 
Amendment? 

Fourth.  If  such  papers  so  taken  are  ad- 
mitted in  evidence  against  the  person  from 
whose  house  or  office  they  were  taken,  such 
person  being  then  on  trial  for  the  crime  of 
which  he  was  accused  in  the  affidavit  for 
warrant,  is  such  admission  in  evidence  a 
violation  of  the  Fifth  Amendment? 

Fifth.  If  in  the  affidavit  for  search  war- 
rant under  act  of  June  15,  1917,  the  party 
whose  premises  are  to  be  searched  be  charged 
with  one  crime,  and  property  be  taken  under 
the  warrant  issued  thereon,  can  such  prop- 
erty BO  seized  be  introduced  in  evidence 
against  said  x>arty  when  on  trial  iox  a  difiter: 
ent  offense? 

Sixth.  If  papers  of  evidential  value  only 
be  seized  under  a  search  warrant  and  the 
party  from  whose  house  or  office  they  are 
taken  be  indicted,  if  he  then  move  before 
trial  for  the  return  of  said  papers,  and  said 
motion  is  denied,  is  the  court  at  trial  bound 
in  law  to  inquire  as  to  the  origin  of  or 
method  of  procuring  said  papers,  when  they 
are  offered  in  evidence  against  the  party  so 
indicted? 

Vol.  V,  p.  854,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  240. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  232.] 

VI.  Table  of  Cebtiorabi  Cases 

8.  Patent  Cases  (p.  870) 

Certiorari,  not  appeal,  is  the  proper  mode 
of  reviewing  in  the  Supreme  Court  a  judg- 
ment of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  upon  an 
application  for  leave  to  file  in  the  District 
Court  a  petition  in  the  nature  of  a  bill  of 
review  in  a  patent  suit,  since  such  proceed- ' 
ing  was  ancillary  to  the  original  jurisdiction 
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invoked,  aud  was  still,  in  its  essence  and 
nature,  a  suit  involving  the  validity  of  a 
patent,  which  is  expressly  made  final  in  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals.  The  Supreme  Court, 
upon  reversing  on  certiorari  the  judgment  of 
u  .Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  on  a  petition  which 
that  court  should  have  regarde<l  as  an  ap- 
plication for  leave  to  file  in  the  District 
Court  a  petition  in  the  nature  of  a  bill  of 
review,  invoking  a  consideration  of  the  efifect 
of  a  decree  in  another  district  as  res  judicata, 
will  not  pass  upon  the  merits  of  the  petition, 
but  will  remand  the  cause  to  the  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals  for  a  determination  of  the 
effect  of  such  decree.  National  Brake,  etc., 
Co.  V.  Christensen,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  426,  43 
S.  Ct.  164,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing 
(C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1919)  258  Fed.  880,  169 
C.  C.  A.  600. 


Vol.  V,  p.  887,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  242. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  -p.  232.] 

Amount  in  eontroY^ny -— Consolidation  of 
cases  to  permit  appeal. —  The  court  will  not 
consolidate  causes  which  are  separately  not 
appealable  in  order  to  create  a  consolidated 
case  with  an  amount  in  controversy  suffi- 
ciently large  to  authorize  an  appeal  and 
thereby  defeat  the  purpose  of  the  statute. 
Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.  r.  U.  S.,  (1920)  66  Ct. 
CI.  58,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"  The  court  by  refusing  to  consolidate  does 
not  seek  to  defeat  any  right  of  appeal.  It 
merely  refuses  to  circumvent  the  statute  au- 
thorising appeals.  Thi«  statute  prescribes 
the  amount  necessary  for  that  purpose,  and 
as  'it  draws  the  boundary  line  of  jurisdic- 
tion it  is  to  be  construed  with  strictness 
and  vigor.'  As  jurisdiction  cannot  be  con- 
ferred by  consent  of  parties,  but  must  be 
given  by  the  law,  eo  it  ought  not  to  be 
extended  by  doubtful  construction." 

Amount  claimed  in  petition  as  amount  in 
controversy. —  The  amount  claimed  in  a  pe- 
tition in  the  Court  of  Claims  is  the  amount 
in  controversy  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the 
right  to  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court,  al- 
though there  may  be  a  defense  to  a  part  that 
does  not  extend  to  the  entire  claim,  where 
there  is  nothing  in  the  nature  of  the  case 
to  prevent  a  recovery  of  the  entire  amount 
should  claimant's  view  of  the  law  be  sus- 
tained. Journal,  etc.,  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (1921) 
254  U.  S.  581,  41  S.  CTt.  202,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  affirming   (1918)   63  Ct.  CI.  612. 

Amended  petition  as  determining  amount 
in  controversy. —  The  amount  in  controversy 
in  a  suit  in  the  court  of  claims  is  to  be 
determined,  when  testing  the  right  to  appeal 
to  the  Slipreme  Court,  by  the  amended  pe- 
tition, where  there  is  one,  rather  than  by 
the  original  petition.  Journal,  etc.,  Co.  t?. 
U.  8.,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  581,  41  vS.  Ct.  202, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —,  affirming  (1918)  63 
Ct.  01.  012. 


Vol.  V,  p.  890,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  243. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  282.] 
Remanding  case  to  Court  of  Claimi. — 
Where  a  case  has  been  remanded  to  the 
Court  of  Claims  for  further  findings  of  fact, 
without  an  order  directly  setting  aside  the 
judgment  or  directing  the  court  to  set  it 
aside,  the  order  will  not  be  construed  as 
authorizing  a  new  trial,  but  aa  limiting  the 
remand  to  "further  findings  of  fact."  Nor- 
ris  f.  U.  S.,   (1920)  65  Ct.  CI.  208. 

Vol.  V,  p.  913,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  250. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  235.] 

Final  judgment  or  decree  subject  to  review. 
— ^A  decision  of  the  Court  ol  Appeals  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  on  an  appeal  from 
the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  (see  7  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  202)  which  reverses  the 
latter's  decision  not  to  cancel  certain  cer- 
tificates of  registration  of  a  trademark,  and 
directs  the  clerk  of  the  court  to  certify  the 
court's  decision  to  the  Conunissloner,  ae  re- 
quired by  law,  is  not  final  for  the  purpose 
of  appeal  to  or  certiorari  from  the  federal 
Supreme  Court.  Baldwin  Co.  t*.  R.  S.  How- 
ard Co.,  (1921)  266  U.  S.  36,  41  8.  a.  405, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  {dismissing  appeal  to 
review  (1919)  48  App.  Cas.  (D.  C.)  437), 
wherein  the  court  said: 

"  It  is  true  that  in  Estate  of  P.  D.  Beck- 
with  V.  Commissioner  of  Patents,  ^42  U.  S. 
636,  64  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  706,  40  S.  Ct.  414, 
this  court  allowed  a  writ  of  certiorari  from 
a  decision  of  the  court  of  appeals  of  the 
District  of  Columbia,  affirming  a  decision  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Patents,  in  an  applica- 
tion to  register  a  trademark.  No  question 
of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  was  con- 
sidered in  that  case,  and  an  inadvertent 
allowance  of  the  writ  of  certiorari  does  not 
establieh  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court.  J. 
Homer  Fritch  v.  United  States.  248  U.  S. 
468,  463,  63  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  369,  39  S.  Ct 
158." 

Third  clause. — A  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
Appeals  of  the  District  of  Colimibia  in  a 
case  in  which  the  constitutional  power  of 
Congress  to  enact  a  local  statute  is  drawn 
in  question  is  reviewable  in  the  federal 
Supreme  Court  on  writ  of  error  or  appeal 
under  this  clause,  which  in  express  terms 
confers  power  on  the  latter  court  to  review 
judgments  of  the  District  of  Columbia  court 
"  in  cases  involving  the  construction  or  ap- 
plication of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  or  the  constitutionality  of  any  law 
of  the  United  States.'*  The  Court  of  Appeals 
is  therefore  without  power  to  certify  the 
question  to  the  Supreme  Court.  .  Heald  r. 
District  of  Columbia,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  20, 
41  S.  Ct.  42,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein 
the  court  said: 

"  But  it  is  suggested  that  as  it  was  held 
in  American  Secur.  &  T.  Co.  t\   District  of 
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Columbia,  224  T^  S.  491,  ,16  L.  ed.  S^M),  32 
Sup.  C?t.  Rep.  553,  that  the  power  conferred 
upon  this  court  by  paragraph  6  of  §  250, 
to  review  on  error  or  appeal  judgments  or 
decrees  of  the  court  below  '  in  cases  in  which 
the  construction  of  any  law  of  the  United 
States  is  drawn  in  question  by  the  defend- 
ant/ embraced  only  the  construction  of  laws 
of  general  operation,  as  distinguished  from 
those  which  -were  local  to  the  District  of 
Ck)himbia,  therefore  the  grant  of  power  to 
determine  the  constitutionality  of  acts  of 
Congress  must  be  treated  as  applying  only  to 
such  acts  as  are  general  in  chara<:ter,  as  to 
which  it  is  insisted  the  act  involved  in  this 
case  is  not  one. 

*^  But  the  contention  disregards  the  sugges- 
tion of  a  difference  between  the  two  subjects 
which  was  made  in  the  American  Secur.  & 
T.  Co.  case,  and  overlooks  the  implication 
resulting  from  a  subsequent  case  directly 
dealing  with  the  same  matter.  United  Surety 
Co.  f.  American  Fruit  Product  Co.,  238  U.  S. 
140,  59  L.  ed.  1238,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  8'28. 

"  In  addition,  as  the  paragraphs  of  §  250 
in  question  but  re-enact  provisions  of  prior 
statutes  which  had  been  construed  as  con- 
.veying  authority  to  review  controversies  con- 
cerning the  constitutional  power  of  Congress 
to  enact  local  statutes  (Parsons  v.  District 
of  Columbia,  170  U.  S.  45,  42  L.  ed.  943,  IS 
Sup.  Ct,  Rep.  621 ;  Smoot  v.  Heyl,  227  U.  S. 
618,  57  L.  ed.  621,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  336), 
the  proposition  conflicts  with  the  settled 
rule  that  where  provisions  of  a  statute  had, 
previous  to  their  re-enactment,  a  settled  sig- 
nificance, that  meaning  will  continue  to  at- 
tach to  them  in  the  absence  of  plain  impli- 
cation to  the  contrary.  Latimer  v.  United 
States,  223  U.  S.  601,  604,  66  L.  ed.  526, 
627,  32  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  242;  Anderson  i;.  Pa- 
cific Coast  S.  S.  Co.,  225  U.  S.  187,  199,  56 
L.  ed.  1047,  1063,  32  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  626; 
United  States  ex  rel.  Louisville  Cement  Co. 
V.  Interstate  Conunerce  Commission,  246  U. 
S.  638,  644,  62  L.  ed.  914,  918>  38  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  408. 

"  That  a  decision  below  which  merely  deals 
with  and  interprets  a  local  statute  is  not 
subject  to  review  by  error  or  appeal  affords 
no  basis  for  saying  that  the  exertion  of  the 
infinitely  greater  power  to  determine  whether 
Congress  had  constitutional  authority  to  pass 
a  statute  local  in  character  should  be  neces- 
sarily subjected  to  a  like  limitation.  To  the 
contrary,  the  elementary  principle  is  that 
the  right  to  pass  upon  the  greater  question, 
the  constitutional  power  of  Congress,  draws 
to  it  the  authority  to  also  decide  all  the 
essential  incidents,  even  though  otherwise 
there  might  not  be  a  right  to  consider  them. 
Fields  V.  Barber  Asphalt  Paving  Co.,  194  U. 
S.  618,  620,  48  L.  ed.  1142,  1152,  24  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  784;  Williamson  v.  United  States, 
207  U.  S.  425,  432,  52  L.  ed.  278,  284,  28 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  163. 

^*  It  follows  that  the  certificate  must  be 
and  it  is  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdiction." 


Vol.  V,  p.  917,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  251. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  236.] 

Table  of  certiorari  casei. — Harris  v.  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  (1921)  25ft  U.  S.  — ,  41 
S.  Ct.  610,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —  (action 
against  District  for  injury  to  employee  en- 
gan^ed  in  sprinkling  streets). 

Finality  of  judgment  on  appeal  from  de- 
cision of  Commia^oner  of  Patents. — ^A  deci- 
sion of  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  on  an  appeal  from  a  decision 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents  (see  7  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  (2d*ed.)  202),  which  affirms  the 
later's  decision  to  refuse  an  application  for 
the  registration  of  a  trademark,  and  directs 
the  clerk  to  certify  the  decision  of  the  court 
to  the  commissioner,  as  required  by  law,  is 
not  final  for  the  purpose  of  certiorari  from 
the  federal  Supreme  Court.  American  Steel 
Foundaries  t?.  WTiitehead,  (1921)  256  U.  S. 
40,  41  S.  Ct.  407,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  dtV 
missing  writ  of  certiorari  to  review  (1919) 
49  App.  Cas.  (D.  C.)   16,  268  Fed.  160. 

Inadvertent  allowance  of  writ  of  certiorari. 
—  An  inadvertent  allowance  of  a  WTit  of 
certiorari  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  does  not  establish  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  federal  Supreme  Court. 
Baldwin  Co.  i7.  R.  S.  Howard  Co.,  (1921)  250 
U.  S.  35,  41  S.  Ct.  405,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  dis- 
missing appeal  to  review  (1919)  48  App.  Cas. 
(D.  C.)   437,  and  denying  writ  of  certiorari. 

Certified  questions.-—  The  Court  of  Appeals 
of  the  District  of  Columbia  is  without  power 
to  certify  questions  to  the  federal  Supreme 
Court  in  a  case  in  which  the  judgment  or 
decree  of  the  District  Court  would  be  review- 
able by  the  federal  Supreme  Court  on  writ 
of  error  or  appeal.  Heald  v.  District  of 
Columbia,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  20,  41  S.  Ct.  42, 
66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  V,  p.  922,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  256, 

par.  second.      [First  ed.,  1912 
Supp.,  p.  239.] 

See  concluding  sentence  in  R,  S.  sec.  6198, 
6  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  747,  and  anno- 
tation at  p.  930  of  that  volume.  See  further 
Claflin  V,  Housman,  93  U.  S.  130  at  p.  137. 

Vol.  V,  p.  923,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  256, 

par.    third.      [First    ed.,    1912 
Supp.,  p.  239.] 

Tort  action  arising  in  admiralty. — ^The  Dis- 
trict Court  has  jurisdiction  on  its  common 
law  side  of  a  tort  action  arising  in  admiralty 
when  the  jurisdictional  requisites  of  citizen- 
ship  and  amount  are  present.  Philadelphia, 
etc..  R.  Co.  ix  Berg,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  534. 

State  jurisdiction  of  action  for  injury  to 
seaman. —  A  state  court  has  jurisdiction  of 
an  action  for  injuries  sustained  by  an  em- 
ployee on  a  boat  from  an  explosion  caused 
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by  the  fact  that  ga&oline  was  put  in  a  can 
habitually  used  for  kerosene.  Sandanger  v. 
Carlisle  Packing  Co.,  (1920)  112  Wash.  480, 
ia2  Pac.  1005. 

Right  to  trial  by  jury. —  The  common  law 
remedy  which  the  District  Court  affords  is 
that  of  trial  by  jury,  and  such  a  remedy  is 
saved  to  him  by  the  clause  conferring  on  the 
District  Court  exclusive  admiralty  jurisdic- 
tion. Philadelphia,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Berg,  (C. 
C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  634. 

Defendant's  liability  measured  by  maritime 
lawv —  Whether  the  action  is  tried  at  common 
law  or  in  admiralty  the  liability  of  the  de- 
fendant is  measured  by  the  maritime  law  and 
not  the  common  law.  Philadelphia,  etc.,  R. 
Co.  V.  Berg,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
534. 

Vol.  V,  p.  928,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  262. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  241.] 

n.  "All  writs  not  specifically  provided  for 
by  statutes." 
4.  Certiorari. 
9.  Mandamus. 

-  a.  Jurisdiction  in  general. 

b.  Controlling  judicial   action   or 

discretion. 

c.  Not  as  substitute  for  appeal  or 

writ  of  «rror. 
f.  Acts  of  executive  officers. 

n.  ''All   Wbits    Not   Speciaixt    PboVidsd 
FOB  BY  Statute  " 

4.  Certiorari   (p.  931) 

Limitation  on  power  to  issue. —  The  writ 
does  not  lie  for  the  purpose  of  reviewing  an 
administrative  order  made  by  an  executive 
officer  of  the  government  as  in  the  case  of 
such  an  order  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior.  Mickadiet  v.  Payne,  (App.  Cas.  D. 
C.  1920)  269  Fed.  194. 

9.  Mandamus 
a.  Jurisdiction  in  General  (p.  934) 

Power  to  issue. —  This  provision  gives  the 
power  to  issue  a  writ  of  mandamus.  U.  S. 
V,  Malmin,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
786. 

Power  of  United  States  Supreme  Court. — 
The  failure  of  a  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  in 
its  decree  to  dispose  of  erne  of  the  claims  in 
suit  will  not  be  corrected  by  mandamus, 
where  the  relator  failed  adequately  to  call 
the  court's  attention  to  such  omission  during 
the  term,  or  to  seek  relief  in  the  federal 
Supreme  Court  by  petition  for  a  writ  of 
certiorari.  Ea  p.  National  Park  Bank,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  lai,  41  S.  a.  403,  65  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — . 

To  correct  record  on  appeal. —  Mandamus 
does  not  lie  to  correct  the  conclusion  of  the 
court  below  in  a  criminal  case  that  the  record 
need  not  be  corrected  to  show  that,  as  the 
result  of  an  agreement  between  the  accused 
and  the  district  attorney,  the  case  was  tried 


before  a  jury  of  eleven,  since  the  accused 
might  have  saved  the  point  by  an  exception 
at  the  trial,  or  by  a  bill  of  exceptions  to  the 
denial  of  his  subsequent  motion  for  correc- 
tion of  the  record,  setting  forth  whatever 
facts  or  offers  of  proof  were  material,  and 
might  then  have  brought  a  writ  of  error. 
Ex  p.  Riddle,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  450,  41  S.  Ct. 
370,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Limitation  on  power  to  iasne. —  The  Cir- 
cuit Court  of  Appeals  has  no  power  to  issue 
the  writ  of  mandamus  to  a  District  Court 
except  in  aid  of  its  appellate  jurisdiction. 
U.  S.  t?.  Malmin,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  785. 

Directing  district  judge  to  resume  office. — 
A  writ  of  mandamus  directing  a  district 
judge  whose  appointment  has  been  imlawfuUy 
revoked  to  resume  the  duties  of  his  office  is 
conclusive  only  of  the  government's  right  to 
ask  the  court  to  compel  its  servant,  under 
his  prima  facie  title,  to  return  to  his  juris- 
diction and  to  perform  the  duties  of  his 
office.  It  is  not  conclusive  of  subsequent 
proceedings,  if  any  be  had,  on  different  facts 
to  test  the  title  to  the  office.  Nor  does  it 
determine  any  question  of  the  tenure  of  the 
respondent's  office,  the  power  thereafter  to 
remove  him  and  to  appoint  another  or  where 
such  power,  if  any,  resides.  U.  S.  v  Mal- 
min, (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  785. 
The  court  further  declared :  *'  If  the  absence 
of  a  lawfully  appointed  judge  of  a  District 
Court,  from  which  appeals  lie  to  this  court, 
thereby  affects  the  right  of  litigants  to  take 
appeals  and  the  right  of  this  court  to  enter- 
tain them,  confessedly  this  court  has  power 
to  restore  the  orderly  proceedings  of  the  trial 
court  by  commanding  the  absent  judge  to  re- 
turn and  transact  its  business.  So  also,  when 
the  District  Court  is  occupied  by  a  stranger 
exercising  the  functions  of  judge  without 
color  of  title,  questions  of  the  validity  of 
judgments  he  enters  and  of  appeals  taken 
may  conceivably  arise;  yet  they  would  arise 
in  a  way  which  would  leave  this  court  help- 
less to  correct  the  fundamental  trouble;  for, 
unquestionably,  the  rig)it  of  the  inciunbent 
—  even  if  claimed  under  color  of  title  to  the 
office  —  to  enter  valid  judgments  could  not 
be  collaterally  attacked  and  tried  out  on 
appeal,  Hager  v.  Heyberger,  7  Watts  &  S. 
(Pa.)  104,  105,  42  Am.  Dec.  220,  and  the 
right  of  the  public  to  a  properly  constituted 
trial  court  from  which  appeals  can  validly 
lie  could  not  be  asserted  or  brought  about  in 
proceedings  on  appeal  or  by  writ  of  error. 

"  It  may  be  that  valid  appeals  would  lie 
from  and  valid  writs  of  error  could  be 
directed  to  a  do  facto  judge  with  color  of 
title  to  the  office ;  but  as  we  are  deciding  this 
case  on  the  theory  of  law  that  the  respond- 
ent's  title  to  the  office  de  jure  draws  to  it 
the  possession  de  facto,  there  is  nothing 
left  in  the  district  court  (saving  the  effect 
of  a  possible  ad  interim  appointment)  on 
which  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  this  court 
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can  validly  operate.  Therefore,  it  becomes 
essential  to  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  this 
court  that  orderly  proceedings  in  the  district 
court  of  the  Virgin  Islands  be  restored  and 
to  that  end  we  shall  enter  on  order,  in  the 
form  prayed  by  the  United  States,  that  — 
'  a  writ  of  peremptory  mandamus  issue, 
directed  to  Lucius  J.  M.  Malmin,  Judge  of 
the  Di&trict  Court  of  the  United  States, 
commanding  him  to  proceed  forthwith  to  the 
Municipality  of  St.  Croix,  and  there  enter 
upon,  undertake  and  perform  the  duties  ap- 
pertaining to  the  ofSce  of  Judge  of  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  Virgin  Islands  aforesaid, 
so  long  as  he  shall  continue  hereafter  law- 
fully to  hold  the  ofSce  of  Judge  of  the  Dis- 
trict Court  aforesaid.' " 

b.  Controlling  Judicial  Action  or  Discretion 

(p.  937) 

Execution  of  mandate  of  appellate  court. 
—  Mandamus  is  an  appropriate  remedy  in  a 
case  where  the  mandate  of  an  appellate  court 
is  disregarded.  U.  S.  t?.  U.  S.  District  Ct,, 
(C.  C.  A.  »th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  611. 

e.  Not  as  Substitute  for  Appeal  or  Writ  of 

Error    (p.  942) 

Generally. —  The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 
will  not  issue  a  mandamus  to  compel  a  dis- 
trict judge  to  vacate  an  order  vacating  a 
previous  order  by  which  he  dismissed  a  suit 
for  the  infringement  of  a  patent,  as  that  is 
a  matter  subject  to  correction  on  appeal  and 
the  order  complained  of  in  no  way  affected 
the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of 
Appeals.  Raritan  Copper  Works  r.  Elliott, 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  284. 

f.  Acts  of  £2xecutive  OfScers  (p.  947) 

Commissioner  of  patents. —  Neither  in- 
junction nor  mandamus  will  lie  to  control 
the  actions  of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 
in  matters  committed  by  law  to  his  discre- 
tion. Snelling  v.  Whitehead,  (App.  Cas.  D. 
C.  1921)  269  Fed.  712. 

Vol.  V,  p.  954,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  264. 

[Fim  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  241.] 

II.  Gkhebal    Pkinoiplbs    and    Particjulab 
Applioatiow  (p.  965) 

Judgments. — A   federal   court  may   enjoin 
the  enforcement  of  a  judgment  fraudtilently 
obtained  in  a  state  court.     Chicago,  etc.,  R. 
Co.  V.  Callicotte,    (C.  C.  A.  8th   Cir.   1920) 
267  Fed.  799. 

The  fact  that  the  judgment  against  which 
relief  is  sought  was  rendered  in  a  state 
court  is  not  material  as  the  injunction  acts 
not  on  the  court  rendering  the  judgment  but 
on  the  party.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Calli- 
cotte, (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  790. 

A  court  of  the  United  States  has  no  power 
to  enjoin  the  judgment  of  a  state  court  for 
errors  ccmunitted  in  the  trisil  of  a  cftuse,  in 


construing  a  statute  of  another  state,  not 
affecting  the  validity  of  such  statute.  Hart- 
ford L.  Ins.  Co.  1?.  Johnson,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)    268  Fed-  30. 

Restraining  prosecution  under  unconstitv- 
tional  statute. — Averments  of  the  uncon- 
stitutionality, under  U.  S.  Const.,  5th  and 
6th  Amendments,  of  certain  criminal  pro- 
visions of  a  federal  statute,  if  well  founded, 
justify  equitable  relief  by  injunction  against 
the  enforcement  of  such  provisions.  Ken- 
nington  v.  Palmer,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  100, 
41  S.  Ct.  303,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  V,  p.  959,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  265. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  242.] 

I.  Construction  and  application. 

1.  Generally. 
II.  Jurisdiction. 

1.  Generally. 

2.  Court    first   acquiring   jurisdiction 

retains  it. 

III.  Protection  of  federal  jurisdiction. 

1.  Proceedings  incidental   to   jurisdic- 

tion. 

2.  General  principles  as  to  protecting 

jurisdiction. 

3.  Effect  of  possession  of  res. 

8.  Instances  when  injunction  refused. 

IV.  Proceedings  under  state  statute. 

3.  Criminal  cases. 
V.  Other   particular  matters  and  proceed- 
ings. 

I.  Construction  and  AppucATioir 

1.  OeneraUy   (p.  959) 

Extent  of  prohibition. —  To  the  same  effect 
as  the  original  annotation,  see  W.  E.  Stewart 
Land  Co.  v.  Arthur,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
287  Fed.  184,  holding  that  the  prohibition 
of  this  section  extended  to  an  injunction 
staying  the  taking  of  depositions  in  a  state 
court. 

II.  Jurisdiction 

1.  OeneraUy    (p.  962) 

Under  this  section  a  federal  court  has  no 
jurTsdiction  of  a  bill  which  seeks  to  enjoin 
the  attorney  general  of  a  state  from  prosecu- 
ting in  a  state  court  certiorari  proceedings 
against  a  telephone  company.  Cumberland 
Telephone,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Stevens,  (S.  D.  Miss. 
1921)    274  Fed.  746. 

In  Holmes  County  v.  Burton  Constr.  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  665,  it  was 
said  in  a  case  involving  the  right  to  enjoin 
n  suit  in  a  state  court:  '*We  think  that 
the  court  should  have  denied  said  injunction 
and  sustained  the  motion  to  dismiss  said  bill 
for  want  of  equity.  Even  if  the  suit  in  the 
state  and  federal  courts  had  been  between 
the  same  parties,  being  purely  an  action  in 
personam,  involving,  neither  in  its  progress 
nor  in  the  judgment  sought,  the  control  pr 
disposition  of  any  property,  the  pendency  of 
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the  suit  in  the  United  States  court  would 
not,  in  the  absence  of  special  circumstances, 
furnish  ground  for  an  injunction  of  the  state 
court  suit.  It  has  been  held  that  a  prior 
suit  in  a  8ta4;e  or  federal  court  in  the  same 
state  furnishes  no  ground  for  a  plea  in  abate- 
ment to  a  second  suit  in  the  court  of  the 
other  jurisdiction." 

2.  Court    First    Acquiring   Jurisdiction    Re- 
tains It   (p.  962) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  original  annotation,  eee  Burke  Constr. 
Co.  1?.  Kline,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  271 
Fed.  605. 

Where  a  federal  court  has  first  acquired 
jurisdiction  it  will  retain  it  in  a  case  where 
its  jurisdiction  is  broad  enough  to  afford 
as  complete  relief  at  law  and  in  equity  as 
may  be  obtained  in  the  state  court.  Hoff- 
man 17.  Mathieson  Alkali  Works,  (D.  C. 
R.  I.  1920)  269  Fed.  62. 

"The  court  which  first  acquired  the  law- 
ful jurisdiction  of  specific  property  by  the 
seizure  thereof,  or  by  the  due  commence- 
ment of  a  suit  from  which  it  appears  that 

is  or  will  become  necessary  to  a  deter- 
mination of  the  controversy  involved,  or  to 
the  enforcement  of  its  judgment  or  decree 
therein,  for  that  court  to  seize,  to  charge 
with  a  lien  or  trust,  to  sell  or  exercise  like 
dominion  over  it,  thereby  withdraws  that 
property  from  the  jurisdiction  of  every  other 
court,  so  far  as  necessary  to  accomplish  the 
purpose  of  the  suit,  and  entitles  that  court 
to  retain  the  control  of  it  requisite  to  effec- 
tuate its  final  judgment  or  decree  therein, 
free  from  the  interference  of  every  other 
tribunal,"  Berg  t?.  Fidelity,  etc.,  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  311. 

In  a  case  where  the  controversy  or  the 
parties  are  the  same  in  different  actions 
pending  in  courts  of  concurrent  jurisdiction, 
"  the  weight  of  authority  seems  to  be  that  the 
court  first  acquiring  jurisdiction  of  the  con- 
troversy will  retain  it,  to  the  exclusion  of 
the  other,  though  possession  of  the  res  be 
not  taken.  In  re  Lasserot,  240  Fed.  325,  153 
C.  C.  A.  251;  Gluck  &  Becker  on  Receivers, 
87,  68  (2d  ed.,  89,  91);  Empire  Trust  Co. 
V.  Brooks,  232  Fed.  641,  146  C.  C.  A.  567; 
Knudsen  v.  First  Trust  &  Savings  Bank,  245 
Fed.  81,  167  C.  C.  A.  377;  In  re  Chetwood, 
165  U.  S.  loc.  cit.  460,  17  Sup.  Ct.  385,  41 
L.  ed.  782;  Moran  r.  Sturges.  154  U.  S.  loc. 
cit.  273,  14  Sup.  Ct.  1019,  38  L.  ed.  981. 
Where  the  controversy,  however,  is  not  the 
same,  the  issues  being  different  in  one  suit 
from  those  involved  in  another,  and  the 
subject-matter  is  not  identical,  there  can  be 
no  infringement  of  jurisdiction  as  between 
the  courts  maintaining  cognizance  of  the 
cases.  This  rule  rests  on  the  ground  that 
in  such  a  case  there  is  no  conflict  of  juris- 
diction as  to  the  question  or  cause.  In  such 
cases  the  court  which  first  acquires  the  actual 
or  constructive  possession  of  property  is  en- 


titled to  retain  the  same."  Havner  v. 
llQ-rnes,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
537. 

III.  Protection   of    Federal   Jubisdictiok 

1.  Proceedings     Incidental     to    Jurisdiction 

(p.  963) 

"  This  section  does  not  deprive  the  federal 
courts,  sitting  in  equity  in  cases  involving 
any  controversies  between  the  citizens  of 
jurisdiction,  and  which  have  been  adjudged 
different  states,  of  which  such  courts  have 
by  the  state  courts,  of  the  power  or  relieve 
them  of  the  duty  to  enjoin  the  parties  to 
such  suits  from  enforcing  judgmente  of  the 
state  courts  in  their  favor  where,  on  account 
of  fraud,  mistake,  accident,  or  any  other 
ground  of  equity  jurisporudence,  and  on 
account  of  the  threat  of  inuninent  and  irre- 
parable injury,  the  rulee  and  jNrinciples  of 
equity  demand  that  the  parties  shall  not 
proceed  to  enforce  such  state  judgments." 
Pierce  v.  National  Bank  of  Ocsmnerce,  (G. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  487. 

"A  court  of  the  United  States,  by  virtue 
of  its  general  equity  powers,  has  jurisdiction 
to  enjoin  the  enforcement  of  a  judgment  off 
a  state  court,  if  there  is  a  diversity  of  citi- 
zenship, or  a  federal  question  involved,  and 
the  amount  involved  exceeds  $3,000,  if  the 
allegations  in  the  complaint  state  a  proper 
aiise  of  action."  Hartford  L.  Ins.  Co.  r. 
Johnson,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
30. 

2.  General  Principles  as  to  Protecting  Juris- 

diction   (p.   964) 

Rule  stated. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  original  annotation, 
see  Smith  v.  Missouri  Pac.  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  653. 

In  Burke  Constr.  Co.  v.  Kline,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th   Cir.   1921)    271   Fed.  605,  it  was  said: 

"  When  a  citizen  of  one  state,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  right  granted  to  him  by  the 
Constitution  and  the  acts  of  Congress  to  an 
adjudication  of  a  controversy  judicable  in 
a  federal  court  between  him  and  a  citizen 
of  another  state,  brings  a  suit  in  personam 
or  in  rem  against  the  latter  in  the  proper 
federal  court  to  obtain  the  adjudication  of 
that  controversy  by  that  court,  and  that 
court  first  acquires  jurisdiction  of  that  con- 
troversy and  of  the  parties  thereto,  and  the 
plaintiff  therein  persistently  demands  the 
adjudication  of  the  controversy  by  the  federal 
court,  the  defendant  in  that  suit  may  not 
deprive  the  plaintiff  of  his  constitutional 
right  to  such  an  adjudicaticm  by  the  federal 
court,  or  of  the  enforcement  thereof  by  that 
court,  by  bringing  a  subsequent  suit  in  a 
state  court  against  the  plaintiff  in  the  federal 
court  or  against  him  and  others  to  obtain 
an  adjudication  by  the  latter  court  of  the 
same  controversy  or  of  that  controversy  and 
of  other  controversies,  or  by  any  other  action 
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or  proceedings  such  a  defendant  may  take. 
.  .  .  Nor  may  they  unduly  or  unneces- 
sarily postpone  the  hearings  or  delay  the 
proceedings  in  their  courts  to  the  disadvan- 
tage of  suitors  vested  with  the  right  to  a 
determination  of  their  controversies  by  such 
courts  by  the  Constitution  and  the  acts  of 
Congress.  McClellan  v.  Car  land,  217  U.  S. 
268,  30  Sup.  Ct.  601,  64  L.  ed.  762;  Mc- 
Clellan V.  Carland  (8  C.  C.  A.)  187  Fed. 
»15,  919,  110  C.  C.  A.  49.  The  power  is 
conferred  and  the  duty  is  imposed  on  » 
federal  court,  which,  at  the  suit  of  a  citizen 
of  one  state  against  a  citizen  of  another 
state,  to  secure  from  it  an  adjudication  of  a 
controversy  between  them  judicable  in  the 
federal  court  and  which  first  acquires  juris- 
diction ol  the  controversy  and  the  parties, 
to  protect  its  jurisdiction  of  and  its  power 
to  adjudicate  the  controversy  and  to  enforce 
its  adjudication  by  its  injunction  against  any 
subsequent  proceedings  in  a  state  coiurt  or 
elsewhere  by  the  defendant,  his  attorneys, 
agents  or  representatives  which  would  or 
might  have  the  effect  to  defeat  or  impair  its 
jurisdiction,  its  adjudication,  its  orders, 
judgments,  or  decrees  or  its  enforcement 
thereof." 

3.  Effect  of  Possession  of  Res  (p.  9^6) 

Generally. —  This  section  does  not  deprive 
the  federal  court  of  the  power  to  enjoin 
parties  litigant  or  other  persons  from  pro- 
ceeding by  judicial  proceedings  or  otherwise 
to  interfere  with  property  of  which  said 
court  had  the  actual  or  constructive  posses- 
sion. Havner  v.  Hegens,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)    269  Fed.  537. 

Possession  through  receiver. — ^An  injunc- 
tion by  a  federal  court  to  enjoin  a  receiver  of 
a  state  court  from  interfering  with  the  pos- 
session of  a  receiver  appointed  by  the  federal 
court  should  not  be  directed  to  the  judge 
of  the  state  court  but  to  the  receiver  ap- 
pointed by  such  court.  Havner  v.  H^fnee, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  537. 

8.  Insttmces   When   Injunction    Refused 

(p.  970) 

• 

Action  in  personam^ — An  action  in  a 
federal  court  which  is  in  personam  and  does 
not  involve  the  protection  of  the  custody  of 
property,  does  not  give  the  court  power  to 
enjoin  an  action  in  a  state  court  between 
the  same  parties  with  reference  to  the  same 
subject  matter.  W.  E.  Stewart  Land  Co.  v, 
Arthur,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
184. 

IV.  Pboceedinos  Uin)EB  State  Statutx 

3.  Criminal  Cases   (p.  974) 

General  doctrine  and  application. — ^A  fed- 
eral court  will  not  interfere  with  the  regular 
processes  of  justice  in  a  criminal  case  in  a 
state  court  where  there  is  no  infraction  of 


the  accused's  rights  or  inpediment  to  his 
asserting  any  defense  that  he  may  think  lie 
has  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  Lindsey  17.  Allen,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920) 
269  Fed.  656. 

V.  Otheb   Pabticulab   Matters    aih)    Pbo- 
OEEDII708    (p.  976) 

Judgments  of  state  courts. —  If  judgments 
rendered  by  a  state  court  be  void  or  if  they 
be  void  as  to  the  plaintifi'  in  the  proceeding 
before  the  federal  court  and  the  other 
requisites  of  jurisdiction  are  present  the 
federal  court  has  jurisdiction  to  enjoin  their 
execution.  Mohawk  Oil  Co.  v.  Layne,  (W. 
D.  La.  1921)  270  Fed.  841. 

Injunction  may  be  granted  against  en- 
forcement of  a  state  judgment  to  protect  the 
rights  of  one  under  the  Fourteenth  Amend- 
ment prohibiting  the  taking  of  one's  property 
without  due  process  of  law.  Mohawk  Oil 
Co.  V.  Layne,  (W.  D.  La.  19^1)  270  Fed.  841. 

A  suit  in  a  federal  court  to  stay  the  en- 
forcement of  a  judgment  of  a  state  court, 
obtained  under  circumstances  that  render 
such  enforcement  contrary  to  recognized 
principles  of  equity  and  standards  of  good 
conscience,  is  not  forbidden  by  the  prohibition 
in  this  section  against  enjoining  proceedings 
in  state  courts  except  in  bankruptcy  cases. 
Thus  an  express  company  with  which  an 
employee  in  charge  of  express  matter  trans- 
ported by  railway  stipulated,  as  a  condition 
of  employment,  to  assume  all  risk  of  in- 
juries incident  to  his  employment,  from 
whatever  cause  arising,  is  entitled  to  have 
such  employee  restrained  from  enforcing  a 
judgment  which,  in  violation  of  his  agree- 
ment, he  wrongfully  sought  and  obtained 
against  the  railway  c(»npany,  which  judg- 
ment, as  between  the  two  companies,  the 
express  company  is  bound  to  pay,  and  which 
was  rendered  in  an  action  to  which  the 
express  company  was  not  a  party,  and 
wherein  it  could  not  be  heard,  the  employee 
being  financially  irresponsible,  so  that  if 
the  judgment  is  collected,  the  express  com- 
pany, which  has  not  been  in  any  wise  nesrli- 
gent  or  at  fault,  will  be  remediless.  Wells- 
Fargo  Co.  v.  Taylor,  (1920)  264  U.  S.  175,  41 
S.  Ct.  93,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (C. 
e.  A.  6th  Cir.  1918)  249  Fed.  109,  161  C.  C. 
A.  161)  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  Is  the  suit  one  to  stay  proceedings  in  a 
state  court  in  the  sense  of  that  provision? 
If  it  is,  the  district  court  erred  in  not  dis- 
missing the  bill  on  that  ground.  Haines 
V.  Carpenter,  91  U.  S.  264,  23  L.  ed.  345; 
Dial  V.  Reynolds,  96  U.  S.  340,  24  L.  ed. 
644;  United  States  v,  Pankhurst-Davis 
Mercantile  Co.,  176  U.  S,  317,  44  L.  ed. 
485,  20  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  423.  If  it  is  not. 
the  court  rightly  entertained  the  suit  and 
proceeded  to  an  adjudication  of  the  merits 
for  the  citizenship  of  the  parties  and  the 
amount  in  controversy  were  within  the  juris- 
dictional requirements. 
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*'  The  provision  has  been  in  force  more  than 
a  century,  and  often  has  been  considered  by 
this  court.     As  the  decisione  show,  it  is  in- 
tended to  give  effect  to  a  familiar  rule  of 
comity,  and,  like  that  rule,  is  limited  in  its 
field  of  operation.    Within  that  field  it  tends 
to  prevent  unseemly   interference   with   the 
orderly   disposal   of   litigation   in   the   state 
courts  and  is  salutary;  but  to  carry  it  beyond 
that  field  would  materially  hamper  the  fed- 
eral courts  in  the  discharge  of  duties  other- 
wise plainly  cast  upon  them  by  the  Constitu- 
tion and   the  laws   of   Congress,  which,   of 
course,  is  not  contemplated.    As  with  many 
other     statutory    provisions,     this     one     is 
designed    to    be    in    accord    with,    and    not 
antagonistic  to,  our  dual  system  of  courts. 
In    recognition   of   this   it  has   come  to  be 
settled  by  repeated  decisions  and  in  actual 
practice  that,  where  the  elements  of  federal 
and  equity-  jurisdiction  are  present,  the  pro- 
vision  does  not  prevent  the  federal  courts 
from  enjoining  the  institution  in  the  state 
courts  of  proceedings  to  enforce  local  statutes 
which  are  repugnant  to  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States   (Ex  parte  Young.  209  U. 
S.  123,  52  L.  ed.  714,  13  L.R.A.(N.S.)    932, 
28   Sup.   Ct.   Rep.   441,    14   Ann.   Cas.   764; 
Truax  v.  Raich,  239  U.  S.  33,  60  L.  ed.  131, 
L.R.A.1916D,  545,  36  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  7,  Ann. 
Cas.  1917B,  283-;  Missouri  t.  Chicago,  B.  k 
Q.  R.  Co.  241  U.  S.  533,  538,  543,  60  L.  ed. 
1148,  1154,  1156,  36  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  715),  or 
prevent  them  from  maintaining  and.  protect- 
ing their  own  jurisdiction,  properly  acquired 
and   still  subsisting,  by  enjoining  attempts 
to   frustrate,   defeat,   or   impair   it  through 
proceedings  in  the  state  courts    (French  v. 
Hay   (French  v.  Stewart)    22  Wall.  250,  22 
L.    ed.    857;    Julian   t?.    Central    Trust    Co. 
193  U.   S.  93,   112,  48  L.   ed.   629,  639,  24 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  399;  Chesapeake  &  0.  R.  Co. 
V.  MeCabe,  213  U.  S.  207,  219,  53  L.  ed.  765, 
770,  29  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  430;  Looney  v.  Eastern 
TexRa  R.  Co.  247  U.  S.  214,  221,  62  L.  ed. 
1084,  1087,  38  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  460),  or  prevent 
them  from  depriving  a  party,  by  means  of 
an  injunction,  of  the  benefit  of  a  judgment 
obtained  in  a  state  court  in  circumstances 
where  its   enforcement  will   be  contrary  to 
recognized  principles  of  equity  and  the  stand- 
ards of  good  conscience  (Marshall  v.  Holmes, 
141   U.  S.  589,  35  L.  ed.  870,   12  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.   62;    Ex  parte   Simon,   208  U.   S.   144, 
52  L.  ed.  429,  28  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  238;  Simon 
V.  Southern  R.  Co.  236  U.  S.  115,  59  L.  ed. 
492,   35  Sup.   Ct.  Rep.   265;    Public   Service 
Co.  V.  Corboy,  250  U.  S.  153,  160,  63  L.  ed. 
905,   908,   39   Sup.   Ct.   Rep.   440;   National 
Surety  Co.  v.  State  Bank,  61  L.R.A.  394,  56 
C.  C.  A.  657.  120  Fed.  593)." 

Interloctttory  judgments. —  The  equity 
powers  by  which  a  federal  court  will  restrain 
a  person  from  gathering  the  fruits  of  a 
void  judgment  obtained  in  a  state  court  do 
not  extend  to  judgments  which  are  merely 
interlocutory.  Essanay  Film  Mfg.  Co.  v. 
Kane,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  959. 


Foredorare  proceedingt. — ^A  federal  court 
in  which  a  receiver  has  been  appointed  in 
a  creditor's  suit  has  no  power  to  issue  a 
permanent  injunction  against  the  foreclosure 
of  a  mortgage  in  proceedings  in  which  the 
state  court  has  already  acquired  jurisdiction. 
In  such  a  caee  the  receiver  must  apply  to  the 
state  court  for  relief.  Dey  v.  Brenack  Steve- 
doring Co.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  272  Fed.  127. 

The  court  said:  "I  am  constrained  to 
hold  that  in  the  case  at  bar  the  receiver 
must  apply  to  the  state  court  for  relief,  and 
must  invoke  the  equity  powers  of  that  tri- 
bunal to  obtain  a  temporary  stay  of  the  sale, 
to  permit  the  receiver  to  negotiate  a  sale  of 
the  property  at  a  fair  price,  if  possible,  in 
order  that  the  general  creditors  may  not 
suffer.  Permission  to  make  such  application 
is  hereby  granted. 

"  In  aJl  other  actions  pending  against  the 
defendant  in  the  state  courts,  the  receiver  is 
hereby  given  leave  to  applv  to  such  courte 
for  permission  to  intervene.^' 

In  In  re  Locust  Bldg.  Co.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y. 
1921)  272  Fed.  988,  proceedings  commenced 
in  the  state  court  subsequent  to  bankruptcy 
to  foreclose  a  mortgage  were  stayed  by  the 
bankruptcy  court.    The  court  said: 

"li  the  various  parties  in  interest  had 
been  brought  into  an  action  under  the  state 
statutes,  by  which  all  parties  having  any 
claim  to  the  title  would  be  cut  off,  except 
those  whose  rights  to  the  proceeds  of  sale 
are  fixed  by  the  decree  in  foreclosure,  where 
the  title  thus  made  would  be  easier  of  in- 
vestigation, and  would  clearly  and  conclu- 
sively determine  what  liens  exist  against  the 
property  and  should  be  transferred  to  the 
fund,  where  their  validity  might  be  attacked 
by  the  trustee  in  bankruptcy  when  they  make 
claim  thereto,  there  would  be  no  reason  why 
the  action  in  foreclosure  should  not  proceed 
to  the  entry  of  the  decree,  if  the  state  court 
sees  fit  to  proceed  with  the  action  and  deter- 
mine the  various  issues  presented  on  the 
pleadings. 

"If  the  state  court  did  not  deem  it  ad- 
visable, or  was  unable  to  proceed  with  the 
liquidation  of  this  claim  and  the  determina- 
tion of  its  validity,  within  a  reasonable  time, 
the  trustees  could  nevertheless  in  due  course 
proceed  before  the  referee  or  this  court  to 
determine  how  the  fund  should  be  dis- 
tributed. But  this  court  having  already 
ordered  the  sale  of  the  property,  free  and 
clear  of  all  claims,  there  being  sufficient 
funds  admittedly  to  pay  all  liens,  so  that  the 
security  of  a  mortgage  is  unnecessary  for 
any  purpose  except  to  establish  the  lien,  and 
particularly  where  there  are  two  prior  mort- 
gages, which  are  disputed,  and  as  to  which 
the  same  issue  will  be  presented  as  that  to 
be  litigated  as  to  the  third  mortgage,  and 
where  the  issues  as  to  these  prior  mortgagee 
cannot  be  determined  in  the  present  fore- 
closure action,  this  court  is  constrained  to 
continue  the  stay  against  the  foreclosure 
suit." 
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Vol.  V,  p.  983,  Jud.  Code,  seo.  266. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  242.] 

I.  Purpose  and  scope. 
II.  Power  of  court  and  single  judge. 
III.  Word  "  statute  "  construed. 
IV.  Application  generally. 
VI.  Effect  of  amendment  of  1913  [new]. 

I.  PuBPOSE  AND  Scope  (p.  985) 

Constrttction  in  general. —  This  section 
contemplates  a  stay  which  will  protect 
against  the  enforcement  of  the  law  the 
plaintiff  who  in  the  federal  court  is  seeking 
the  injunction.  J.  &  A.  Frieberg  Co.  v. 
Dawson,    (W.   D.   Ky.   1920)    274   Fed.  420. 

The  court  said :  "  It  is  manifest  that  the 
stay  which  only  prohibits  the  attorney  gen- 
eral from  enforcing  the  law  against  another 
plaintiff  in  another  case  cannot  protect  this 
plaintiff  in  this  case,  and  Congress  could  not 
have  intended  to  oust  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
federal  courts,  excepting  where  the  state 
courts  were  providing  an  adequate  substitute. 
The  reasons  assigned  to  Congress  for  the 
enactment  of  this  amendment,  as  shown  in 
tiie  report  of  the  House  judiciary  conmiittee, 
February  27,  1913,  report  No.  1584,  indicate 
that  it  was  intended  to  reach  only  those 
cases  where  the  enforcement  by  the  state 
was  through  a  court  action,  brought  by  some 
administrative  body,  for  specific  performance 
of  the  law;  but,  however  that  may  be,  and 
if  the  amendment  might  be  invoked  when  its 
application  was  based  upon  some  other  kind 
of  an  action  for  some  other  kind  of  enforce- 
ment of  a  law,  there  at  least  must  be  identity 
between  the  party  claiming  protection  in  the 
federal  court  and  the  party  who  is  receiving 
protection  in  the  state  court." 

The  suit  must  be  one  brought  to  enforce 
the  law  and  brought  in  a  court  having  juris- 
diction to  enforce  it.  J.  &  A.  Frieberg  Co. 
17.  Dawson,   (W.  D.  Ky.  1920)   274  Fed.  420. 

The  court  said :  "  The  action  of  the  fed- 
eral court  is  to  be  superseded  or  suspended 
only  in  case,  as  we  read  the  statute,  a  suit 
to  enforce  such  statute  or  order  shall  have 
been  brought  in  a  court  of  the  state  having 
jurisdiction  thereof  under  the  laws  of  such 
state;  and,  while  it  is  said  that  this  par- 
ticular state  court  has  jurisdiction  to  en- 
force this  law  because  it  is  the  court  in  which 
the  state  might  rightfully  bring  suit  to  col- 
lect penalties,  it  is  entirely  plain  that  the 
suit  which  has  been  brought  was  not  brought 
to  enforce  this  law.  The  attorney-general 
would  escape  this  conclusion  by  saying  that 
the  clause  to  enforce  such  statute  or  order 
is  dependent  upon  and  defines  the  word 
'  court,'  and  not  the  word  *  suit.'  This  con- 
struction is  not  only,  as  it  seems  to  us, 
awkward  and  unnatural,  but  it  leaves  the 
word  thereof  superfluous  and  without  mean- 
ing, and  leaves  tne  word  '  suit  *  going  at  large 
without  definition.  According  to  this  con- 
struction, if  only  the  suit  is  brought  in  a 


court  which  has  jurisdiction  to  enforce  this 
law,  it  makes  no  difference  what  kind  of  a 
suit  it  is  or  what  it  is  about." 

When  action  is  taken  in  the  state  court  to 
cause  a  stay  of  proceedings  in  the  federal 
court  the  meaning  of  this  section  is  that 
the  action  must  be  such  in  the  state  court 
that  the  same  issues  can  be  framed  and.  the 
same  questions  considered  and  decided  in  the 
state  court  as  have  been  raised  by  the  plead- 
ings in  the  federal  court,  and  pending  the 
determinati<Hi  of  that  suit  in  the  state  court 
the  temporary  relief  that  must  be  granted  by 
the  state  court  in  a  stay  order  must  be  of  as 
broad  a  scope  as  the  temporary  relief  which 
is  asked  in  the  federal  court,  where  the  suits 
have  already  been  started.  Xorthwestem 
Bell  Telephone  Co.  v.  Hilton,  (D.  C.  Minn. 
1921)   274  Fed.  384. 

II.  Power  of  CouitT  and  Sinque  Jxtdob 

(p.  985) 

Power  of  judges. —  Where  it  is  dear  that 
the  right  of  any  intervener  or  plaintiff  will 
be  the  same  as  the  right  of  the  plaintiff  in 
the  case  before  the  court  the  judges  may 
approve  the  issue  of  preliminarv  injunction 
by  the  district  judge  to  any  such  intervener 
or  plaintiff  whose  case  appears  to  such  dis- 
trict judge  not  to  be  essentially  distinguish- 
able from  that  of  the  plaintiff  to  whom  the 
injunction  is  granted,  such  injunction  to  be 
upon  the  same  tenns  and  conditions  as  pre- 
scribed by  the  judges  is  the  case  before  them. 
J.  &  A.  Frieberg  Go.  v,  Dawson,  (W.  D.  Ky. 
1920)   274  Fed.  420. 

The  court  has  no  power  to  sustain  or  deny 
a  motion  to  dismiss  being  called  into  exist- 
ence for  the  sole  purpose  of  hearing  and 
deciding  the  motion  for  a  preliminary  in- 
junction. J.  &  A.  Frieberg  Co.  t?.  Dawson, 
(W.  D.  Ky.  1920)  274  Fed.  420. 

In  case  of  the  existence  of  a  serious  doubt 
whether  conservancy  district  officers  are 
state  officers  in  such  a  sense  as  to  justify  a 
hearing  under  this  section  it  has  been  held 
that  the  court  as  constituted  under  this  sec- 
tion will  not  go  further  than  to  deny  an 
injunction.  Silvey  i\  Montgomery  County, 
(S.  D.  Ohio  1921)   273  Fed.  202. 

When  three  judges  unnecessary. —  Where 
no  attack  is  made  on  the  constitutionality 
of  any  statute  of  the  state,  but  tlie  attack 
is  made  on  the  effect  of  an  action  of  a 
municipal  board  in  insisting  upon  a  main- 
tenance of  certain  rates,  to  be  charged  by  a 
local  company  for  local  telephone  service,  on 
the  ground  that  the  action  of  such  municipal 
board  amounts  to  prescribing  rates  so  low 
as  to  be  confiscatory  and  as  such  in  violation 
of  the  Fourteenth  Amendment  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  the  require- 
ment in  this  section  as  to  three  judges  does 
not  apply.  Dallas  v,  Dallas  Telephone  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  410. 

Where  a  temporary  injunction  has  been 
granted  "  it  may  be  said  that  the  decision  of 
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a  court  of  three  jud;;e,s  is  after  all  but  a 
district  court  decision,  and  not  binding  upon 
the  judge  who  hears  the  ease  at  final  pre- 
pentatiou. 

In  a  Benpe  this  is  true,  for  the  court  hear- 
ing the  application  for  injunction  pendente 
lite  necessarily  acts  upon  affidavits,  the 
potency  of  which  may  largely  disappear  after 
consideration  of  the  evidence  of  witnesses 
subject  to  cross-examination."  But  where  no 
cross-examination  or  additional  evidence  has 
changed  the  situation  pre^^ented  when  the 
motion  for  temporary  injunction  was  argued 
the  decision  will  be  adhered  to.  Kings 
County  Lighting  Co.  i\  Nixon,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)    268  Fed.  143. 

Discretion  not  controlled  by  maater's  re- 
ports—  Wliere  a  suit  is  brought  to  arrest  the 
operation  of  an  ordinance  fixing  rates  on  the 
ground  that  it  is  unconstitutional  the  court 
will  not  fetter  its  discretion  or  judgment 
by  any  artificial  rules  as  to  the  weight  of 
the  master's  findings,  however  usefiH  and 
well  settled  these  rules  may  be  in  ordinary 
litigation.  Southwestern  Telephone,  etc.,  Co. 
«.  Houston,  (S.  D.  Tex.  1920)   268  Fed.  878. 

III.  Word  "Statute"  Oonstbued   (p.  987) 

Httnicipal  ordinance  as  "  statute  of  state.** 
—  To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph 
of  original  annotation,  see  Des  Moines  v. 
Des  Moines  Gas  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  606. 

IV.  Application  Geiteballt  (p.  988) 

In  J.  &  A.  Frieberg  Co.  v,  Dawson,  (W.  D. 
Ky.  1920)  274  Fed.  420,  a  motion  for  a 
preliminary  injunction  to  restrain  the  collec- 
tion of  a  state  tax  on  liquor  in  bonded  ware- 
houses was  held  to  come  within  the  provision 
of  this  act  requiring  a  hearing  before  three 
judges.  The  bill  in  this  case  was  filed 
against  the  warehouse  company  and  against 
the  state  auditor  and  the  state  attorney 
general,  alleging  that  the  warehouse  company 
was  unlawfully  refusing  to  make  the  trans- 
fer, and  that  the  state  ofilcers  were  threaten- 
ing to  enforce  this  law  and  the  penalties 
thereof  against  plaintifT.and  the  warehouse 
company,  and  asking  that  the  warehouse 
company  be  enjoined!  from  further  refusing 
to  make  the  transfer  or  from  further  assert- 
ing any  lien  for  this  60-cent  tax,  that  tiie 
state  officers  be  enjoined  from  any  step 
attempting  to  enforce  the  act  or  the  lien 
thereof,  and  that  the  attorney  general  be 
enjoined  from  instituting  any  action,  civil  or 
criminal,  to  coerce  the  payment  of  this  tax, 
or  to  collect  the  penalties  or  fines  prescribed 
in  the  act. 

The  question  whether  a  railroad  is  threat- 
ened by  the  state  authorities  with  being  de- 
prived of  one  cent  per  mile  per  passenger 
its  property  under  the  Federal  Transporta- 
tion Law  is  a  constitutional  one  and  an 
application  for  a  preliminary  injunction  must 
be  heard  by  a  court  constituted  as  required 
by  this  section.     New  York  Cent.  R.  Co.  v. 


Public   Service   Commission,    (X.    D.    N.   Y. 
1920)  268  Fed.  558. 

Where  «  party  confined  itself  to  claiming 
that  the  members  of  a  state  council  of  de- 
fense during  the  war  with  Germany  acted 
outside  of  and  beyond  the  powers  and  duties 
contained  in  the  statute  creating  it,  and 
did  not  question  the  validity  of  that  law 
there  was  held  to  be  no  constitutional  ques- 
tion of  the  character  requiring  the  three 
judge  court.  Council  of  Defense  t*.  Inter- 
national Magazine  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)    267    Fed.   390. 

Conflict  between  state  and  federal  statute. 
-—This  section  applies  to  cases  in  which  it 
is  sought  to  restrain  the  enforcement  of  a 
state  statute  on  the  ground  that  it  conflicts 
with  a  federal  sta/tute.  Michigan  Cent.  R. 
Co.  17.  Michigan  Public  Utilities  Commission, 
(E.  D.  Mich.  1921)  271  Fed.  319,  wherein 
it  was  said:  "  This  injunction  is  not  sought 
'  upon  the  ground  of  the  unconstitutionality 
of  such  statute,'  in  the  more  common  sense 
in  which  we  speak  of  unconstitutionality. 
That  there  is  a  conflict  between  state  and 
fed«ral  law  does  not  always  bring  to  mind 
the  issue  of  the  unconstitutionality  of  the 
former;  yet  it  is  prescribed  by  the  federal 
Constitution  that  it  and  the  laws  and  the 
treaties  made  in  pursuance  thereof  shall  be 
the  supreme  law  of  the  land,  and  it  seems 
to  follow  that  a  state  statute  which  is  in 
conflict  with  a  federal  statute,  when  the 
latter  is  pursuant  to  and  %yithin  the  power 
given  by  the  federal  Constitution,  is,  in  a 
very  fair  sense,  unconstitutional.  We  think 
the  present  situation  is  fully  within  the 
spirit  and  fairly  wiUiin  the  letter  of  section 
266." 

VI.  Effect  of  AMEin>MENT  of  1913  [new] 
A  restraining  order  issued  by  a  state 
court  in  purely  private  litigatioji  between 
third  parties  over  the  validity  of  a  state 
tax,  which  leaves  those  who  have  already 
begun  suit  in  a  federal  court  to  enjoin  the 
enforcement  of  the  tax  statute  subject  to 
all  the  danger  of  irreparable  injury  against 
which  they  sought  the  protection  of  the 
federal  court,  is  not  such  a  stay  as  is  con- 
templated by  the  provision  of  the  Judicial 
Code,  §  266,  ae  amended  by  the  Act  of 
March  4,  1913,  that  if,  before  the  final  hear- 
ing of  an  application  to  restrain  the  enforce- 
ment of  a  statute  or  an  administrative 
order,  ''  a  suit  shall  have  been  brought  in 
a  court  of  the  state  having  jurisdiction 
thereof,  under  the  laws  of  such  •  state,  to 
enforce  such  statute  or  order,  accompanied 
by  a  stay  in  such  court  of  proceedings  under 
such  statute  or  order  pending  the  deter- 
mination of  euch  suit  by  such  state  court, 
all  proceedings  in  any  court  of  the  United 
States  to  restrain  the  execution  of  such  stat- 
ute or  order  shall  be  stayed  pending  the 
final  determination  of  such  suit  in  the  courts 
of  the  state."  Dawson  r.  Kentucky  Distil- 
leries,  etc.,   Co.,    (1921)    255   U.   S.   288,  41 
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S.  Ct.  272,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(W.  D.  Ky.  1920)  274  Fed.  420.  The  court 
said: 

"The  suit  pending  in  the  state  court  wae 
this:  A  liquor  dealer  who  owned  whisky 
in  a  distillery  warehouse  had,  prior  to  the 
enactment  of  the  statute  here  in  question, 
caused  it  to  be  bottled  in  bond,  and  had 
paid  thereon  the  ^cent  a  gallon  state  tax 
imposed  under  the  Law  of  1917.  He  claimed 
the  right  to  withdraw  the  whisky  from  bond 
without  payment  of  the  60-cent  a  gallon  tax; 
and  brought  suit  in  a  county  court  to  enjoin 
the  warehouseman  from  preventing  his  doing 
so.  The  latter  set  up  this  1920  act.  There- 
upon, the  plaintiff,  by  amended  petition, 
joined  the  attorney-general  and  the  auditor 
as  codefendants,  and  prayed  that  they  be 
enjoined  from  compelling  the  plaintiff  or 
the  warehouseman  to  pay  the  50-cent  a  gal- 
lon tax  on  the  plaintiff's  whisky.  A  restrain- 
ing order  to  that  effect  issued. 

"  Whether  this  suit  in  the  county  court 
was  of  such  a  character  as  to  entitle  the 
state  officials  to  stay  the  proceedings  in 
the  Federal  court  we  do  not  decide.  Strictly 
speaking,  it  was  not  'brought  ...  to 
enforce'  the  statute  in  question;  but  it  is, 
at  least,  arguable  that  it  might  have  been 
accepted  by  the  state  officials  as  a  means 
to  that  end,  and  so  have  fulfilled  in  sub- 
stance the  statutory  requirement.  See 
House  Report  No.  1684,  62d  Cong.  3d  Sees. 
But  whether  this  is  true  or  not,  it  was  not 
'  accompanied  by  a  stay  in  such  state  court 
of  proceedings  under  such  statute,'  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Judicial  Code.  The  stay 
contemplated  by  Congress  is  a  general  one, 
which  would  protect,  among  others,  those 
who  had  already  sought  protection  in  the 
Federal  court." 

Vol.  V,  p.  989,  Jud.  Code,  seo.  267. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  243.] 

I.  Derivation  and  construction  generally. 
II.  Jurisdictional  matters  generally. 
IV.  Kemedy  at  law. 

1.  Adequate   remedy  at   law  bars  re- 

lief fn  equity. 

2.  Nature  of  remedy  at  law  required. 
V.  Waiver  of  objection  to  jurisdiction. 

I,   Derivation    and    Construction    Gener- 
ally (p.  989)   . 

Derivation  of  rule. —  In  determining  the 
adequacy  of  the  legal  remedy  resort  must 
be  had  to'  the  common  law  as  modified  by 
English  statutes  at  the  time  of  the  adoption 
by  Congress  of  the  Judiciary  Act  of  1789. 
The  fact  that  a  state  gives  an  adequate 
remedy  at  law  is  not  sufficient  to  deprive  a 
federal  court  of  equity  of  its  jurisdiction. 
Kellogg  V.  Schaueble,  (S.  D.  Miss.  1921) 
273  Fed.   1012. 

This  section  is  merely  declaratory  of  the 
pre-existing  law, — To  the  same  effect  as  the 


original   annotation,   see    Plews   v.    Burrage, 
(C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  347. 

II.  JURISWCTIONAL  MaTTEES   GeNERAIXT 

(p.  990) 

Concurrent  jurisdiction. — A  court  of  equity 
will  not  enjoin  an  action  at  law  on  the 
ground  of  res  judicata  as  a  party  relying  on 
res  judicata  has  a  complete  and  adequate 
remedy  by  pleading  this  defense  in  a  suit 
at  law.  Plews  t?.  Burrage,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist 
Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  347. 

IV.  Remedy  at  Law 

1.  Adequate  Remedy  at  Late  Bars  Relief 
in  Equity  (p.  996) 

.    To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion, see  J.   &  A.  Frieberg  Co.  v.  Dawson, 

(W.  D.  Ky.  1920)  274  Fed.  420. 

Legal  remedy  arising  after  luit. —  Equi- 
table jurisdiction  is  not  lost  because,  since 
the    filing   of    the   bill,    an    adequate    legal 

remedy  may  have  become  available.  Daw- 
son v.  Kentucky  Distilleries,  etc.,  Co.,  ( 1921 ) 
256  U.  S.  288,  41  S.  Ct.  272,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  affirming  (W.  D.  Ky.  1920)  274  Fed.  420. 

2.  Nature  of  Remedy  at  Law  Required 

(p.  997) 

Remedy  at  law  must  be  in  federal 
courts. — The  adequate  remedy  at  law  which 
is  the  test  of  equitable  jurisdiction  in  the 
federal  courts  must  exist  in  those  courts. 
The  fact  of  the  existence  of  euch  a  remedy 
in  the  state  courts  is  immaterial.  Franklin 
V.  Nevada-California  Power  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  643. 

V.  Waiver  of  Objection  to  Jurisdiction 

(p.  999) 
General  principles. — This  provision  that 
tuits  in  equity  shall  not  be  sustained  in  the 
courts  of  the  United  States  where  there  is 
an  adequate  remedy  at  law,  was  enacted  to 
secure  a  privilege  to  a  defendant  which  he 
may  waive.  Rosenthal  v.  Heller,  <M.  D. 
Pa.  1020)   266  Fed.  563. 

Vol.  V,  p.  1009,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  268. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  243.] 

I.  Onatruction. 

2.  Particular  phrases  and  words. 
II.  Contempt  generally. 

1.  What  constitutes  contempt. 

III.  Power  to  punish  for  contempts  generally. 

3.  Limitations   on  power. 

IV.  Particular  acts  or  conduct  as  contempts. 

10.  Letters  relating  to  litigation. 

I.  Construction 
2.  Particular  Phrases  and  Words   (p.  1011) 

''As  to  obstruct  the  administration  of  jue- 
tice  " —  Criticising  decisions  of  courts. — 
'*  The  right  to  criticize  the  correctness  of  the 
decisions  of  courts   and  judges  has   always 
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existed  under  our  form  of  goTernment,  and 
must  continue  to  exist,  not  merely  as  a  right 
possessed  by  the  individual,  but  as  a  s^e- 
guard  to  our  institutions.  Such  criticism 
often  inyites  valuable  discussion  and  delib- 
eration, and  not  infrequently  results  in  cor- 
recting error.  But  such  right  must  not  be 
confused  with  'the  misbehavior  ...  so 
near  '  the  presence  of  the  court  '  as  to  ob- 
struct the  administration  of  justice.'"  U.  S. 
17.  Craig,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  230. 

II.  Contempt  Geiieballt 

1.  What  Constitutes  Contempt  (p.  1013) 

Contempt  may  be  committed  although  the 
misbehavior  is  not  directed  to  a  definite 
matter  whidi  is  to  be  disposed  of  by  the 
court's  order,  judgm^it  or  decree  dealing 
with  that  precise  subject-matter.  The  test 
really  is  not  whether  the  "  misbehavior  "  is 
directed  against  the  decision  of  a  particular 
question  sub  judice  but  whether  it  is  of 
such  a  kind  as  to  be  obstructive  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  U.  S.  V.  Craig, 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  230. 

Contempt  by  public  officials. —  In  a  caae 
where  a  comptroller  of  the  city  of  New  York 
was  held  guilty  of  contempt  the  court  said: 

"Nor  is  the  comptroller  of  the  city  of 
New  York  clothed  with  any  privilege  which 
will  protect  him  for  acts  committed  in  con- 
tempt of  court.  He  is  not  a  member  of  the 
Legislature,  even  though  it  may  be  urged 
that  the  board  of  which  he  is  a  member  has 
certain  delegated  powers  in  the  nature  of 
legislative  functions;  and,  indeed,  for  that 
matter,  no  one  would  contend  that  a  member 
of  the  Legislature  would  be  free  to  commit 
contempt  of  court  by  misbehavior  outside 
the  halls  of  the  legislative  body  in  any  man- 
ner he  pleased  as  to  the  act  or  conduct  of 
any  court  or  judge."  U.  S.  v.  Craig,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed.  230. 

ni.  PowEB  TO  Punish  fob  Contempts 

Generally 

8.  Limitations  on  Power   (p.  1016) 

In  general. — "The  court  must  act  judi- 
cially in  all  things  and  cannot  transcend  the 
power  conferred  by  the  law,  and  when  the 
court  does  so  in  imposing  the  sentence  not 
merely  is  an  error  committed,  but  the  judg- 
ment is  absolutely  void."  Ex  p.  Craig^ 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921 )   274  Fed.  177. 

IV.  Pabticulab  Acjts  or   Conduct  as 

Contempts 

10.  Letters  Relating  to  Litigation  (p.  1024) 

Where  at  the  time  of  the  writing  of  a 
letter  referring  to  a  denial  of  an  application 
to  appoint  a  coreceiver,  the  matter  referred 
to  had  been  disposed  of,  it  was  held  that 
there  was  no  proceeding  pending  before  the 
court  which  the  letter  could  aflfect  by  ob- 
structing    the     administration     of     justice. 


Eof  p.  Craig,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  177.  In  this  case  a  comptroller  of  the 
city  of  New  York  was  held  guilty  of  con- 
tempt by  writing  and  delivering  a  letter 
to  a  public  service  commissioner  of  the  state 
in  response  to  an  invitation  to  a  confer- 
ence in  respect  to  the  transportation  situa- 
tion in  New  York  city  in  which  letter  he 
falsely  stated  that  "before  any  such  con- 
ference can  be  seriously  considered,  .and  as 
an  evidence  of  good  faith  on  the  part  of 
those  acting  by  and  under  the  authority  of 
United  States  District  Judge  Mayer,  there 
must  be  a  reversal  of  the  policy  for  which 
Judge  Mayer  is  responsible  of  denying  to 
myself  and  other  members  of  the  board  of 
estimate  and  apportionment  any  access  to 
original  sources  of  information  concerning 
the  property  and  affairs  of  these  various  pub- 
lic utility  corporations  holding  franchises  to 
operate  in  the  streets  of  New  York."  The 
court  said: 

"In  the  case  at  bar,  the  information  set6 
forth  that  two  consolidated  causes  in  equity 
and  one  bankruptcy  proceeding  were  pending 
in  this  court  on  October  6,  1919.  By  vir- 
tue of  the  equity  causes  (the  information 
shows)  there  came  into  the  custody  of  the 
court  large  and  extensive  properties  of  pub- 
lic utilities,  subway,  elevated,  and  surface 
transit  lines.  It  is  plain  that  in  the  equity 
causes,  and  the  bankruptcy  proceeding  the 
court  would  be  called  upon  from  time  to 
time  to  make  orders  and  decrees.  Such 
orders  and  decrees  would  not  merely  affect 
the  property  as  such,  but  necessarily  affect 
the  relation  of  the  property  to  the  public. 

"Tlie  very  nature  of  the  properties  and 
the  legal  proceedings  involving  them  cast 
upon  the  court  from  the  beginning  a  con- 
tinuing duty,  which  must  necessarily  be  per- 
formed through  the  agency  of  orders,  instruc- 
tions, and  decrees  decided  upon  from  time 
to  time  and  expressed  in  such  form  as  may 
be  appropriate.  Until,  therefore,  the  prop- 
erty is  no  longer  in  the  court,  and  the  court 
by  its  final  decree  or  proper  order  has  re- 
leased the  property  from  its  custody,  and 
has  no  further  duty  to  perform,  the  equity 
suits  and  the  bankruptcy  proceeding  are  in 
every   sense   pending.     .  Finally,   ex- 

amining the  information,  it  appears  that  it 
is  alleged  that  the  court  was  falsely  charged 
in  effect  with  a  policy  or  course  of  conduct 
by  which  it  denied  to  public  officials  access 
to  original  sources  of  information.  It  will 
be  noted  that  defendant  refers  to  *  the  policy ' 
for  which  the  court  is  responsible.  Indeed, 
counsel  for  defendant  assert  in  their  brief: 

"  *  The  information  itself  discloses  on  its 
face  that  Judge  Mayer  had  adopted  a  set- 
tled policy  and  a  fixed  purpose  in  regard  to 
the  character  of  the  information  to  be  ac- 
corded by  the  receivers  and  the  trustee  to  the 
city  officials.' 

"But  counsel  contend  that  this  action  of 
the  court  was  *  presently  final.*     It  must  be 
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plain  that  'policy'  means  a  continuing 
course  in  a  pending  cause,  and  the  alleged 
false  statement  in  respect  thereof  looked  to 
the  present  and  the  future,  as  well  as  the 
paet.  But  it  is  not  necessary  to  place  the 
decision  of  this  question  on  either  narrow 
or  technical  ground.  The  question  is  hroader 
and  reaches  further. 

''Such  statements  as  are  alleged  in  the 
information  to  be  knowingly  false  have,  for 
their  purpose  and  expected  effect,  the  crea- 
tion of  a  fear  in  the  mind  of  the  court  that 
it  will  invite  popular  distrust,  and  perhaps 
condemnation,  if  it  continues  the  course 
which  it  has  pursued.  The  assault  is  based 
on  the  assumption  —  fortunately  rarely  cor- 
rect —  that  the  court  will  shape  its  decisions 
to  meet  passing  popular  approval  and  to 
avoid  passing  popular  criticism.  It  is  in- 
tended to  play  on  human  frailty,  and  to  de- 
flect and  deter  the  court  from  the  perform- 
ance of  its  duty,  and  drive  it  into  a  com- 
promip'^  with  its  own  unfettered  judgment, 
by  placing  it,  through  the  medium  of  know- 
ingly false  assertion,  in  a  wrong  position 
before  a  public  which  has  little  opportunity 
to  investigate  the  facts  and  ascertain  the 
truth." 

Vol.  V,  p.  1047,  Jud.  Code,  seo.  269. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  243.] 

II.  Power  of  court. 

III.  Grounds  for  granting  new  trial. 

I.  In  general. 
6.  Instructions. 

IV.  Effect  of  state  remedies. 

Construction  of  this  section  as  amended, 
see  infra,  p.  644. 

II.  POWEB  OP  COUBT    (p.   1048) 

Power  to  grant.— "  Under  rule  11  (188 
Fed.  ix,  109  C.C.  A.  ix)  the  court,  at  its 
option,  may  notice  a  plain  error  not  as- 
signed. Nor  will  the  court  refuse  to  notice 
a  substantial  error  committed  during  the 
trial,  when  the  accused's  liberty  is  involved, 
although  no  exceptions  were  taken,  nor  in- 
cluded in  the  assignment  of  errors.  But  it 
16  only  in  a  clear  case,  to  prevent  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice,  that  an  appellate  court 
will  consider  an  alleged  error,  not  called  to 
the  attention  of,  and  not  passed  on  by,  the 
trial  court.  Gillette  t\  United  States,  25P6 
Fed.  215,  149  C.  C.  A.  405.  If  it  appears 
from  the  entire  record  that  the  accused  is 
clearly  guilty,  errors  not  excepted  to  will 
afford  no  ground  for  reversal."  Smith  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  665. 

Discretion  of  court. —  To  the  same  effect  as 
the  original  annotation,  see  American  Film 
Co.  V.  Moye,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.  419;  Bates  v.  U.  S.,   (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 

1920)  269  Fed.  563;  Preleau  v.  U.  S.,  (App. 
Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  271  Fed.  361;  Tanners' 
Products   Co.   V.   Nulty,    (C.    C.   A.   3d   Cir. 

1921)  272  Fed.  898. 


The  denial  of  a  motion  for  a  new  trial 
vi  a  matter  within  the  discretion  of  the 
court  whose  action  will  not  be  reviewed  in 
the  absence  of  an  abuse  of  discretion.  Ram- 
sey V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268 
Fed.  825;  Harley  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1920)   269  Fed.  384. 

"  The  granting  of  the  motion  for  a  new 
trial  was  within  the  discretionary  power  of 
the  learned  District  Judge,  and,  having  exer- 
cised his  discretion,  no  exception  can  be 
sustained  to  his  denial.  It  has  only  been 
in  cases  where  the  trial  judge  has  refused 
to  exercise  his  discretion,  and  to  consider 
the  motion  or  the  affidavits  offered  in  its 
support,  that  his  ruling  has  been  reviewed." 
Katz  1*.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  157. 

It  is  not  assignable  as  error  on  appeal  that 
the  court  erred  in  overruling  a  motion  for  a 
new  trial  based  on  the  assumption  that  the 
verdict  was  not  sustained  by  the  evidence. 
Whelan  v.  Welch,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  269 
Fed.  689. 

III.  Grounds  fob  Grantino  New  Tbiai. 

1.  In  General  (p.  1060) 

Doubt  as  to  issues  on  which  verdict  was 
based. —  Where  it  is  doubtful  that  the  ver- 
dict of  a  jury  in  favor  of  a  plaintiff  waa 
rendered  on  the  issue  submitted  in  the  court's 
charge,  rather  than  on  a  different  issue  urged 
by  the  plaint iff^s  counsel,  a  new  trial  will 
be  granted.  Oriental  Textile  Mills  v.  Thomp- 
son Worsted  Co.,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  265  Fed. 
794. 

6.  iMtructiona  (p.  1052) 

-  Where  a  portion  of  an  instruction,  which 
was  objected  to  by  the  defendant's  counsel, 
was  withdrawn  by  the  court  and  the  jury 
cautioned  to  disregard  it,  it  does  not  consti- 
tute prejudicial  error.  Gross,  v,  U.  S.,  ( C.  G. 
A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  606. 

IV.  Effect  of  State  Reicedibb    (p.   1055) 

A  restricted  new  trial  where  the  whole  case 
is  not  resubmitted  to  the  jury  as  author- 
ized by  a  state  statute  is  beyond  the  powor 
of  a  federal  court  to  order.  McKeon  v. 
Central  Stamping  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1920)  264  Fed.  386. 

Vol.  V,  p.  1059,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  274a. 

[First  ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  137.] 

The  fact  that  a  complainant  in  equity  has 
an  adequate  remedy  at  law  is  no  longer  suffi- 
cient ground  for  the  di^nissal  of  the  suit. 
Pierce  v.  National  Bank  of  Commerce,  (C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  487,  citing 
equity  rule  22. 

Construing  equity  rules  2a  and  23  together 
with  this  statute  it  has  been  said :  "  We 
unrierstand  that  a  suit  in  equity  shall  not 
be  tried  by  piecemeal,  but  is  to  be  proceeded 
with  on  the  side  in  which  the  suit  was  prop- 
erly brought;  that  is  to  say,  if  it  should  have 
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been  brought  as  an  action  at  law,  under  rule 
22  the  court  should  make  an  order  of  trans- 
fer to  the  law  side,  to  the  end  that  the  action 
may  be  proceeded  with  upon  the  law  side. 
If  the  suit  is  one  properly  to  be  brought 
before  a  court  of  equity,  it  should  remain 
upon  the  equitable  side  and  there  tried.  On 
the  other  hand,  if,  in  the  course  of  the  suit 
begun  in  equity,  matters  should  arise  which 
would  ordinarily  have  to  be  determined  at 
law,  such  matters  shall  be  determined  with- 
out sending  the  case  to  the  law  side  of  the 
court."  Chanslor-Canfield  Midway  Oil  Co. 
r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir,  1&20)  266  Fed. 
145. 

Vol.  V,  p.  1061,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  274b. 

[First  ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  138.] 

This  statute  is  remedial  and  should  be 
liberally  construed.  Plews  v.  Burrage,  (C. 
C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  881. 

Release  as  bar  to  action  at  law. — A  release 
is  not  a  bar  to  an  action  at  law  until  set 
aside  in  equity  since  under  this  section  the 
defendant  may  plead  it  as  a  defense  in  such 
an  action.  Manchester  St.  Ry.  v.  Barrett, 
(C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)   265  Fed.  557. 

Submission  to  jury. —  Whether  the  issues 
of  fact  involved  in  equitable  relief  to  a  plain- 
tiff replying  to  a  legal  defense  should  be 
submitted  Uy  a  jury  or  determined  by  the 
court  is,  a  question  of  judicial  discretion. 
While  the  verdict  of  a  jury  may  in  the  equit- 
able issue  be  advisory  only,  yet  when  such 
issue  is  simple  and  one  eminently  fit  for 
submission  to  a  jury,  it  is  held  that  such 
submission  is  the  preferable  practice  and  the 
one  most  consonant  with  the  spirit  and  pur- 
pose of  the  statute.  Plews  v.  Burrage,  (C. 
C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  881. 

Meeting  legal  defense  by  equitable  reply.— 
Under  this  section  when  a  legal  defense  is 
set  up  in  the  answer,  the  plaintiff  has  by 
replication  the  same  right  to  meet  such  legal 
defense  by  equitable  reply  as  a  defendant 
has  to  set  up  in  his  answer  an  equitable 
defense  to  a  legal  claim  set  up  in  the 
declaration.  Plews  v.  Burrage,  (C.  C.  A.  1st 
Cir.   1921)    274  Fed.  881.     The  court  said: 

"  We  cannot  believe  that  Congress  intended 
to  prevent  circuity  of  action  when  a  defend- 
ant, sued  at  law,  has  an  equitable  defense, 
and  did  not  intend  to  prevent  circuity  of 
action  when  a  plaintiff  needs  to  interpose  a 
reply  grounded  on  equity  in  order  to  meet  a 
legal  defense  set  up  in  the  answer.  We  are 
aware  that  a  majority  of  the  Court  of  Appeals 
of  the  second  circuit  reached  a  different  con- 
clusion in  Keatley  t?.  U.  S.  Trust  Co.,  249 
Fed.  296,  161  C.  C.  A.  304;  but  our  views  aa 
to  the  scope  and  meaning  of  this  statute 
accord  with  those  of  Judge  Learned  Hand, 
who,  dissenting,  said: 

'"It  eeems  to  me  that  we  should  not  con- 
strue so  narrowly  section  274b.  The  phrase, 
''equitable  defenses  may  be  interposed  by 
.     .     .     replication  without  the  necessity  of 


filing  a  bill  on  the  equity  side  of  the  court," 
can  only  mean,  I  think,  this:  That  where 
the  defendant  interposes  a  bar  valid  at  law, 
the  plaintiff  may  set  up  in  his  next  plead- 
ing facts  avoiding  the  bar  in  equity.  The 
suggestion  is  that  it  might  give  the  plaintiff 
the  right  to  plead  to  the  defendant's  "  equit- 
able defenses  set  up  in  the  answer,  but  that 
is  independently  provided  for  in  the  fourth 
sentence  of  the  act.  Besides,  the  defendant's 
answer  to  a  suit  in  equity  cannot  properly 
be  said  to  be  interposed  by  **  filing  a  bill  on 
the  equity  side  of  the  court,"  which  is  the 
language  of  the  first  sentence. 

"  '  So  far  as  we  may  look  to  the  purpose  ol 
the  section  I  cannot  think  there  is  any  doubts 
Congress  can  hardly  be  thought  to  have  any 
predilection  for  plaintiffs'  suits  in  equity 
rather  than  defendants',  and  we  must  leave 
a  capricious  exception  in  practice,  if  we  do 
not  include  a  case  like  this.  I  agree  that 
the  language  of  the  section  is  not  what  a 
Mitford  or  a  Langdell  would  have  used;  but 
the  purpose  seems  to  me  perfectly  plain,  and 
we  ought,  I  think,  to  try  to  effect  it  if  w# 
can.' 

"  See,  also,  the  Knickerbocker  Trust  Case, 
247  Fed.  8^3,  837,  160  C.  C.  A.  56. 

"  Defendant's  contention  that,  so  construed, 
the  statute  is  unconstitutional,  is  plainly  un- 
tenable. The  decision  in  Scott  v.  Xeely,  140 
U.  S.  106,  U  Sup.  Ct.  712,  35  L.  Ed.  358, 
so  far  as  now  pertinent,  is  merely  to  the 
effect  that  legal  and  equitable  remedies  can- 
not be  so  blended  in  equity  suits  as  to  impair 
the  constitutional  right  to  jury  trial  given 
by  the  Seventh  Amendment.  Stockbridge  V. 
Mixer,  215  Mass.  415,  102  N.  E.  646,  is  to  the 
same  effect.  Compare  State  17.  Saundere,  66 
N.  H.  39,  76  et  seq.,  25  Atl!  688,  18  L.  R.  A. 
646.  There  is  no  constitutional  guaranty  of 
permanent  circuity  of  action." 

Vol.  V,  p.  1061,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  274c. 

[First  ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  138.] 
1.  Peactick  under  Text  Section  274c. 

Amendment  of  complaint. — ^An  amendment 
will  be  permitted  under  this  section  only 
when  the  existing  facts  warrant  it  and  there 
has  been  a  request  therefor.  Buena  Vista 
County  V.  Title  Guaranty,  etc.,  Co.,  (N.  D, 
la.  1920)   267  Fed.  477. 

A  petition  for  removal  may  be  amended 
even  in  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  so  as 
to  clear  up  matters  of  form.  Ohio  v.  Swift, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  141. 

Vol.  V,  p.  1073,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  280. 

[First  ed.,  1912  Supp.,  p.  246.] 
Selection  on  discharge  of  paneL — Jurors 
may  be  selected  in  the  manner  prescribed  in 
this  section  where  there  is  lack  of  a  jury  in 
consequence  of  the  action  of  the  court  in  dis- 
iharging  the  panel  or  panels  regularly  sum- 
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moned.    Mooreheaxl  v.  U.  S.,   (C.  C.  A.  5tli 
Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  210. 

Vol.  V,  p.  1098,  sec.  9.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  377.] 

Mode  of  review  —  Certiorari, —  The  mode 
of  review  by  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 
of  the  final  decrees  or  judgments  of  the  Dis- 
trict Court  of  the  Canal  Zone  is  limited  by 
this  section  to  "  the  same  manner  and  under 
the  same  regulations,  and  by  the  same  pro- 
cedure as  is  done  in  reviewing  the  final  judg- 
ments and  decrees  of  the  district  courts  of 
the  United  States."  The  jurisdiction  con- 
ferred is  brought  into  plav  by  writ  of  error 
or  appeal  and  a  suggestion  that  an  order 
of  the  District  Court  prevented  the  petitioner 
from  taking  an  appeal  does  not  authorize  the 
issuance  of  a  writ  of  certiorari  as  a  judge 
of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  could  have 
allowed  an  appeal  if  application  therefor  had 
been  duly  made.  Simkins  v.  Simkins,  (C.  C. 
A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  67. 

Finality  of  decree, — "  If  no  final  judg- 
ment or  decree  has  been  rendered  in  the 
case,  the  proceedings  in  it  are  not  now  sub- 
ject to  hd  review^ed  by  this  court,  whose 
jurisdiction  is  limited  as  indicated  by  the 
plain  terms  of  the  statute.  This  court  has 
not  been  vested  with  power  to  superintend 
or  control  action  of  the  District  Court  of  the 
Canal  Zone  in  a  case  or  proceeding  in  which 
no  final  judgment  or  decree  has  been  ren- 
dered." Simkins  17.  Simkins,  (C.  C.  A.  5th 
Oir.  192J)  271  Fed.  87. 

Vol.  V,  p.  1108,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  207. 

[Venue  of  suits  to  enforce,  etc.l 
[First  ed.,  1914  Supp.,  p.  230.] 

See  supra,  annotation  under  sec.  16  [B]  of 

IlTTEBBTATE   COMMERCE  at  p.   514. 

Vol.  V,  p.  1 1 1 0,  Jud.  Code,  sec.  208. 

[First  ed.,  1914  Supp.,  p.  230.] 

Enforcement  of  order  to  cease  and  desist 
enjoined. —  In  National  Tube  Co.  t?.  U.  S., 
(X.  D.  Ohio  1918)  272  Fed.  735,  an  injunc- 
tion was  issued  restraining  the  enforcement 
of  an  order  requiring  triuik  line  defendants 
to  cease  and  desist  from  making  allowance 
to  a  terminal  railroad  for  a  service  rendered 
to  certain  shippers. 

Vol.   V,   p.   1112.      [Application  for 

interlocvJtory     injunction,     etc."] 

[First  ed.,  1914  Supp.,  p.  231.] 

Enjoining  enforcement  of  order. —  The  exe- 
cution of  an  order  made  by  the  commission 
under  section  402  ( 15)  of  the  Act  of  Feb.  28, 
1920,  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  June  5,  1920, 
ch.  236    ("Transportation  Act")    72   [1920 


Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  p.  97],  can  be  enjoined 
only  by  three  judges  as  provided  in  this  sec- 
tion. Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.  «.  Lambert  Run 
Coal  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
776. 

Vol.  V,  p.  1 1 1 7,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  84.] 
Torts  of  officers  and  agents. —  The  United 
States  has  not  consented  to  be  sued  in  the 
Court  of  Claims  for  the  torts  of  its  officers 
or  agents.  Journal,  etc.,  Co.  t?.  U.  S.,  (1921) 
254  U.  S.  581,  41  S.  Ct.  202,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  affirming  (1918)  53  Ct.  CI.  612. 

Vol.  V,  p.  1118,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 

vol.  II,  p.  84.] 
Procedure  in  actions  against  United  States 
on  war  risk  insurance  certificates,  see  sup- 
plemental  annotation    to  vol.    IX,   p.    1305, 
sec.  13,  tn/ra,  this  volume. 

Vol.  V,  p.  1123,  sec.  721.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  IV,  p.  517.] 

I.  General  rules  and  principles. 
2.  Federal  questions. 

5.  Questions  of  unwritten  or  common 

law. 

b.  Present  rule. 

C  Local  law;  rules  of  property. 

6.  Constitutional  and  statutory  ques- 

tions generally. 

a.  General  rule  stated. 

c.  Conflicting    decisicms    of    state 

courts  generally. 

d.  Change  of  state  decisions  after 

accrual  of  rights. 
II.  Application   of  rules  to   particular   sub- 
jects. 

7.  Contracts  generally. 

8.  Corporate  existence. 
11.  Damages,  measure  of. 

14.  Deeds,    mortgages    and    leases    of 
realty. 

b.  Mortgages. 

d.  Effect  of  state  statute. 
16.  Evidence  and  witnesses. 

b.  Effect   of    state    statutes    gen- 
erally. 

n.  Commercial  paper. 
19.  Guaranty  contracts. 
26.  Limitation  of  actions. 

b.  Suits  in  equity. 

c.  Proceedings  in  admiralty. 

29.  Mortgages,  sales  and  bailments  of 

personalty. 

30.  Municipal  and  quasi  municipal  cor- 

porations. 

31.  Negligence  questions. 

a.  In  general. 

38.  Taxation. 

a.  In  general. 

g.  Exemptions  from  taxation. 

39.  Telegraph  companies. 
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40.  Title  and  incidents  of  realty  gen- 

erally 

a.  Rule  stated. 

c.  Application  of  rule  generally. 

d.  Water  rights. 

e.  State  statutes  concerning  realty 

generally. 

41.  Wilk. 

b.  Decisions   constituting   rule  of 

property. 

I.  General  Hitles  and  Pbinciflbs 
2.  Federal  Questions  (p.  1126) 
Federal  courts  in  a  suit  to  enjoin  the  con- 
struction of  a  dam  in  an  alleged  navigable 
river  of  the  United  States  need  not  follow  a 
decision  of  the  highest  court  of  the  state 
within  which  the  stream  lies,  that  such 
stream  in  its  natural  condition  is  not  navi- 
gable. Economy  Light,  etc.,  Co.  v,  U.  S., 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  Ua.  41  S.  Ct.  4€9,  65  U.  8. 
(L.  ed.)  ~,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1W9) 
256  Fed.  792,  168  C.  C.  A.  138. 

6.  Questions  of  Untoritten  or  Common  Law 
b.  Present  Rule   (p.  1129) 

In  general. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the  sec- 
ond paragraph  of  the  original  annotation, 
see  In  re  Roth,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1920)  272  Fed. 
516;  Petition  of  National  Discount  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  570. 

Decision  of  Supreme  Court  of  Hawaii.— A 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Hawaii  construing  prior  decisions  of 
the  Supreme  Court  relating  to  the  common 
law  doctrine  of  the  presumption  of  a  grant 
has  been  held  to  be  binding  on  the  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals.  Hawaii  v.  Hutchinson 
Sujjar  Planatation  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir, 
1921)  272  Fed.  866. 

e.  Local  Law;  Rules  of  Property   (p.  1130) 

Local  law. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
third  paragraph  of  the  original  annotation, 
see  Pickens  v.  Merriam,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)   274  Fed.  1. 

Priority  of  state  over  other  unsecured 
creditors. —  Whether  the  priority  of  a  state 
over  other  unsecured  creditors  in  payment 
of  debts  due  the  state  out  of  the  assets  of 
the  debtor  is  a  prerogative  right  or  merely  a 
rule  of  administration  is  a  matter  of  local 
law,  and  the  decision  of  the  highest  court  of 
the  state  as  to  the  existence  of  the  right 
and  its  incidents  will  be  accepted  by  the 
federal  Supreme  Court  as  conclusive.  Mar- 
shall 17.  New  York,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  380, 
41  S.  Ct.  143,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  ~,  affirming 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.'  1919)  262  Fed.  727. 

6.  Constitutional    and    Statutory    Qttestions 

QeneraUy. 

a.  General  Rule  Stated  (p.  1133) 

To  the  same  effect  as  fifth  paragraph  ol 
original  annotation,  see  Wight  v.  Police  Jury, 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1919)  264  Fed.  705;  In  re 
Fox,  (D.  C.  Kan.  1920)  266  Fed.  134;  U.  S. 


r.  Briggs,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1920)  266  Fed.  434; 
Lederer  v.  Pearce,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  497 ;  Chicago  v.  S.  Obermayer  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  237";  Wood- 
stock Operating  Corp.  v.  Young,  (C.  C.  A. 
5th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  278;  Brewer-Elliott 
Oil,  etc.,  Co.  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
270  Fed.  100;  Ahlberg  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  661;  Murray  v.  Payne, 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  820;  Mc- 
Nichol  V.  Consumers'  Power  Co.,  (E.  D. 
Mich.  1921)  274  Fed.  478;  Noble  r.  Douglas, 
(W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  274  Fed.  672. 

Decisions  of  the  state  courts  that  a  local 
statute  is  not  violative  of  the  state  constitu- 
tion are  controlling.  Hannan  t\  Council 
Bluffs  First  Nat.  Bank,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  269  Fed.  627. 

The  construction  of  the  California  Code 
made  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  California  is 
binding  on  the  federal  courts.  In  re  Hansoi, 
(S.  D.  Cal.  1919)   268  Fed.  904. 

The  contemporaneous  and  practical  con- 
struction  of  a  statute  by  an  adn^inistrative 
tribunal,  whose  duty  it  is  to  carry  it  into 
effect,  is  entitled  to  great  respect.  Though 
not  absolutely  controlling,  it  is  entitled  to 
the  most  respectful  consideration,  and  ought 
not  to  be  overruled  without  cogent  reasons. 
Ginnochio  t*.  Hydraulic  Press  Brick  Co.,  (S. 
D.  Ohio  1920)  266  Fed.  564. 

c.  Conflicting  Decisions  of  State  Courts 
Generally   (p.  1138) 

To  the  same  effect  as  first  paragraph  of 
original  annotation,  see  Midway  Irrigation 
Co.  f.  Snake  Creek  Min.,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1921 )  271  Fed.  157. 

"  In  those  cases  in  which  the  effect  of  the 
state  decisions  is  in  doubt,  the  federal  court 
may  be  under  the  necessity  of  making  a  de- 
cision without  reference  to  expressions  from 
the  state  court."  Wight  t?.  Police  Jury,  (C. 
C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1919)   264  Fed.  705. 

"Where  unequivocal  dicta  are  in  conflict 
with  prior  unequivocal  decisions,  no  definite 
rule  defines  the  duty  of  the  federal  court." 
Wight  V.  Police  Jury,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1919) 
264  Fed.  705. 

d.  Change  of  State  Decisions  After  Accrual 
of  Rights  (p.  1138) 

"  Where  state  decisions  have  been  followed 
under  conditions  making  them  rules  of  prop- 
erty rights,  changes  in  the  decisions  may 
substantially  constitute  the  taking  of  prop- 
erty without  due  process  of  law,  in  which 
event  the  courts  of  the  United  States  may 
feel  obliged  to  adhere,  with  reference  to  rights 
arising  prior  to  the  change,  to  the  old  rul- 
ings." Wight  V.  Police  Jury,  (CCA.  5th 
Cir.  1919)  264  Fed.  705. 

"  When  transactions  have  been  had,  con- 
tracts, grants,  or  conveyances  have  been 
made,  and  rights  have  thereby  accrued  and 
vested  in  a  state  of  the  laws  and  under  the 
rules  of  property  under  which  such  rights 
are  valid  and  enforceable,  and  the  claim  is 
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asserted  that  by  decisions  of  state  tribunals 
subsequent  to  the  accrual  of  such  rights  a 
different  rule  of  property  and  state  of  the 
law  has  been  created,  which,  if  applied  to  the 
determination  of  the  effect  of  such  prior 
transactions,  contracts,  grants,  or  convey- 
ances, would  invalidate  them  and  destroy  the 
vested  rights  under  them,  the  federal  courts 
are  not  ^und  by  such  later  rule  of  property 
or  state  of  local  law,  the  power  is  conferred 
and  the  duty  is  imposed  upon  them  to  hear 
and  determine  the  claims  of  the  parties  in 
interest  as  in  right  and  reason  they  ought 
to  determine  them  according  to  the  dictates 
of  their  own  opinions  as  independent  tri- 
bunals/' Brewer-Elliott  Oil,  etc.,  Co.  t?.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  100. 

n.  Apflioation   of  Rules   to   Pabticulab 

Subjects 

7.  Oontracta  Oenerally   (p.   1163) 

Constmction  of  contracts. —  In  American 
Trading  Co.  v.  Steele,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)  274  Fed.  774,  it  was  held  in  the  case 
of  a  contract  entered  into  in  California  that 
its  construction  would  be  governed  by  what 
the  courts  of  that  state  had  decided  on  the 
subject  but  that  if  they  had  not  spoken  then 
the  federal  court  would  exercise  its  judg- 
ment in  the  premises. 

8.  Corporate  Existetice   (p.  1166) 

Corporate  powers. —  The  question  of  the 
powers  of  a  corporation  is  one  for  the  courts 
of  the  state  in  which  it  was  organized  to 
determine,  and  where  the  highest  courts  of 
that  state  have  decided  the  question  and  k 
has  become  a  rule  of  property,  their  decision 
is  binding  on  the  federal  court  sitting  in  that 
state.  Kelley  v.  West  Braddoclc  Bridge  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  163. 

11.  Damages,  Measure  of  (p.  1169) 

The  rule  established  by  state  decisions  as 
to  the  measure  of  damages  in  an  action  for 
a  breach  of  contract  and  the  burden  of  proof 
to  show  any  instigation  will  be  followed  by 
the  federal  courts.  Isleworth  Hotel  Co.  h. 
Ward,   (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)   270  Fed.  86. 

Decisions  of  the  state  court  that  when 
profits  are  the  direct  and  immediate  fruit  of 
the  contract  they  may  be  recovered  as  dam- 
ages for  the  breach  thereof  will  be  follow(*d. 
Hey  ward  t?.  Goldsmith,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  C^. 
1921)   269  Fed.  946. 

Damages  for  appropriating  public  lands. — 
In  a  suit  to  recover  against  a  trespasser  for 
oil  taken  from  public  lands  in  which  it  was 
contended  that  the  law  of  the  state  controlled 
as  to  the  amount  recoverable,  it  has  been 
eaid :  "  It  is  not  necessary  to  determine  the 
import  of  the  state  statutes  and  decisions 
relied  on,  as  in  this  suit  in  equity  by  the 
government  for  redress  for  an  alleged  unlaw- 
ful appropriation  of  part  of  the  public  do- 
main the  relief  grantable  is  not  determined 
by  local  laws  or  rules  of  decision,  but  by 
general  principles,  rules,  and  usages  of  equity 
having  uniform  operation  in  federal  courts, 


wherever  those  courts  are  sitting  as  courts 
of  equity.  The  public  domain  is  not  at  the 
mercy  of  state  legislation  or  derisions." 
Mason  v.  U.  8.,  (CCA.  5th  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  135;  Norvell  f.  U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  5th  Cir. 
1921)   273  Fed.  142. 

14.  Deeds,  Mortgages  and  Leases  of  Realty 

b.  Mortgages  (p.  1175) 

In  generaL — Where  the  question  relating 
to  a  mortgage  is  one  of  general  jurisprudence 
the  federal  courts  are  not  bound  by  the 
state  decisions  but  will  require  and  determine 
what  is  the  correct  rule.  In  re  Roth,  (N.  D. 
Ohio  1920)   272  Fed.  516. 

d.  Effect  of  State  Statute    (p.   1176) 

The  decision  of  the  highest  court  of  a  state 
as  to  the  effect  of  a  statute  relating  to  the 
right  of  redemption  from  a  foreclosure  sale 
id  held  to  govern  a  decision  in  federal  court. 
McCutchen  v.  Union  Trust  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  686. 

16.  Evidence  and  Witnesses 

b.  Effect  of  State  Statutes  Generally  (p.  1177) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  original  annotation,'  see  Crittenden  v, 
Widrevitz,  (C  0.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
871. 

n.  Commercial  Paper    (p.   1188) 

The  provisions  of  the  Negotiable  Instru- 
ments Law  of  New  York  as  to  the  burden  of 
proof  in  the  case  of  a  person  claiming  to  be 
a  holder  in  due  course  has  been  held  appli- 
cable in  the  federal  courts.  Crittenden  v. 
Widrevitz,  (C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
871. 

19.  Ouaranty  Contracts  (p.  1191) 

In  an  action  by  the  United  States  on  a 
bond  given  by  a  contractor,  the  recovery  is 
limited  to  the  penalty  named  in  the  bond  and 
cannot  include  interest  where  by  the  law  of 
the  state  where  the  bond  and  contract  were 
made,  interest  is  not  recoverable.  U.  S.  r. 
Garland,  (D.  C.  Del.  1921)  271  Fed.  14. 

26.  Limitation  of  Actions 
b.  Suits  in  Equity  (p.  1204) 

General  rule  stated. —  To  the  same  effect  as 
the  original  annotation,  see  Tilden  v.  Barber, 
(D.  C.  N.  J.  1920)   268  Fed.  587. 

While  the  statute  of  limitations  prescribed 
by  a  state  do  not  apply  to  suits  in  equity  in 
the  federal  courts  yet  such  statutes  are  gen- 
erally followed  by  analogy  in  cases  in  equity 
where  there  is  no  showing  on  either  side 
that  to  follow  or  not  to  follow  the  statute 
would  be  inequitable.  Warner  v.  Citizens' 
Nat.  Bank,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
661. 

Suits  by  trustee  in  bankruptcy. — ^A  suit  by 
a  trustee  in  bankruptcy  to  avoid  an  alleged 
fraudulent  transfer  by  the  bankrupt  is  held 
to  be  subject  to  the  state  statute  of  limi- 
tation. Davis  r.  Willey,  (C  C  A.  9tb  Cir. 
1021)  273  Fed.  397. 
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c.  Proceedings  in  Admiralty  (p.  1206) 

A  state  statute  limiting  the  time  for  bring- 
ing an  action  for  libel,  slander,  assault,  bat- 
tery, false  imprisonment,  seduction  or  for 
injury  to  or  for  the  death  of  one  caused  by 
the  wrongful  act  or  neglect  of  another  or 
by  a  depositor  against  a  bank  for  the  pay- 
ment of  a  forged  or  raised  check,  has  no  ap- 
plication to  a  libel  Aled  in  an  admiralty 
court  for  the  recovery  of  civil  damages,  it 
'  being  declared  that  the  foregoing  provision 
has  no  application  to  a  libel  filed  in  an  ad- 
miralty court,  containing  the  plaintiff's  alle- 
gations as  a  basis  for  the  recovery  of  civil 
damages,  in  so  far  as  the  word  **  libel " 
therein  mentioned  is  concerned,  but  to  libels 
based  upon  defamatory  remarks  or  acts  in- 
tended or  which  tend  to  bring  one  into  dis- 
repute. Flynn  a  Christenson,  (C.  C.  A.  9th 
Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  385. 

29.  Mortgages,  Sales  and  Bailments  of 
Personalty  (p.  1210) 

**  The  federal  courts  necessarily  adopt  the 
views  of  the  state  court  with  respect  to  title 
to  personal  property."  In  re  Irwin,  (W.  D. 
Pa.  1920)  268  Fed.  162. 

The  validity  of  a  chattel  mortg^e  is  de- 
termined by  the  decision  of  the  state  court. 
In  re  Bonk,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1920)  268  Fed. 
1012;  In  re  Mitchell  Motor,  etc.,  Co.,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1921)  274  Fed.  492. 

The  decisions  of  a  state  court  as  to  what 
constitutes  a  sufficient  delivery  followed  by 
an  actual  and  continued  change  of  possession 
of  property  covered  by  a  chattel  mortgage 
where  the  mortgage  is  not  filed  for  record, 
are  controlling  in  the  federal  court.  In  re 
Bonk,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1920)  270  Fed.  667. 

30.  Municipal  and  Qtiasi  Mwnicipal  Corpora- 
tions  (p.  1211) 

Construction  of  ordinance. —  The  decision 
of  the  highest  court  of  a  state  construing  a 
municipal  ordinance  is  binding  on  the  federal 
courts.  Schoeirfeld  v.  Seattle,  (W.  D.  Wash. 
1920)   265  Fed.  726. 

31.  Negligence  Qiiestions 
a.  In  General  (p.  1215) 

Wliere  a  state  statute  gives  a  mother  the 
right  to  recover  for  the  homicide  of  a  child 
on  whom  she  is  dependent  and  who  contrib- 
utes to  her  support,  the  construction  given 
by  the  state  court  to  the  statute  that  partial 
dependency  and  contribution  is  sufficient  to 
authorize  recovery  by  the  mother  of  the  full 
value  of  the  life  of  the  deceased  child,  even 
though  the  child's  earnings  are  legally  due 
to  the  father,  is  binding  on  the  fe<leral  courts. 
Woodstock  Operating  Corp.  r.  Young,  (C.  C. 
A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  278. 

Doctrine  of  **  attractive  nuisance." —  The 
attractive  nuisance  doctrine  is  one  of  general 
law  as  to  which  the  federal  courts  are  not 
bound  to  follow  the  decisions   of  the   state 


fourts.     New  York,  etc.,  K.  Co.  v.  Fruchter, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  419. 

38.  Taofation 

a.  In  General  (p.  1226) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  second  paragraph 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  Lederer  v. 
Pearce,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  497. 

g.  Exemptions  from  Taxation   (p.  1229) 

Widow's  interest  in  husband's  estate. — 
The  question  as  to  what  extent  a  widow's 
interest  in  her  husband's  estate  is  taxable, 
if  at  all,  under  the  Federal  Estate  Tax  Law, 
is  to  be  determined  by  the  statutes  and 
rules  of  decision  in  the  state  where  the  dece- 
dent's property  is  located.  Randolph  v. 
Craig,    (M.  D.  Tenn.   1920)    267  Fed.  993. 

Where  under  the  laws  of  the  state  a 
widow's  right  to  support  is  not  limited  to 
a  case  of  actual  dependency  on  the  decedent 
a  charge  therefor  should  be  deducted  as  a 
"  charge  against  the  estate  "  under  the  Fed- 
eral Estate  Tax  Law.  Randolph  v.  Craig, 
(M.  D.  Tenn.  1920)  267  Fed.  993.  The  court 
said:  "While  it  would  apparently  be  true 
that  in  so  far  as  the  Federal  Estate  Tax 
itself  is  concerned,  she  would  not  be  entitled 
to  support  during  the  adlninistration  of  the 
estate  —  whatever  the  period  —  unless  de- 
pendent upon  the  decedent,  under  the  terms 
of  clai^se  a  (1)  of  section  203,  nevertheless 
her  claim  for  a  year's  support  should  in  any 
event  be  deducted  as  a  charge  against  the 
estate  allowed  by  the  laws  of  Tennessee; 
there  being  nothing  in  the  Tennessee  stat- 
utes or  decisions  in  reference  to  a  year's 
support  which  limits  the  widow's  right  to  a 
year's  support  to  cases  of  actual  dependency 
upon  the  decedent." 

Wliere  under  the  laws  of  the  »tate  the 
widow  does  not  receive  either  her  home- 
stead, dower  or  year's  support  in  succession 
to  her  husband  or  by  transfer  from  him, 
but  takes  them  under  the  statutory  provi- 
sions vesting  these  rights  in  her  independ- 
ently of  her  husband  and  adversely  to  his 
estate,  the  property  assigned  to  her  as  dower, 
homestead  and  year's  support,  not  being 
transferred  to  her  from  her  husband,  is  not 
a  part  of  his  estate  upon  which  the  tax  is 
imposed  by  the  Federal  Estate  Tax.  Ran- 
dolph V.  Craig,  (M.  D.  Tenn.  1920)  267  Fed. 
993. 

39.  Telegraph  Companies    (p.   1232) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  original  annotation,  see  Friedlander  v. 
Postal-Tel.-Cable  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1921)  271 
Fed.   954. 

Mental  anguish  as  damages. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  West- 
ern Union  Tel.  Co.  r.  Speight,  (1920)  254 
U.  S.  17,  41  S.  Ct.  11,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
reversing  on  other  grounds  (1919)  178  N.  C. 
146,  100  S.  E.  351. 
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40.  Title  and  Incidents  of  Realty  Generally 
a.  Rule  Stated   (p.  1233) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion, see  Guzzi  r.  Delaware,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C. 
A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  513;  Pickens  v, 
Merriam,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  1. 

"  Federal  courts  accept  as  conclusive  the 
decisions  of  the  highest  court  of  the  state 
with  respect  to  the  meaning  and  effect  of 
the  state  Constitution  and  statutes  upon 
state  matters  —  such  as  holding  realty  within 
the  state."  Chicago  v.  S.  Ohermayer  Co., 
(CCA.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  237. 

c.  Application  of  Rule  (renerally    (p.   1234) 

The  general  rule  as  to  the  duty  of  the 
federal  courts  to  follow  the  decisions  of  the 
highest  court  of  the  state  in  matters  relat- 
ing to  the  title  and  incidents  of  real  prop- 
erty has  been  applied  in  numerous  instances 
as  follows:  as  to  the  title  to  the  surface 
of  a  lot  as  against  the  owner  of  coal  under- 
lying such  lot.  Guzzi  i?.  Delaware,  etc.,  Co., 
(C  C  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  513. 

d.  Water  RighU  (p.  1235) 
Riparian  rights. —  Whether  a  conveyance 
made  by  a  state  of  land  abutting  upon  navi- 
gable water  confers  upon  the  grantee  any 
right  of  interest  in  those  waters  or  in  the 
land  under  the  same  is  a  matter  wholly  of 
local  law,  upon  which  question  the  provisions 
of  the  constitution  and  statutes  of  the  state 
and  the  decisions  of  its  highest  court  are 
accepted  by  the  federal  Supreme  Court  as 
conclusive.  Seattle  r.  Oregon,  etc.,  R.  Ca, 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  56,  41  S.  Ct.  237,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — . 

e.  State  Statutes  Concerning  Realty  Gener- 
ally (p.  1235) 

The  general  rule  as  to  following  state  de- 
cisions construing  state  statutes  has  been 
applied  in  case  of  a  statute  as  to  the  trans- 
fer of  homestead  rights.  Chisholm  v.  Creek, 
etc.,  Development  Ca,  (E.  D.  Okla.  1921) 
273  Fed.  689. 

41.  WiUa 

b.  Decisions   Constituting  Rule  of  Property 

(p.  1238) 

The  construction  given  by  the  state  courts 
to  the  community  property  laws  of  that  state 
is  binding  on  the  federal  court.  Blum  f>. 
Warden,  (N.  D.  Cal.  1920)  270  Fed.  309. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  18,  sec.  913.     [First  ed., 

vol.  IV,  p.  561.] 
Discontinuance  of  libel  in  personam. — ^A 
libelant  may  of  right  discontinue  a  suit  in 
personam  where  although  the  pleadings  have 
been  filed  no  further  steps  have  been  taken 
and  no  interlocutory  orders  affecting  rights 
have  been  made.  Erie  R.  Co.  r.  Boston,  etc.. 
Canal  Co.,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)   270  Fed.  876. 


A  replication  is  not  entitled  to  be  filed  not 
being  allowed  under  the  fifty-first  rule  in 
admiralty.  The  Claveresk,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  264  Fed.  27«. 

Impleading  parties. —  Equity  rule  59  per- 
mitting the  impleading  of  a  third  party  in 
collision  cases  has  been  applied  in  almost 
numberless  cases  other  than  collision  cases, 
and  third  parties  have  been  thus  impleaded, 
not  necessarily  at  the  instance  of  the  libelant 
by  way  of  amendment,  but  at  the  instance  of 
the  original  respondent.  The  Minerva,  (E. 
D.  Pa.  1920)  266  Fed.  598. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  21,  sec.  914.     [First  eA, 
vol.  rV,  p.  663.] 

I.  Construction  generally. 

4.  Clauses  in  act  construed, 
c.  "As  near  as  may  be." 

III.  Effect  on  jurisdiction  of  federal  courts. 

2.  Equity  courts. 

a.  General  doctrine. 

IV.  Applicability  in  general. 

V.  Applicability  in  particular  instances. 
10.  Costs  and  fees, 
a.  In  general. 
13.  Criminal  cases. 

24.  Judgments  and  proceedings  subse- 
quent to. 
a.  In  ^neral. 

c.  Motions  for  new  trials. 

d.  Bill  of  exceptions. 

e.  Vacating   or   modifying   judg- 

ments. 
28.  Limitation  of  actions. 

32.  Nonsuit. 

a.  Voluntary  nonsuit. 

33.  Parties. 

a.  Parties  plaintiff. 
36.  Pleadings. 

b.  Construction  of  pleadings, 
g.  Demurrers  to  pleadings. 

49.  Writs  and  process. 

b.  Mode  and  sufficiency  of  service. 

I.   CONSTBUCTION    QeNEKALLY 

4.  Clauses  in  Act  Construed 
c.  "As  Near  as  May  Be"  (p.  26) 

General  doctrine. — "Undoubtedly  this  sec- 
tion provides  substantial  rights  for  the  liti- 
gants upon  both  sides  of  an  action  at  law. 
That  general  proposition  probably  has  never 
been  questioned,  though  sometimes  the  courts 
may  differ  as  to  what  the  practice  and  nu)des 
of  proceeding  of  a  particular  state  may  be; 
but,  when  they  are  ascertained,  the  result  is 
cared  for,  as  near  as  may  be,  by  the  statute 
just  cited,  and  known  as  the  Conformity  Act, 
as  modified  bv  section  918."  EUicott  Mach. 
Corp.  17.  Vogt  Bros.  Mfg.  Co.,  (W.  D.  Ky. 
1920)   267  Fed.  934. 

Discretion  given  to  courts. —  This  section 
**  expressly  grants  to  the  federal  trial  courts 
power  to  make  rules  to  '  regulate  their  own 
practice  as  may  be  necessary  or  convenient 
icT  the  advancement  of  justice  and  the  pre- 
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vent  ion  of  delays  in  proceedings/  There 
seems  no  way  of  reconciling  these  seemingly 
inconsistent  provisions,  umess  through  the 
effect  of  the  'as  near  aa  may  be'  clause. 
There  is  ample  room  to  say  that  where,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  federal  nisi  prius  court, 
the  adoption  of  a  particular  practice  is  neces- 
sary or  convenient  to  meet  the  particular 
needs  of  that  court,  and  when  there  is  reason- 
able basis  for  that  judgment,  the  *  as  near  as 
may  be '  clause  will  take  effect,  precise  con- 
formity will  not  be  required,  and  the  par- 
ticular federal  practice  or  rule  will  prevail." 
Ellicott  Mach.  Corp.  r.  Vogt  Bros.  Mfg.  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  eth  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  945. 

III.  Effect   ow    Jumbdiction   of    Fedebal 

Courts 

2.  Equity  Courts 

a.  General  Doctrine   (p.  30) 

Where  under  state  decisions  it  is  a  rule 
that  in  boundary  cases,  where  the  answer 
prays  for  aflSrmative  relief  by  way  of  aaking 
that  the  line  described  in  the  answer  be 
adopted,  the  defendant  waives  any  objection 
that  he  might  have  urged  against  the  right 
of  a  court  of  equity  to  establish  the  con- 
troverted boundary,  it  has  been  declared  that 
regarding  the  subject  matter  as  belonging  to 
a  class  where  equity  has  jurisdiction,  the 
federal  court  can  conform  to  the  rule  of  the 
state  cases.  Muck  r.  Weyerhaeuser  Timber 
Co.,  (C.  C.  a.  Mh  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  469. 

IV.  Applicabilitt  in  General   (p.  32) 

In  common  law  actions  the  conformity 
statutes  require  the  practice,  pleadings  and 
procedure  to  follow  the  state  practice. 
Anders  r.  Security  Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.,  (E.  D. 
Pa.  1920)  268  Fed.  677. 

The  state  practice  does  not  obtain  in  bank- 
ruptcy proceedings.  In  re  Puget  Sound  En- 
gineering Co.,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  270  Fed. 
353. 

Manner  in  which  judge  perfonns  dntiea. — 
The  conformity  statute  does  not  apply  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  judge  shall  perform  his 
personal  duties  on  the  bench.  Ellicott  Mach. 
Corp.  t\  Vogt  Bros.  Mfg.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  945,  so  declaring  in  a 
case  involving  the  signing  of  the  journal. 

Regnlations  to  be  observed  by  clerk. — A 
regulation  to  be  observed  by  the  clerk,  in 
doing  his  work  and  which  requires  the  min- 
utes of  the  court  as  kept  by  him  to  be  written 
out,  read  in  an  audible  voice  and  signed  by 
the  judge  on  the  order  book  is  entirely  out- 
side of  the  practice  and  proceedings  in  a 
case  inter  paites.  "  The  parties  to  the  action 
would  have  no  control  over  these  things.  Our 
view  was  and  clearly  is  that  these  provisions 
are  not  and  were  not  intended  to  be  em- 
braced in  the  Code  of  Practice,  which  regu- 
lates the  *  practice  and  pleadings  in  civil 
cases,'  as  between  the  parties  thereto,  within 
the  contemplation  of  section  914,  R.  S."  Elli- 
cott Mach.  Corp.  v,  Vogt  Bros.  Mfg.  Co., 
(W.  D.  Ky.  1920)  267  Fed.  934. 


V.  Applicability  in  Pabticttlab  Instances 

10.  Coats  and  Fees 

a.  In  General   (p.  34) 

In  the  federal  courts,  in  cases  at  law,  the 
state  allowances  mav  be  followed  where  no 
rule  has  been  established  by  Congress.  War- 
ner V.  Liquid  Carbonic  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1921) 
270  Fed.  294. 

13.  Criminal  Cases   (p.  36) 

In  generaL —  To  the  same  efifect  as  the  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  Holmes  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  5th  Cir.  1920)    269  Fed.  96. 

24.  Jtidgments  and  Proceedings  Suhaequent  to 

a.  In  General   (p.  40) 

Signing  of  judgments  by  judge. —  The  sign- 
ing of  a  judgment  on  a  separate  paper  which 
is  then  passed  to  the  clerk  by  tne  judge  to 
be  entered  on  the  order  book  has  been  held 
to  be  "  as  near  as  may  be  "  in  conformity 
with  the  Kentucky  ''  practice,  pleadings  and 
forms  and  modes  of  proceeding"  in  civil 
cases.  Ellicott  Mach.  Corp.  v.  Vogt  Bros. 
Mfg.  Co.,  (W.  D.  Ky.  1920)  267  Fed.  934. 

c.  Motions  for  New  Trials    (p.  42) 

A  restricted  new  trial  where  the  whole  case 
is  not  resubmitted  to  the  jury  as  authorized 
by  a  state  statute  is  beyond  the  power  of  a 
federal  court  to  order.  McKeon  v.  Central 
Stamping  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  385. 

d.  Bill  of  Exceptions  (p.  42) 

"  Bills  of  exceptions  in  the  federal  courts 
are  not  governed  by  the  rules  governing  ap- 
peals in  the  courts  of  record  of  the  state 
within  which  the  federal  courts  are  held. 
The  Act  of  Conformity  of  June  1,  1872, 
c.  255,  §  5,  has  no  application  to  bills  of 
exceptions."  Rothman  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)   270  Fed.  «. 

e.  Vacating  or  Modifying  Judgments  (p.  43) 

In  West  Side  Irrigating  Co.  r.  U.  S.,  (E. 
D.  Wash.  1920)  264  Fed.  538,  it  was  held 
that  where  under  the  statute  of  a  state  a 
judgment  may  be  vacated  within  one  year, 
the  decision  of  the  state  courts  that  the  party 
must  act  with  diligence  even  within  the 
year,  while  not  absolutely  controlling  are 
fundamental. 

28.  Limitation  of  Actions  (p.  48) 

The  state  statute  of  limitations  has  been 
held  to  apply  in  an  action  under  the  Sher-  , 
man   An  ti -Trust  Act.     Jones   v.   West  Piib. 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  563. 

32.  Nonsuit 

a.  Voluntary  Nonsuit    (p.   49) 

In  the  Eastern  District  of  Michigan  it  has 
been  held  that  in  an  action  at  law  in  a  fed- 
eral court  sitting  within  the  State  of  Michi- 
gan a  plaintiff  has  the  same  right  to  take  a 
nonsuit  as  he  has  in  the  courts  of  that  state. 
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McNirhol  c.   Consumers'  Tower   Co.,    (E.   D. 
Mich.  1921)   274  Fed.  478. 

33.  Parties 
a.  Parties  Plaintiff  (p.  50)     ' 

The  question  in  whose  name  an  action  is 
to  be  brought  is  one  of  procedure  in  which 
the  federal  courts  will  follow  the  local  state 
practice.  New  York  Evening  Post  Co.  i*. 
Chaloner,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
204.  Petition  for  writ  of  certiorari  dismissed. 
(1920)  252  U.  S.  591,  40  S.  Ct.  396,  64  U.  S. 
L.  ed.  731.  See  also  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1919)  260 
Fed.  335. 

State  as  party. —  The  decision  of  the  state 
court  to  the  effect  that  the  state  is  the  party 
plaintiff  would  bind  the  federal  courts  in  so 
far  as  it  was  a  construction  of  the  statutes 
or  of  practice  or  pleadings,  but  the  defend- 
ant may  where  removal  is  sought  challenge 
such  decision  in  the  federal  courts  through 
invoking  the  Fourteenth  Amendment.  Ohio 
V.  Swift,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
141. 

36.  Pleadings 
b.  Construction  of  Pleadings    (p.  53) 

The  construction  of  pleadings  is  a  matter 
of  state  law.  Connolly  v.  Standard  Oil  Co., 
(D.  C.  R.  I.  1920)   264  Fed.  383. 

g.  Demurrers  to  Pleadings  (p.  56) 

Where  under  state  practice  general  grounds 
of  demurrer  are  insiifficient  in  law  in  a  state 
court,  they  will  be  so  regarded  in  the  federal 
court.  Randolph  i\  Craig,  (M.  D.  Tesn. 
1920)  267  Fed.  993. 

49.  Writs  and  Process 

b.  Mode  and  Sufficiency  of  Service    (p.  61) 

General  doctrine. —  To  the  same  effect  m« 
the  third  paragraph  of  the  original  annota- 
tion, see  Esteve  v.  Harrell,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  582. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  80,  sec.  921.     [First  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  687.] 

Power  of  court. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  Mankin  v.  Bartley, 
(C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  466;  Chi- 
cago, etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  U.  S.,  (1920)  55  Ct. 
a.  58. 

Purpose. — ."In  its  conception  that  statute 
wae  designed  for  the  sole  purposes  of  saving 
the  time  of  the  court  and  the  costs  to  the 
litigants.  As  originally  enacted  in  1813  (3 
Stat.  21)  it  was  one  of  three  sections  in  an 
BOt  dealing  with  costs.  Under  its  beneficent 
provisions,  not  only  may  eases  affecting  the 
same  property,  title,  res,  or  fund  be  thus 
brought  toj?ether  and  tried  at  one  time,  but 
cases  unrelated  in  right  or  liability,  but 
connected  by  some  common  controlling  issues 
or  facts,  which  can  conveniently  be  heard  and 
determined  by  a  jury  or  a  chancellor  at  one 
hearing."  Adler  v.  Seaman,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.   1920)   266  Fed.  828. 


The  propriety  of  any  consolidation  order 

must  lie  determined  by  the  situation  of  the 
cases  at  the  time  the  order  is  made.  Adler 
r.  Seaman,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  828. 

Consolidation  discretionary. — The  power  to 
consolidate  two  cases  pending  in  the  same 
court  rests  in  the  sound  discretion,  of  the 
court.  Woodstock  Operating  Corp.  i\  Young, 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  278. 

"  Consolidation  is  in  no  wise  mandatory, 
but  the  advisability  of  such  an  order  is  based 
upon  the  practical  administration  of  justice 
and  the  economical  and  convenient  •  disposi- 
tion of  the  cases  in  the  trial  court.  It  is 
therefore  a  matter  of  judicial  discretion.  But 
the  statute  has  in  terms  limited  the  exercise 
of  this  discretion  to  cases  '  of  a  like  nature 
or  relative  to  the  same  question  ' ;  also  this 
discretion,  even  within  the  above  limits,  is 
judicial,  not  arbitrary,  and  there  must  be 
some  indication  of  *  avoiding  unnecessary 
costs  or  delay  in  the  adlninistration  of  jus- 
tice,' and  some  basis  that  such  action  is 
'  reasonable '  ae  required  by  the  statute. 
Since  consolidation  of  independent  cases  is 
lawful  only  under  this  statute,  litigants  are 
deprived  at  legal  rights  if  their  causes  are 
consolidated  outside  the  terms  of  the  statute, 
to  their  injury,  and  the  appellate  courts  of 
the  United  States  hcfre  often  examined  or- 
ders of  consolidation."  Adler  t*.  Seaman, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir,  1920)   266  Fed.  828. 

When  consolidation  proper. —  If  the  two 
suits  are  "  of  a  like  nature,  or  relative  to  the 
same  question,"  the  court  might  simply  con- 
solidate them,  unless  it  is  clearly  and  con- 
clusively evident  that  such  action  would  not 
avoid  unnecessary  costs  or  delay  and  would 
be  unreasonable  as  affecting  rights  of  some 
of  the  parties.  To  determine  these  matters 
requires,  first,  examination  and  comparison 
of  the  two  actions;  and,  second,  an  examina- 
tion of  the  status  of  each  at  the  time  the 
order  of  consolidation  was  made.  Adler  v. 
Seaman,  (C.  O.  A.  8tii  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
828. 

Effect  of  consolidation. — ^" Although  the  re- 
sult of  consolidation  is  merely  to  try  caaes 
together,  necessitating  separate  verdicts  and 
judgments  or  separate  decrees  (Mutual  Life 
Insurance  Co.  v.  Hillmon,  145  U.  8.  285,  12 
Sup.  Ct.  909,  36  L.  Ed.  706;  Toledo,  etc, 
R.  .R.  Co.  V.  Trust  Co.,  95  Fed.  497,  36  C. 
C.  A.  155  [C.  C.  A.  6th  Circuit,  opinion  by 
Judge  Lurton] ) ,  yet  it  is  true  that  lome- 
times  independent  suits  bear  a  relation  to 
each  other,  such  that,  when  they  are  prop- 
erly (M)n8olidated,  the  several  controversies 
assume  certain  natural  attitudes  toward  each 
other,  such  as  *  in  the  nature  of  *  a  cross-bill 
or  intervention,  and  it  is  then  convenient  to 
so  regard  them  in  the  subsequent  conduct  of 
the  litigation  (Sioux  City  Terminal  R.  R. 
and  Warehouse  Co.  v.  Trust  Co.,  82  Fed.  124, 
27  C.  C.  A.  73  fC.  C.  A.  8th  Circuit];  Lant 
V.  Kinne,  75  Fed.  636,  637,  21  C.  C.  A.  466 
[C.  C.  A.  6th  Circuit];  Central  Trust  Co.  v. 
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Bridges,  67  Fed.  753,  6  C.  C.  A.  539  [C.  C. 
A.  6th  Circuit];  McBee  v.  Ry.  Co.,  [C.  C]  48 
Fed.  243,  245) ;  but  this  is  purely  a  rule  of 
convenience,  and  does  not  result  in  actually 
making  such  parties  defendants  or  inter- 
veners in  the  other  suit."  Adier  v.  Seaman, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  828. 

Separate  actions  by  separate  plaintiffs. — 
Where  separate  actions  are  broughlf  imder  a 
state  statute  to  recovw  damages  for  the 
homicide  of  a  son  and  they  arise  out  of  the 
same  transaction  and  involve  in  a  large 
measure  the  same  evidence  it  is  within  the 
discretion  of  the  court  to  consolidate  them. 
Woodstodc  Operating  Corp.  v.  Young,  (C.  G. 
A.  5th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  278. 

Trials  for  contempt. — A  court  may  order 
separate  actions  for  repeated  violations  of 
an  injunction  to  be  consolidated  for  trial 
and  to  direct  the  trial  of  all  the  charges 
against  the  defendant  to  a  single  jury.  Jen- 
nings r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  399. 

Consolidation  improper. — A  consolidation 
was  held  to  be  error  under  the  following 
conditions.  One  w%s  a  proceeding  by  a  dis- 
satisfied stockholder  against  the  corporate 
oflScers  and  directors,  seeking  accounting  and 
satisfaction  for  past  wrongdoing  as  such, 
the  prevention  of  future  wrongdoing  or  ac- 
tion prejudicing  the  corporate  welfare  by 
the  removal  of  such  officers  and  directors 
and  electicm  of  a  new  board,  and  escape  from 
onerous  contracts  fraudulently  consummated 
by  such  persons.  If  necessary  to  protect  the 
corporation  frcmi  harm  during  this  proceed- 
ing,  a  receiver  was  sought.  The  other  pray- 
ers for  receiver  were  purely  as  an  aid  in  ex- 
ecuting a  decree  found  in  complainant's  favor. 
The  other  case  was  a  bill  1:^  a  bondholder 
imder  a  junior  mortgage.  It  alleged  default 
in  payment  of  a  senior  mortgage  on  part  of 
the  railway  system,  insolvency  of  defendants, 
threatened  foreclosure  or  improper  increase 
of  indebtedtiess  prior  to  complainant's  lien, 
default  under  another  prior  mortgage  and 
danger  of  foreclosure,  danger  of  dismonber- 
ment  of  a  harmonious  street  railway  system, 
resulting  in  large  loss  in  value  in  the 
security  behind  complainant's  bonds  and 
injury  to  the  public.  The  prayer  was  for  a 
receiver,  a  marshaling  of  assets,  and  a 
declaration  of  rights  of  respective  lien 
holders  and  creditors.  The  court  declared: 
**  No  application  by  the  receiver  or  by  any 
one  else  to  have  him  made  party  to  the  Sea- 
man suit  has  been  ruled  upon  or  even  filed 
in  the  Adler  suit.  Therefore,  as  to  this 
proceeding  for  unlawful  waste  brought  by 
Seaman,  the  status  of  the  two  cases  at  the 
time  of  the  order  of  consolidation  was  that 
a  stockholder  had  a  suit  against  certain 
corporate  directors  for  unlawful  waste  of 
corporate  funds,  and  in  another  proceeding 
a  creditor  had  obtained  a  general  receiver- 
ship of  that  corporation.  The  only  place 
where  the  two  cases  in  any  wise  touch  is 
that,    if    Seaman   can    legally    continue   the 


prot'enition  of  his  suit  after  the  qualifica- 
tion of  the  Adler  receiver,  any  sum  recovered 
by  him  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  cor- 
poration, and  would  pass  as  assets  thereof 
to  the  receiver.  This  is  no  basis  for  any 
consolidation  of  the  two  cases.  No  economy 
of  expense  or  of  time,  and  no  convenience 
in  the  conduct  of  the  suits,  can  arise  from 
such  combination.  If-  the  receiver  is  not 
made  a  party  to  the  Seaman  suit,  that  suit 
is  outside  the  scope  of  the  Adler  receiver- 
ship, which  is  in  no  wise  affected  thereby, 
unless  and  until  Seaman  successfully  ter- 
minates his  action  and  has  a  fund  to  turn 
over  to  the  receiver.  The  receiver  has  not 
been  made  a  party,  and  as  yet  Seaman  has 
no  such  fund;  therefore  there  was  no  ground 
to  connect  the  suits,  and  no  proper  purpose 
is  served  therebv."  Adler  v.  Seaman,  (C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  828. 

Order  as  appealable. — Although  it  is  not 
said  that  as  a  general  rule  an  order  of  con- 
solidation is  not  appealable  yet  the  right  of 
appeal  has  been  recognized  where  the  con- 
solidation would  tend  to  deprive  one  of  the 
parties  of  his  rights  of  the  ordinary  litigant. 
Adler  r.  Seaman,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  828. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  93,  sec.  953.     [First  ed., 
.vol.  IV,  p.  594.] 

I.  In  general. 

II.  What  constitutes  bill  of  exceptions. 
III.  Signature. 

2.  Agreement  of  counsel. 

3.  Time  of  signing. 
5.  How  signed. 

VI.  Disability. 
VII.  Observance  of  rules  of  court. 

I.  Im  General  (p.  94) 

The  power  to  amend  a  bill  of  exceptions, 
like  the  power  to  allow  the  bill  in  the  first 
instance,  cannot  be  exercised  after  the  court 
bciow  has  lost  its  power  over  the  case,  as 
when  the  term  has  expired  without  control 
of  the  case  having  been  reserved.  Ulmer  v, 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  176. 

II.  What  Constitutes  Bill  of  Exceptions 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  second  paragraph 
of  original  annotation,  see  Hanson  v.  Cole, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)    266  Fed.  67. 

III.  Signature 

2.  Agreement  of  Counsel   (p.  95) 

W^here  a  bill  of  exceptions  was  not  signed 
by  the  judge  no  exception  at  the  trial  as  to 
which  error  was  assigned  is  brought  before 
the  court  in  appeal  though  the  parties  aiipu- 
Inted  that  the  transcript  of  record  had  been 
agreed  on  as  true.  Allemanni  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  523. 
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3.  Time  of  Signing   (p.  95) 

The  bill  of  exceptions  must  be  signed 
within  the  term  at  which  the  judgment  is 
entered  unless  during  the  term  the  time  is 
extended  or  unless  it  is  signed  thereafter  by 
consent  of  the  parties  previously  given. 
Ulmer  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  176. 

Signing  after  expiration  of  term. — In  Ul- 
mer V.  U.  S.,  (C,  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  176,  it  was  said:  "Consent  of  the 
parties,  given  during  the  term,  may  be  suf- 
ficient authority  for  the  signing  of  the  bill 
after  the  term  expired.  WaTdron  v.  Waldron, 
156  U.  S.  361,  378,  15  Sup.  Ct.  383,  39  L.  ed. 
453.  But  in  Blisse  v.  United  States,  supra, 
we  stated  our  opinion  to  be  that  consent  of 
the  parties,  even  if  expressly  given,  would 
be  ineffective  if  given  after  the  writ  of  error 
had  removed  the  case  into  this  court." 

The  power  to  settle  the  evidence  which  is 
a  statement  of  the  evidence  and  not  a  bill 
of  exceptions  is  not  lost  by  the  district  court 
in  an  equity  appeal  although  there  has  been 
an  approval  of  the  bond  on  appeal  and  a  cita- 
tion has  been  signed.  Struett  i*.  Hill,  (C.  C. 
A.  9th  Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  247. 

5.  Hoip  Signed  (p.  96) 

Signing  by  other  than  trial  judge. — -  Where 
a  bill  of  exceptions  is  signed  by  one  who  was 
not  the  trial  judge  he  should  in  doing  so 
expressly  state  in  his  certificate  the  reason 
why  he,  and  not  the  trial  judge,  allowed  and 
signed  the  bill.  Unless  this  is  done  the  court 
on  appeal  does  not  know  by  what  right  one 
who  did  not  try  the  case  came  to  allow  the 
bill.  Ulmer  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  176. 

VI.  Disability  (p.  97) 

Absence  from  district. —  The  absence  of  the 
trial  judge  from  the  district  is  not  a  dis- 
ability within  the  meaning  of  the  statute  so 
as  to  allow  the  bill  to  be  allowed  and  signed 
by  another  judge  who  is  within  the  district. 
Ulmer  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  176. 

VII.  Observance  of  Rules  of  Coubt  (p.  98) 

The  court  may  refuse  to  strike  portions  of 
a  bill  of  exceptions  although  they  were  not 
prepared  and  submitted  as  required  by  the 
rules  of  court.  Czizek  v.  Western  Union  Tel. 
Co.,   (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  223. 

The  common -law  bill  of  exceptions  is  not 
the  proper  way  to  present  the  evidence  in  an 
equity  appeal.  The  practice  is  regulated  by 
the  equity  rules  adopted  by  the  Supreme 
Court.  Struett  v.  Hill,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)  269  Fed.  247. 

It  is  said  that  rule  75  was  adopted  with 
due  consideration  of  the  existing  practice  by 
which  appeals  were  claimed  and  permitted, 
regardless  of  the  expiration  of  terms,  and 
that  the  trial  court  has  power  to  approve 
and  direct  the  filing  of  the  statement  of 
evidence,  although  the  term  has  expired 
when  the  decree  was  rendered,  and  no  order 


has  been  entered  carrying  the  subject-matter 
over  until  the  next  term.  Struett  v.  Hill, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  247. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  98,  sec.  954.    [Fir^  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  596.] 

•        VIII.  Pleadings 

1.  In  General  (p.  106) 

Supplemental  bill. —  "  Granting  or  refusing 
leave  to  file  a  supplemental  bill  is  usually 
in  the  discretion  of  the  trial  court,  and  not 
reversible  on  appeal,  except  for  abuse  of  dis- 
cretion." Rosemary  Mfg.  Co.  r.  Halifax  Cot- 
ton Mills,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
363. 


Vol.  VI,  p.  Ill,  sec.  955. 

vol.  IV,  p.  601.] 

T.  Survival  of  action. 
II.  Revival  of  action. 


[First  ed., 


I.  Survival  of  Acmow  (p.  112) 

In  general. — ^Aa  a  general  rule  the  death 
of  a  party  pending  a  writ  of  error  furnishes 
no  ground  for  the  abatement  of  a  suit.  Rob- 
erts r.  Criss,  (C.'C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  296,  11  A.  L.  R.  698. 

II.  Revival  of  Action  (p.  113) 

Laches  of  representative. —  Under  rule  19 
of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  which  pro- 
vides that  whenever,  pending  a  writ  of  error 
or  appeal  in  this  court,  either  party  shall 
die,  the  proper  representatives  of  such  de- 
ceased party  may  voluntarily  come  in  and 
be  admitted  parties  to  the  suit,  and  there- 
upon the  case  shall  be  heard  and  determined 
as  in  other  cases,  and  that,  if  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  deceased  do  not  become  parties 
to  the  action,  the  other  party  may  suggest 
the  death  on  the  record,  and  on  motion  obtain 
an  order  that,  unless  they  do  become  parties 
to  the  action  within  sixty  days,  the  party 
moving  for  the  order,  if  plaintiff  in  error, 
shall  be  entitled  to  open  the  record  and  on 
hearing  have  the  iud^gment  reversed,  if  it  be 
erroneous,  it  was  neld  that,  where  the  execu- 
trix of  the  defendant  never  complied  r.'ith 
the  privilege  accorded  to  her  by  the  plaintiff 
in  error  to  become  a  ^arty  within  the  speci- 
fied period,  or  at  any  time  thereafter,  she  was 
not  and  never  had  been  a  party  to  the  action, 
and  her  counsel  was  without  right  to  file  a 
brief  or  be  heard  on  the  argument,  and  she 
was  without  right  to  costs  if  the  court  t^hould 
conclude  that  there  was  no  reason  why  the 
judgment  should  be  reversed.  Roberts  r. 
Criss,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  296, 
11  A.  L.  R.  698. 

Vol.  VJ,  p.  124,  sec.  648.     [First  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  389.] 

V.  Province  of  court  and  jury. 
VII.  Power  to  direct  verdict. 
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V.  Pbovincb  of  Court  and  Jubt   (p.  127) 

In  generaL —  Where  in  an  action  on  an  in- 
surance policy  the  assessment  of  damages  de- 
pends upon  the  intere&ted  testimony  of  a 
plaintiff,  both  as  to  quantum  of  goods  de- 
stroyed and  the  value  of  such  goods,  the 
credibility  of  the  witnesses,  without  whose 
evidence  the  plaintiff  made  out  no  case  at  all, 
is  eminently  for  the  jury,  and  the  direction 
of  a  verdict  for  the  full  amount  claimed  has 
been  held  to  be  error.  Fire  Ass'n  r.  Mech- 
lowitz,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  322. 

VII.  Power  to  Direct  Verdict  (p.  128) 

"  The  rule  of  directed  verdicts  is,  in  the 
courts  of  the  United  States,  usually  put  as 
requiring  a  direction  when  a  verdict,  if  ren- 
dered the  other  way,  would  necessarily  be 
set  aside."  Fire  Ass'n  r.  Mechlowitz,  (O.  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  322. 

Where  both  parties  move  for  a  directed 
verdict,  whatever  controverted  issues  of  fact 
are  revealed  by  the  record  are  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  appellate  court  conclusively  de- 
termined in  favor  of  the  party  whose  motion 
was  granted.  Tanner  t*.  Ballard,  etc.,  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  671. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  130,  sec.  649.    [First  ed., 

vol.  IV,  p.  393.] 

In  general. — ^A  plaintiff  in  error  cannot 
challenge  the  sufficiency  of  these  special  find- 
ings to  meet  the  requirements  of  this  section, 
where  without  these  findings  there  would  be 
no  question  presented  that  the  court  would 
have  authority  to  review.  Mayes  v.  Jones, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  121. 

Findings  of  fact. —  While  a  finding  of  fact 
is  elaborate  in  detail,  and  each  paragra{>h 
thereof  might  have  been  separately  numbered 
as  a  separate  finding,  yet,  where  the  failure 
to  do  this  cannot  possibly  prejudice  the 
rights  of  the  defendant  in  error,  it  is  of  no 
importance,  especially  where  it  also  further 
appears  that  each  and  all  of  these  facts  so 
found  by  the  court  to  be  established  by  the 
testimony  are  essential  to  a  full  and  com- 
plete understanding  of  the  issues  joined  by 
the  pleading  in  the  case,  and  particularly 
the  conduct  and  management  of  the  business 
to  which  these  issues  relate.  Mayes  t\  Jones, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  121. 

Where  a  jury  trial  has  been  waived  and 
iMues  of  law  and  fact  submitted  to  the  court 
it  is  a  matter  entirely  for  the  discretion  of 
the  court  whether  to  make  special  findings 
of  fact.  U.  S.  r.  One  Diamond  Xecklace, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1&20)  267  Fed.  696. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  130,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  557.] 

Conclusiveness  of  findings. — To  the  same 
effect  as  the  first  paragraph  of  the  original 
annotation,  see  The  Lake  Monroe,  (C.  C.  A. 
1st  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  474;  The  Perseus, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  633. 

Where  an  issue  of  fact  was  presented  by 
oral  testimony  of  men  whose  mien  and  bear* 


ing  justly  had  weight  with  the  judge  who 
saw  them,  the  appellate  court  will  not  dis- 
turb the  resultant  findings.  Donovan  v. 
New  York  Trap  Rock  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)  271  Fed.  308. 

Costa  as  subject  of  review. —  While  mere 
questions  of  costs  are  not  appealable,  a  claim 
for  wharfage  by  a  navigation  company  in- 
serted  by.  the  marshal  in  his  bill  of  costs, 
if  in  no  sense  costs  but  an  unadjudicated 
claim  against  the  proceeds  of  the  ship,  and 
an  order  refusing  its  payment  out  of  a  fund 
in  the  registrv  is  appealable.  The  St.  Paul, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  265. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  139,  sec.  17.     [First  ed., 

1016  Supp.,  p.  279.] 
Review  of  action  as  to  restraining  order. — 
Although  a  restraining  order  was  improperly 
granted  and  lacked  compliance  with  some  of 
the  provisions  of  this  section,  yet  the  court 
will  not  examine  into  the  question  where 
criticism  has  become  moot,  such  order  having 
been  superseded  by  a  preliminary  injunction 
and  that  in  turn  by  a  permanent  injunction, 
and  no  injury  appears  to  have  been  done  by 
the  restraining  order.  King  r.  Weiss,  etc., 
Mfg.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
257, 

Vol.  VI,  p.  140,  sec.  19.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  279.] 

Terms  of  order. — ^An  injunction  against 
strikers  which  enjoins  not  only  threats  and 
intimidation  against  the  workmen  but  also 
"  all  unlawful  interference "  with  them  is 
not  advisable,  since  it  leaves  the  door  open 
for  controversy  both  as  to  what  is  interfer- 
ence and  what  is  unlawful.  It  is  said  that 
doubtless  words  of  general  import  must  some- 
times be  iieed  fo  as  to  give  an  order  its  due 
breadth,  but  that  in  most  cases  more  dis- 
tinctive words  than  these  can  be  selected  and 
the  defendants  thereby  be  more  accurately 
informed  as  to  what  is  forbidden.  King  i;. 
Weiss,  etc.,  Mfg.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  257.  See  also  Davis  r.  Henry,  (C.  C. 
A.  6th  Cir.  1»20)   266  Fed.  261. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  141,  sec.  20.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  280.] 

Constitutionality. —  This  section  is  not  un- 
constitutional as  restricting  the  powers  of 
courts  of  equity  to  i^sue  injunctions  in  labor 
disputes  between  employers  and  employees. 
Kinloch  Telephone  Co.  v.  Local  Union  No.  2, 
(E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  265  Fed.  312.  The  court 
said: 

"  Much  of  the  argument  presented  in  favor 
of  the  unconstitutionality  urged  is  directed 
against  the  lawfulness  of  a  secondary  boy- 
cott. This  point  is  not  involved  in  the  in- 
stant case.  Judge  Manton,  then  District 
Judge,  and  now  Judge  of  the  Circuit  Court 
of  Appeals  for  the  Second  Circuit,  held  that 
this   act   is    constitutional.      Duplex   Co.   V, 
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Peering  (D.  C.)  247  Fed.  loc.  cit.  196.  The 
Duplex  Case  went  by  appeal  to  the  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals,  and  was  there  affirmed. 
Duplex  Co.  f.  Deering,  252  Fed.  722,  164 
C.  C.  A.  562.  While  no  reference  is  made  in 
the  carrying  opinion  (there  was  a  dissenting 
opinion  by  Judge  Rogers ) .  to  the  question  of 
the  unconstitutionality  of  the  act,  I  take  it 
that,  if  the  point  was  urged,  it  was  deemed 
of  no  sufficient  moment  to  render  necessary 
a  discussion  of  it.  Since  the  rule  is  that 
the  statute  attacked  as  unconstitutional  must 
be  held  valid  till  all  reasonable  inferences  of 
its  goodness  are  resolved  against  it  (State  t*. 
Baskowitz,  250  Mo.  <82,  156  S.  W.  945,  Ann. 
Cas.  1915A,  477;  State  t*.  Thompson,  144  Mo. 
314,  46  S.  W.  191),  I  feel  constrained  to 
follow  the  Duplex  Case,  aupra,  till  some  court 
superior  to  t^is  shall  rule  the  matter. 

**  Counsel  for  plaintiffs,  to  sustain  their 
right  to  injunctive  relief  herein,  rely  largely 
upon  the  case  of  Hitchman  Coal  &  Coke  Co.  V, 
Mitchell,  245  U.  S.  229,  38  Sup.  Ct.  65,  62 
L.  ed.  260,  L.  R.  A.  1918C,  497,  Ann.  Caa. 
19iaB,  461.  While  the  Hitchman  Case  was 
not  decided  until  three  years  after  the  Clay- 
ton Act  took  effect,  it  was,  however,  begun 
seven  years  before  the  passage  of  that  act. 
If  the  provisions  of  the  Clayton  Act  pasaed 
under  judgment  in  the  Hitchman  Case,  then 
^  plaintiffs  have,  upon  the  facts  proven,  clearly 
'  shown  themselves  entitled  to  the  injunction 
for  which  they  pray.  But  I  cannot  bring  my- 
self to  conclude  that  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  held  the  Clayton  Act  in 
judgment  when  it  ruled  the  Hitchman  Case. 
Judge  Trieber  seemingly  held  to  the  view 
that  the  Hitchman  Case  did  not  consider  the 
Clayton  Act.  Kroger  Grocery  Co.  v.  Retail 
Clerks,  aupra.  In  his  view  I  am  constrained 
to  acquiesce. 

''  Many  cases  are  urced  upon  my  attention, 
which  hold  substantially  to  the  view,  so  force- 
fully expressed  in  Atchison  t*.  Gee,  (D.  C.) 
139  Fed.  582,  that  there  can  be  no  such  thing 
as  peaceful  picketing,  any  more  than  ther? 
can  be  'chaste  vulgarity,  or  peaceful  mob- 
bing, or  lawful  lynching ' ;  but  of  all  such 
cases  it  is  only  necessary  to  say  that  none 
of  them  held  in  judgment  the  provisions  of 
the  Clayton  Act.  See  24  Cyc.  838 ;  Erdman  r. 
Mitchell,  207  Pa.  79,  56  Atl.  327,  63  L.  R.  A. 
634,  90  Am.  St.  Rep.  783;  Franklin  Union 
No.  4  t?.  People,  220  HI.  355,  77  N.  E.  176, 
4  L.  R.  A.  (N.  S.)  1001,  110  Am.  St.  Rep. 
248. 

"Being  constrained  to  follow  the  fairly 
plain  provisions  of  the  Clayton  Act,  I  am  of 
opinion  that  this  case  is  ruled  by  it,  and, 
however  strongly  I  may  heretofore  have  en- 
tertained the  view  that,  when  there  is  com- 
mitted an  irreparable  injury  to  property  and 
when  similar  injury  is  clearly  threatened  and 
no  adequate  remedy  at  law  exists,  equity  may 
grant  relief  by  injunction,  even  as  against 
employes,  I  am  yet  bound  by  this  statute, 
which  I  deem  it  my  plain  duty  to  follow, 
even  to  the  exclusion  of  these  views." 

Scope  of  section. —  This  section  applie<«  only 
to  disputes  between  employers  and  employee's 


and  consequently  does  not  prohibit  the  courta 
at  the  instance  of  a  shipper  from  granting  an 
injunction  against  labor  unions  or  their  mem- 
bers restraining  them  from  interfering  with 
interstate  shipments  through  refusal  to  han- 
dle a  shipment  because  brought  to  a  dock  by 
employees  of  a  transfer  company  which  em- 
ploys both  union  and  nonunion  men.  Buyer 
r.  Guillan,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271 
Fed.  65. 

"Property  right." — The  right  of  a  person 
to  continue  his  business  is  a  "  property 
right "  within  the  meaning  of  this  section. 
King  r.  Weiss,  etc.,  Mfg.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A,  6th 
Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  257.    The  court  said: 

"We  understand  defendants'  counsel  also 
to  take  the  position  that,  since  section  20  of 
the  Clayton  Act  prohibits  an  injunction,  ex- 
cepting in  case  of  injury  to  property  or  prop- 
erty rights,  the  issue  of  the  injunction  was 
in  conflict  with  this  act,  because  the  right  <^ 
the  plaintiff  to  continue  its  business,  free 
from  unlawful  obstruction,  was  neither 
*  property '  nor  a  '  property  right.'  There  is 
no  sufficient  basis  for  this  contention.  The 
Clayton  Act  did  not  undertake  to  make  new 
definitions  of  '  property '  and  *  property 
right.'  It  used  these  terms  in  their  then 
accepted  and  well-understood  definitions.  It 
was  dealing  with  the  fact  that  between  the 
recognized  property  right  of  the  employer 
to  conduct  his  Dusiness  and  the  other  recog- 
nised right  of  the  employees  to  strike,  more 
or  less  conflict  would  arise;  and  it  was  pre- 
scribing  the  kind  and  degree  of  injury  to  this 
employer's  right  which  should  be  deemed 
rigntly  appurtenant  to  the  employees  con- 
flicting right,  and  which  should  therefore 
not  be  deemed  unlavrful.  No  court  has  held, 
since  the  passage  of  the  Clayton  Act,  so 
far  as  we  find,  that  it  was  intended  to 
forbid  an  injunction  in  aid  of  an  em- 
ployer's right  to  keep  his  business  running, 
in  any  case  where  the  injury  to  that  right, 
which  the  defendants  were  inflicting,  is  be- 
yond the  limits  which  the  act  purports  to 
authorize.  That  the  right  to  prosecute  a 
lawful  business  without  unlawful  obstruc- 
tion is  either  property  or  a  property  right 
has  always  been  recognized,  and  is  at  the 
foundation  of  equity  jurisdiction  in  this 
entire  class  of  cases." 

*'  It  is  settled  that  the  right  of  an  employer 
to  keep  his  business  running  is  a  property 
right  under  section  20  of  the  Clayton  Act, 
notwithstanding  the  existence  of  a  strike." 
Quinlivan  v.  Dail -Overland  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921 )  274  Fed.  56. 

No  adequate  remedy  at  law. —  Under  this 
section  employees  may  lawfully  strike  in 
violation  of  a  contract  with  their  employer, 
and  may  not  be  enjoined  even  though  the 
strike  results  in  irreparable  injury  to  the 
employer  without  an  adequate  remedy  at  law 
for  the  redress  of  such  injunr.  Kinloch  Tele- 
plione  Co.  V.  Local  Union  No.  2,  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)  265  Fed.  312. 

Rights  of  striking  employee!. —  In  Kin- 
loch Telephone  Co.  i\  Local  Union  No.  2, 
(E.  D.  Mo.   1920)    265  Fed.  312,  the  court. 
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in  commenting  upon  the  rights  of  striking 
employees   under   this  section,   said: 

**  Looking  at  this  law  even  casually,  it 
seems  plain  that  any  employee,  by  virtue  of 
the  provisions  which  I  have  quoted,  may 
singly  (that  is,  by  himself  or  herself)  or 
in  concert  with  others  (that  is,  by  virtue  of 
prearranged  agreement)  terminate  any  rela- 
tion of  employment.  Any  relation  of  employ- 
ment  would  seem  to  connote  and  include 
any  contract  of  employment;  that  is,  an 
employment  at  will,  or  an  employment  for 
a  definite  contractual  term,  whether  such 
term  has  or  has  not  expired  by  lapse  of 
time. 

**  Said  act  further  provides  that  any  per- 
son or  persons,  acting  alone  or  together, 
may  by  peaceful  means  advise  or  persuade 
others  —  that  is,  any  employee  —  to  ter- 
minate such  employment.  In  order  to  advise 
and  persuade  employees  to  terminate  their 
employment,  and  in  order  to  communicate 
or  obtain,  or  for  the  purpose  of  communica- 
ting information,  or  obtaining  information 
as  to  the  existing  sitiiation,  any  person  or 
persons  may  go  to  or  attend  any  place  to 
which  he  or  she  might  have  gone,  if  no 
labor  dispute  existed:  Provided,  he  or  she 
go  in  the  same  way  in  which  he  or  she  would 
have  gone  if  no  such  dispute  existed.  And 
all  such  persons  may,  of  course,  peacefully 
assemble,  pending  such  dispute,  in  the  same 
manner  in  which  any  other  citizens  might 
assemble  if  no  such  dispute  existed.  Other 
provisions  of  this  act  are,  I  think,  either 
so  plain  and  clear  as  to  call  for  neither 
interpretation  nor  exposition,  or  the  same 
are  not  now  involved  in  this  case. 

"  These  provisions,  of  course,  do  not  confer 
any  right  to  assemble  about  or  to  picket  the 
shop  or  place  of  business  of  any  former 
fimployer  under  such  circumstances  or  in 
such  numbers  as  to  menace  peace  or  produce 
intimidation  by  reason  of  the  very  fact  of 
numbers.  Xeither  does  it  permit  any  striker, 
or  any  person  acting  in  concert  with  any 
striker,  to  use  physical  force  or  intimidation 
of  any  sort,  or  abuse,  or  duress,  or  any 
threat  of  physical  force,  either  to  the  em- 
ployer, or  to  the  employees  who  are  work- 
ing, or  to  persons  who  are  seeking  employ- 
ment of  the  employer,  or  to  persons  who 
have  business,  or  who  desire  to  transact 
business,  with  the  employer. .  So  much,  I 
think,  is  clear  from  the  provisions  of  the  act 
itself,  because,  plainly  the  test  therein  of 
what  may  be  done  is  what  any  ordinary 
citizen  would  have  been  permitted  to  do  if 
no  labor  dispute  existed.  Stephens  v.  Tele- 
phone Co.  (D.  C.)  240  Fed.  759;  Duplex 
Co.  V.  Deering   (D.  C.)   247  Fed.  192. 

" '  Peacefully/  as  ilsed  in  this  act,  means 
peacefully  in  the  strict  sense  of  that  word; 
for  it  will  be  noted  that  the  words  *  peace- 
fully *  and  *  lawfully  *  run  as  red  threads 
through  the  very  warp  and  w^oof  of  this  act. 
Surely  no  persons  can  be  said  to  act  peace- 
fully, when  they  crowd  the  streets,  sidewalks. 


ur  alleys  near  to  or  adjacent  to  the  shop  or ' 
place  of  business  under  their  displeasure 
and,  though  silent,  threaten  and  intimidate 
by  numbers.  Neither  can  a  person  be  with- 
in the  peace  or  the  protection  of  this  statute 
when  he  or  she,  singly  or  with  others,  in 
furtherance  of  a  strike,  uses  threats,  abuse, 
profane  or  obscene  language,  physical  force, 
or  other  intimidation  to  any  employer,  or  to 
his  agents,  servants,  or  employees,  present 
or  potential,  or  to  tJie  customers,  or  agents 
and  employees  of  customers,  present  or  po- 
tential.*' 

What  constitutes  lawful  and  peaceful  ac- 
tions by  strikers. —  Regarding  the  test  as  to 
what  constitutes  lawful  and  peaceful  acts 
by  striking  employees,  the  court  in  Langer- 
berg  Hat  Co.  v.  United  Cloth  Hat,  etc.. 
Makers,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  266  Fed.  127,  said: 

"  Lately,  this  court,  in  the  case  of  Kinloch 
Telephone  Co.  et  al.  t?.  Local  Union  No.  2 
of  International  Brotherhood  of  Electrical 
Workers,  265  Fed.  312,  took  occasion  to  dis- 
cuss some  of  the  things  which  cannot  law- 
fully be  done  by  striking  employees  as  well 
as  many  of  the  things  which  those  employees 
may  lawfully  do.  In  that  case  I  took  occa- 
sion to  lay  down  a  test  of  what  is  lawful 
and  w^hat  is  peaceful,  by  stating  that  to 
mv  mind  the  plain  and  simple  language  of 
the  Clayton  Act  (38  Stat.  730)  itself  dis- 
closes what  is  lawful  and  what  is  peaceful; 
conversely,  *  he  who  runs  may  read  *  what 
is  unlawful  and  what  is  unpeacefuL 

"The  test  which  I  stated  in  that  case, 
and  which  I  now  repeat  (and  that  test  is 
almost  in  the  language  of  the  Claytcm  Act 
itself)  could  be  put  in  the  form  of  a  ques- 
tion: Would  any  ordinary  citizen  be  per- 
mitted to  do  the  acts  complained  of  in  this 
case,  if  no  strike,  or  labor  dispute,  existed? 
If  he  could  do  those  things,  absent  a  strike, 
then,  of  course,  he  could  do  them,  present 
a  strike;  in  other  words,  if  any  ordinary 
citizen,  when  no  strike  exists,  can  do  a  given 
act  against  the  rights,  person,  peace,  or 
property  of  another,  and  not  commit  thereby 
a  breach  of  the  peace,  or  an  act  of  law- 
lessness, then  the  striking  employee  can  do 
the  same  act  when  there  is  a  strike  existing. 

"  Injunction,  when  brought  by  an  employer 
against  an  employee  reaches  only  such  acts 
as  fall  without  the  pale  of  the  test  which  I 
have  stated  above.  In  the  face  of  so  simple 
a  rule,  it  is  almost  incomprehensible  why 
men  and  women,  possessing  the  capacity  to 
reason  from  cause  to  effect,  can  so  blind 
themselves  with  their  own  self-interests  as 
to  contend,  in  case  of  a  strike,  for  the  al- 
leged right  to  outrageously  violate  the  peace, 
person,  property,  and  rights  of  others  with 
whom  their  interests  may  for  the  time 
clash." 

Legalizing  lecondary  boycott. —  Injunctive 
relief  to  a  manufacturer  against  concerted 
action  which  members  of  labor  organiza- 
tions, standing  in  no  employment  relation 
with   it,  past,   present,  or  prospective,  have 
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taken  in  aid  of  a  strike  in  its  factory  in 
order  to  compel  such  manufacturer  to  union- 
ize its  factory,  establish  the  closed  shop, 
the  eight-hour  day,  and  the  union  scale  of 
wages,  by  interfering  with  and  restraining 
its  interstate  trade  through  coercive  pressure 
upon  actual  or  prospective  customers,  with 
the  intent  and  result  of  causing  them  to 
withdraw  patronage  from  such  majiufacturer 
for  fear  of  loss  or  damage  to  themselves 
should  they  deal,  with  it,  may  not  be  denied 
on  the  theory  that  such  relief  was  forbidden, 
or  that  such  action  —  the  so-called  secondary 
boycott  —  was  legalized  by  the  provisions  of 
sec.  6  of  this  act  (see  Vol.  9,  p.  737)  that 
nothing  in  the  Anti-trust  Laws  shall  be  con- 
strued to  forbid  the  '^ziscence  and  op<*raticn 
of  labor  organizations,  or  to  forbid  their 
members  from  lawfully  carrying  out  their 
legitimate  objects,  and  of  this  section  of 
that  act,  restricting  the  granting  of  injunc- 
tions in  cases  "  between  an  employer  and 
employees,  or  between  emiployers  and  em- 
ployees, or  between  employees,  or  between 
persons  employed  and  persons  seeking  em- 
ployment, involving,  or  growing  out  of  a 
dispute  concerning  terms  or  conditions  of 
employment,"  and  providing  that  none  of  the 
acts  specified  therein  shall  be  considered  or 
held  to  be  violations  of  any  law  of  the 
United  States.  Duplex  Printing  Press  Co.  v. 
Deering,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  443,  41  S.  Ct. 
172,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (C.  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1918)  252  Fed.  722,  164  C.  C. 
A.  562)  wherein  it  was  further  held  that: 
The  exceptional  immunity  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Federal  Anti-trust  Laws,  granted 
by  the  Clayton  Act  in  cases  "between  an 
employer  and  employees,  or  between  em- 
ployers and  employees,  or  between  employees, 
or  between  persons  employed  and  persons 
seeking  employment,  involving,  or  growing 
out  of,  a  dispute  concerning  terms  or  con- 
ditions of  employment,"  must  be  confined 
to  those  who  are  proximately  and  substan- 
tially concerned  as  parties  to  an  actual  dis- 
pute respecting  the  terms  or  conditions  of 
their  own  employment  —  past,  present,  or 
prospective.  Moreover  it  was  held  that  to 
instigate  a  sympathetic  strike  in  aid  of  a 
secondary  boycott  cannot  be  deemed  "  peace- 
ful and  lawful"  persuasion,  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Clayton  Act.  The  court 
said: 

"The  principal  reliance  is  upon  §  20. 
This  regulates  the  granting  of  restraining 
orders  and  injunctions  by  tne  courts  of  the 
United  States  in  a  designated  class  of  cases, 
with  respect  to  (a)  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  relief  and  the  practice  to  be  pursued, 
and  (b)  the  character  of  acts  that  are  to  be 
exempted  from  the  restraint;  and  in  the 
concluding  words  it  declares  (c)  that  none 
of  the  acts  specified  shall  be  held  to  be 
violations  of  any  law  of  the  United  States. 
All  its  provisions  are  subject  to  a  general 
qualification  respecting  the  nature  of  the 
controversy  and  the  parties  affected.     It  is 


to  be  a  '  case  between  an  employer  and  em- 
ployees, or  between  employers  and  employees, 
or  between  employees,  or  between  persons 
employed  and  persons  seeking  employment, 
involving,  or  growing  out  of,  a  dispute  con- 
cerning terms  or  conditions  of  employmeTits<. 

"  The  first  paragraph  merely  puts  into 
statutory  form  familiar  restrictions  upon 
the  granting  of  injunctions  already  estab- 
lished and  of  general  application  in  the 
equity  practice  of  the  courts  of  the  United 
States.  It  is  but  declaratory  of  the  law  as 
it  stood  before.  The  second  paragraph 
declares,  that  'no  such  restraining  order  or 
injunction '  shall  prohibit  certain  conduct 
specified,— manifestly  still  referring  to  a 
'  case  between  an  employer  and  employees, 
.  .  .  involving,  or  growing  out  of,  a  dis- 
pute concerning  terms  or  conditions  of  em- 
ployment,' as  designated  in  the  first  para- 
graph. It  is  very  clear  that  the  restriction 
upon  the  use  of  the  injunction  ie  in  favor  only 
of  those  concerned  as  parties  to  such  a  dis- 
pute as  is  described.  The  words  defining  the 
permitted  conduct  include  particular  quali- 
fications consistent  with  the  general  one  re- 
specting the  nature  of  the  case  and  dispute 
intended ;  and  the  concluding  words,  *  nor 
shall  any  of  the  acts  specified  in  this  para- 
graph be  considered  or  held  to  be  violations 
of  any  law  of  the  United  States,'  are  to  be 
read  in  the  light  of  the  context,  and  mean 
only  that  those  acts  are  not  to  be  so  held, 
when  committed  by  parties  concerned  in  'a 
dispute  concerning  terms  or  conditions  of 
emplo}r'ment.'  If  the  qualifying  words  are 
to  have  any  effect,  they  must  operate  to 
confine  the  restriction  upon  the  granting  of 
injunctions,  and  also  the  relaxation  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Anti-trust  and  other  laws 
of  the  United  States,  to  parties  standing  in 
proximate  rdation  to  a  controversy  such  as 
is   particularly  described. 

"  The  majority  of  the  circuit  court  of 
appeals  appear  to  have  entertained  the  view 
that  the  words  'employers  and  employees,' 
as  used  in  §  20,  should  be  treated  as  refer- 
ring to  'the  business  class  or  clan  to  which 
the  parties  litigant  respectively  belong;'  and 
that,  as  there  had  been  a  dispute  at  com- 
plainant's factory  in  Michigan  concerning 
the  conditions  of  employment  there, —  a  dis- 
pute created,  it  is  said,  if  it  did  not  exist 
before,  by  the  act  of  the  Machinists'  Union 
in  calling  a  •  strike  at  the  factory, —  §  20 
operated  to  permit  members  of  the  Machin- 
ists' Union  elsewhere, —  some  60,000  in  num- 
ber,—  although  standing  in  no  relation  of 
employment  under  complainant,  past,  pres- 
ent, or  prospective,  to  make  that  dispute 
their  own,  and  proceed  to  instigate  sympa- 
thetic strikes,  picketing,  and  boycotting 
against  employers  wholly  unconnected  with 
complainant's  factory,  and  having  relations 
with  complainant  only  in  the  way  of  pur- 
chasing its  product  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  interstate  commerce, —  and  this  where 
there  was  no  dispute  between  such  employers 
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ftnd    their    employees    respecting    terms    or 
conditions  of  employment. 

••  We  deem  this  construction  altogether 
inadmissible.  Section  20  must  be  given  full 
effect  according  to  its  terms  as  an  expres- 
sion of  the  purpo.^e  of  Congress;  but  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  section  imposes 
an  exceptional  and  extraordinary  restriction 
upon  the  equity  powers  of  the  courts  of  the 
United  States,  and  upon  the  general  opera- 
tion of  the  Anti-trust  Laws, —  a  restriction 
in  the  nature  of  a  special  privilege  or  imr 
munity  to  a  particular  class,  with  cor- 
responding detriment  to  the  general  public; 
and  it  would  violate  rules  of  statutory  con- 
struction having  general  application  and 
far-reaching  importance  to  enlarge  that 
B|)ecial  privilege  by  resorting  to  a  loose  con- 
struction of  the  section,  not  to  speak  of 
ignoring  or  flighting  the  qualifying  words 
that  are  found  in  it^  Full  and  fair  effect 
will  be  given  to  every  word  if  the  excep- 
tional privilege  be  confined — ^as  the  natural 
meaning  of  the  words  confines  it-^to  those 
who  are  proximately  and  substantially  con- 
cerned as  parties  tx)  an  actual  dispute  re- 
specting the  terms  or  conditions  of  their 
own  employment,  past,  present,  or  prospec- 
tive. The  extensive  construction  adopted 
by  the  majority  of  the  court  below  virtually 
ignores  the  effect  of  the  qualifying  words." 
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Vol.  VI,  p.  142,  sec.  22.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  280.] 

No  indictment  or  information  is  essential 
under  this  section  to  the  legal  trial  of  one 
accused  of  contempt  of  court.  Jennings  v* 
U.  8.   (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1&20)  264  Fed.  3W. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  145,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  136.] 

A  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Porto 
Rico  on  a  question  of  procedure  which  is 
one  of  purely  local  law  should  not  be  re- 
versed except  on  a  clear  showing  of  error. 
Garcia  v.  Hernandez,  (G.  0.  A.  1st  Cir. 
1920)   270  Fed.  456. 

Findings  of  fact  in  an  action  at  law  tried 
without  a  jury  cannot  be  reviewed  by  a 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  in  the  exercise  of 
its  jurisdiction,  under  this  section,  to  review 
judgments  and-  decrees  of  the  Porto  Rico 
courts.  Ana  Maria  Sugar  Co.  v.  Quinones, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  245,  41  S.  Ct.  110,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  -—  (affirming  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir. 
1918)  251  Fed.  499,  163  C.  C.  A.  493)  wherein 
the  court  said: 

"  Under  f  35  of  the  Act  of  April  12,  1900, 
chap.  191,  31  Stat,  at  L.  77,  85,  7  Fed.  Stat. 
Anno.  2d  ed.  pp.  1259,  1275,  the  power  to 
review  final  judgments  and  decrees  of  the 
supreme  court  of  Porto  Rico,  then  exercised 
exclusively  by  this  court,  was  limited  to 
matters  of  law.     Garzot  r.   Rios  de  Rubio, 


209  V.  S.  2S3,  52  L.  ed.  794,  28  Sup.  Ct; 
Rep.  548;  Gonzales  v.  Buist,  224  U.  S.  126, 
56  h.  ed.  693,  32  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  463;  Rosaly 
r.  Graham  y  Frazer,  227  U.  S.  584,  67  L. 
ed.  655,  33  ^p.  Ct.  Rep.  333;  Ochoa  r. 
Hernandez  y  Morales,  230  U.  S.  139,  67 
L.  ed.  1427,  33  Sup.  Ot.  Rep.  1033;  Porto 
Rico  V.  Emmanuel,  236  U.  S.  251,  69  L.  ed. 
215,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  33.  When  that  act 
was  superseded  by  i  244  of  the  Judicial 
Code,  writs  of  error  and  appeals  from  the 
insular  supreme  court  became  subject  to  the 
same  regulations  which  governed  appeals 
from  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States. 
Thereby  this  court  acquired  power  to  review 
questions  of  fact  in  cases  coming  to  it  on 
appeal  in  equity  or  admiralty  (Elzaburu  v, 
Chaves,  239  U.  S.  283,  286,  60  L.  ed.  290, 
36  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  47)  ;  but  in  actions  at  law 
which  are  reviewable  on  writ  of  error,  there 
was  no  right  in  this  court  to  review  the 
facts,  although  the  case  was  tried  without  a 
jury  (Behn  i\  Campbell,  206  U.  S.  403,  407, 
51  L.  ed.  857,  858,  27  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  602). 
The  jurisdiction  to  review  judgments  and 
decrees  of  the  Porto  Rico  courts  conferred 
upon  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  by  Act  of 
January  28,  1915,  chap.  22,  38  Stat,  at  L. 
803,  is* subject  to  the  same  limitation.  The 
cause  of  action  here  sued  on  is,  in  its  nature, 
a  legal  one.  The  review  should  therefore 
have  been  prosecuted  by  writ  of  error  in- 
stead of  by  appeal,  although  the  case  was 
tried  without  a  jury.  Oklahoma  City  v, 
McMaster,  196  U.  S.  529,  49  L.  ed.  587, 
25  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  324.  By  reason  of  8  4 
of  the  Act  of  September  6,  1916,  chap.  448, 
39  Stat,  at  L.  727,  Fed.  Stat.  Anno.  Supp. 
1918,  p.  421,  this  failure  to  adopt  the  prooer 
appellate  proceeding  is  no  longer  fatal.  But 
the  provision  does  not  abolish  the  distinc- 
tion between  writs  of  error  and  appeals.  It 
merely  provides  that  the  party  seeking  re- 
view shall  have  it  in  the  appropriate  way, 
notwithstanding  a  mistake  in  choosing  the 
mode  of  review.  Gauzon  v.  Compania 
G^eneral  de  Tabacos,  246  U.  S.  86,  62  L.  ed. 
165,  38  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.*  46." 

Questions  for  review  —  if eo^ure  of  dama- 
ges.— 'Rulings  of  the  supreme  court  of  Porto 
Rico  on  the  measure  of  damages,  which  were 
not  assigned  as  errors  in  the  Circuit  Court 
of  Appeals,  and  were  not  considered  by  it, 
cannot  be  insisted  upon  in  the  federal 
Supreme  Court  as  grounds  for  reversal. 
Ana  Maria  Sugar  Co.  i*.  Quinones,  (1920) 
254  U.  S.  246,  41  S.  Ct.  110,  05  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1918) 
251  Fed.  499,  163  C.  C.  A.  493. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  161,  sec.  11.     [First  ed, 
vol.  IV,  p.  428.] 

I.  Necessity  of  compliance  with  statute. 

1.  In  general. 
IT.  When  time  begins  to  run. 
III.  Computation  of  time. 
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I,  Necessity  of  Compliance  with  Statu  fe 

1.  In  General  (p.  161  ^ 

The  proviso  in  this  section  applies  solely 
to  cases  for  which  at  the  time  of  the  passage 
of  the  act  a  leaser  period  than  six  monthh 
fcr  writs  of  error  and  appeals  existed.  Maple 
17.  Union  Pac.  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)   264  Fed.  89. 

II.  When  Time  Begins  to  Run    (p.   162) 

Where  a  judgment  was  entered  on  June  3, 

1919,  it  was  held  that  the  period  of  six 
months  expired  with  December  3,  1919,  and 
that  the  subsequent  signing  on  January  22, 

1920,  on  the  order  book  of  the  court,  of 
the  record  of  the  proceedings  of  June  3, 
1919,  upon  the  special  reasons  stated  there- 
for, in  no  way  changed  the  rights  of  either 
of  the  parties'  Ellioott  Mach.  Corp.  r.  Vogt 
Bros.  Mfg.  Co.,  (W.  D.  Ky.  1920)  267  Fed. 
934.. 

Filing  assignment  of  errors. —  In  Benjamin 
t'.  Buell,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
7P2,  the  appeal  was  prayed  and  allowed  and 
bond  filed  within  due  time,  but  assignment 
of  errors  was  not  filed  for  more  than  9ix 
months  after  entry  of  decree,  and  appellee 
moved  to  dismiss  the  appeal  on  the  ground 
that  under  rule  11  of  the  court  the  filing 
of  the  assignment  of  errors  was  jurisdic- 
tional, and  unices  filed  within  the  statutory 
six  months  there  was  properly  no  appeal. 
The  court  said:  "We  think  the  rule  itself 
negatives  such  conclusion,  in  that  it  pro- 
vides that  under  certain  circumstances  the 
court  may  notice  errors  not  assigned  at  all, 
and  hence  in  its  discretion  may  consider  an 
appeal  even  without  assignme'nt  of  errors, 
thus  clearly  indicating  that  the  provisions 
of  the  rule  respecting  assignment  of  errors 
are  not  jurisdictional.  In  Hultberg  r.  An- 
derson, 203  Fed.  853,  122  C.  C.  A.  171,  this 
court  held  that,  notwithstanding  the  rule 
requiring  assignment  of  errors  to  be  first 
filed,  prior  filing  was  not  jurisdictional,  and 
failing  to  so  file  did  not  vitiate  an  appeal 
otherwise  properly  taken.  The  motion  to 
dismiss  the  appeal  is  denied." 

III.  Computation  or  Time  (p.  163) 

The  court  on  appeal  in  computing  the  time 
ib  bound  by  the  recitals  in  the  record  as  to 
the  time  when  the  judgment  was  entered. 
Texas  Co.  v.  American  Trade  Developing  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  670, 

This  section  is  not  modified  by  section  6  of 
the  Act  of  September  6,  1916^(1918  Supp. 
p.  422).  Maple  r.  Union  Pac.  R.  Co.,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  89. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  163,  sec.  997.     [First  ed., 

vol.  IV,  p.  605.] 

TI.  Allowance  of  writ  of  error. 
IX.  Records. 
XI.  Filing  of  assignment  of  errors. 

II.  Allowance  of  Writ  of  Error  (p.  165) 

In  general. —  Ordinarily  a  writ  of  error  is 
likely  to  be  granted  as  of  course,  thereby 
leaving  the  question  of  its  jurisdiction  to  h9 


determined  by  the  appellate  tribunal,  but 
when  the  question  is  raised  before  the  district 
judge  it  is  necespary  for  that  judge  to  deter- 
mine the  right  to  the  writ.  KUicott  Mach. 
Corp.  r.  Vogt  Bros.  Mfg.  Co.,  (W.  D.  Ky. 
1920)  267  Fed.  934. 

IX.  Records   (p.  166) 

Essential  parts  of  record. — A  motion  for  a 
new  trial,  being  addressed  to  the  discretion 
of  the  trial  court,  is  not  proper! v  a  part  of 
the  record  for  review  under  this  section. 
Ford  ^lotor  Co.  i\  Hotel  W^oodward  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.   1921)   271  Fed.  625. 

XL  Filing  op  Assignment  of  Ebroes 

(p.  167) 

Criminal  cases. —  While  it  is  the  general 
rule  that  where  there  are  no  objections  or 
exceptions  to  the  evidence  the  judgment  can- 
not be  reviewed,  vet  there  is  a  firmly  estab- 
lished exception  that  in  criminal  cases,  where 
the  life  or  liberty  of  the  citizen  is  at  stake, 
the  courts  of  the  United  States,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  a  sound  discretion,  may  notice  and 
relieve  from  radical  errors  in  the  trial  which 
appear  to  have  been  seriously  prejudicial  to 
the  rights  of  the  defendant,  although  the 
questions  they  present  were  not  properly 
raised  or  preserved  by  objection,  exception, 
request,  or  assignment  of  error.  McNutt  r. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
670. 

Opinion  of  court  as  basia  of  asiignment 
of  error. —  The  opinion  of  the  court  below 
cannot  form  the  oasis  of  an  assignment  of 
error  and  assignment  of  error  based  on  such 
opinion  presents  nothing  for  review,  as  the 
opinion  may  be  wrong  and  still  the  judgment 
be  right.  Stoffregen  r.  Moore,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  680. 

Incorporation  in  record  by  bill  of  excep- 
tions.—  The  rule  that  errors  in  rulings  of 
law  occurring  in  the  course  of  the  trial  can- 
not be  considered  on  writ  of  error  unless 
incorporated  into  the  record  by  bill  of  excep- 
tions has  no  application  when  the  errors 
assigned  are  wholly  those  alleged  to  have 
been  committed  by  an  intermediate  appellate 
court,  even  though  such  court  has,  like  the 
supreme  court  of  Port  Rico,  power  to  review 
the  evidence,  to  make  new  findings  of  fact 
thereon,  and  to  enter  such  judgment  as  to  it 
may  seem  proper.  Ana  Maria  Sugar  Co.  r. 
Quinones,  (1920)  254  U.  8.  245,  41  S.  Ct. 
110,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A. 
1st  Cir.  1918)  251  Fed.  499,  163  C.  C.  A.  493. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  180,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  256.] 

Applicable  to  federal  appeals  only. —  This 
and  the  following  section  have  no  application 
to  appeals  in  state  courts.  Chance  r.  Hawk- 
inson,   (Minn.  1921)   182  N.  W.  911. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  187,  sec.  1000. 

ed.,  vol.  IV,  p.  612.] 

X.  Damages  and  costs. 
XI.  Judgment. 
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X.  Damages  and  Costs  (p.  191) 

Costs- -  To  the  same  effect  as  the  original 
annotation,  see  Oehring  v.  Fox  Typewriter 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A,  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  682,  12 
A.  L.  R.  718. 

XI.  Judgment  (p.  192) 

District  courts  have  power  to  render  sum- 
mary judgments  on  supersedeas  bonds,  statu- 
tory in  form,  given  under  this  section  and 
rule  13  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals.  Me- 
dusa Concrete  Waterproofing  Co.  v.  McCor- 
mick  Waterproofing  Portland  Cement  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  981. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  192,  sec.  1001.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  IV,  p.  616.] 

Application. —  While  the  section  is  collo- 
cated with  others  relating  to  appeals,  its 
termA  are  broad  enough  to  cover  any  process 
in  law  issuing  from  a  district  court.  U.  S. 
r.  Kinney,  (K  D.  Pa.  1920)  264  Fed.  542. 

United  States  interpleading  on  rule  under 
state  statute. —  Where  the  United  States 
filed  a  claim  with  the  marshal  for  goods 
levied  on,  and  the  court  on  application  of 
the  marshal  made  absolute  a  rule  for  an 
interpleader  under  the  Pennsylvania  statute 
requiring  a  bond,  it  was  held  that  the  state 
act  must  be  complied  with.    The  court  said : 

''In  section  1001,  as  applied  to  the  pres- 
ent case,  it  is  distinctly  confined  to  the  nar- 
row sense  of  process  in  law  issuing  from  a 
court  by  the  United  States,  and  therefore 
does  not  include  all  proceedings  to  which 
the  United  States  is  a  party. 

**  Statutory  interpleader  proceedings  in 
Pennsylvania  are  intended  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  sheriff  where  he  has  made  a  levy 
upon  goods  and  chattels  as  the  property  of 
the  defendant  in  the  execution  and  a  third 
party  claims  property  in  the  goods  and  chat- 
tels seized  and  taken  in  execution.  If  the 
court  makes  the  rule  absolute,  the  claimant, 
it  is  required,  shall  give  bond  that  he  shall 
maintain  his  title,  in  order  to  have  the  goods 
and  chattels  delivered  to  him. 

"  If  *  process  *  is  taken  in  a  sufficiently 
broad  sense  to  include  the  order  making  the 
rule  absolute  in  the  present  case,  it  is  still  not 
process  issuing  from  the  court  *  by  the  United 
States,'  but  process  issuing  from  the  court 
by  the  marshal.  The  issue  may  be  framed 
and  the  interpleader  proceedings  may  be 
prosecuted  by  the  United  States  without  the 
giving  of  the  bond.  The  act  is  in  the  alter- 
native. While  under  its  provisions  the 
sheriff,  upon  the  claimant  entering  bond,  is 
required  to  deliver  the  goods  and  chattels 
to  him,  yet  if  the  claimant  fails  to  give  bond, 
but  files  his  statement  of  title  within  the 
time  specified  in  the  act,  the  court  may 
direct  a  sale  of  the  goods  and  chattels,  and 
the  proceeds  may  be  paid  into  court  to  await 
the  determination  of  the  issue.  The  money 
in  court  is  substituted  for  the  good^  and 
chattels.  If  a  bond  is  given,  it  is  as  secu- 
rity *  to  answer  in  damages'  if  the  claimant 


shall  not  maintain  its  title.  If  section  1001, 
therefore,  applied  to  any  process  in  a  pro- 
ceeding to  which  the  United  States  is  a 
party,  the  United  States  would  not  be  re- 
quired to  give  bond  in  the  present  case  be- 
cause it  is  an  undertaking  to  answer  in  dam- 
ages or  costs.  As  section  1001,  however,  tak- 
ing '  process '  in  its  broadest  sense,  applies 
only  to  process  issued  from  the  court  by  the 
United  States,  the  present  proceeding  is  held 
not  to  be  within  its  terms,  and  the  plaintiff's 
motion  for  an  order  on  the  marshal  directing 
the  sale  of  the  goods  and  chattels  levied 
upon  will  be  granted  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Pennsylvania  Interpleader 
Act."  U.  S.  V.  Kinney,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  264 
Fed.  542. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  205,  sec.  700.    [First  ed., 

vol.  IV,  p.  450.] 

n.  Waiving  a  jury. 

2.  Waiver  without  written  stiplation. 
IV.  Findings  and  review. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  General  findings. 

3.  General  and  special  findings. 

a.  In  general. 

b.  Effect. 

V.  Special  findings  and  agreed  statements  of 
facts. 

4.  What  constitutes. 

6.  Effect. 

7.  Questions  reviewable. 
VI.  Rulings  and  excepions. 

1.  Necessity. 

4.  Bill  of  exceptions. 

n.  Waiving  a  Jubt 

2.  Waiver  Without  Written  Stipulation 

(p.  208) 

Where  there  is  no  written  stipulation 
waiving  a  jury  trial,  the  appellate  court 
has  no  jurisdiction  to  review  any  question 
on  a  writ  of  error,  except  those  which  arise 
on  the  process,  pleadings,  or  judgment.  St. 
Louis,  Southwestern  R.  Co.  i\  Road  Imp. 
Dist.  No.  2,  (C.  C.  A.  gth  Cir.  1920)  2C5 
Fed.  524. 

rV.   FlNDIlTOB   AND   REVIEW 

1.  In  General  (p.  211) 

The  findings  and  judgment  of  the  trial 
court,  to  which  no  objection  or  exception  was 
taken,  being  to  the  effect  that  the  defendant 
company  was  not  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce, and  therefore  not  subject  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Federal  Hours  of  Service  Act, 
are  conclusive  on  writ  of  error.  U.  S.  r. 
Columbia,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)    274  Fed.  625. 

The  action  of  the  parties  in  praying  the 
court  for  binding  instructions  in  their  favor 
respectively  on  a  matter  involving  a  fact 
is  equivalent  to  a  joint  request  for  a  finding 
(f  fact  by  the* court,  and  when  the  court, 
at  ting  upon  such  request,  directs  the  jury 
to  find  for  one  of  the  parties,  both  are  con- 
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eluded    on    its    finding.      Richman    r.    Miil- 
cahy,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  269  Fed.  78fi. 

The  court's  findings  upon  questions  of  fact, 
a  jury  having  been  waived,  are  not  subject 
to  revision  by  a  reviewing  court,  if  there 
was  any  evidence  upon  which  such  findings 
could  be  made.  Mayes  v,  Jones,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed,  121;  Kiasel  Motor 
Car  Co.  V.  Walker,   (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 

270  Fed.  492. 

Where  a  case  is  tried  with  a  jury  waived 
the  findings  of  fact  by  the  court  have  the 
force  and  eff'ect  of  a  jury's  verdict,  and  if 
based  on  any  supporting  evidence  are  con- 
clusive on  the  court  reviewing  by  writ  of 
error.  Litchfield  First  Nat.  Bank  r.  Pipe, 
etc..  Supply  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  105. 

Where  there  waa  no  request  by  a  party, 
before  the  court  below  rendered  its  judg- 
ment, to  find  facts  in  his  favor,  or  to  de« 
clare  the  law  in  his  favor,  and  hence  no 
ruling  by  the  court,  there  is  nothing  for 
review  by  the  appellate  court,  and  the  judg- 
ment of  the  court  below  will  be  affirmed. 
McClay  v.  Fleming,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921) 

271  Fed.  472. 

Findings  by  referee. —  The  findings  of  fact 
by  a  referee  are  binding  on  appeal,  the  court 
being  concerjied  only  as  to  whether  the  con- 
clusions of  law  are  supported  by  such  find- 
ings. Aronstam  v.  All-Russian  Cent.  I'^nion, 
ttc,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  460. 

The  District  and  Supreme  Courts  of  Porto 
Sico,  being  familiar  with  the  local  law,  their 
findings  on  the  testimony  and  involving 
mixed  law  and  fact,  should  not  be  disturbed 
by  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  unless 
plainly  wrong.  Fordham  v.  Marrero,  (C.  C. 
A.  1st  Cir.  1921 )   273  Fed.  61. 

2.  General  Findings  (p.  212) 

A  general  finding  cbnnot  be  reviewed  on 
a  writ  of  error  in  the  absence  of  exception 
to  a  ruling  made  in  the  progress  of  the 
trial.  Gulf,  etc.,  K  Co.  r.  Clement  Grain 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  535. 

In  the  absence  of  special  findings  of  fact 
by  the  court  below,  its  general  finding  has, 
under  U.  S.  Rev.  Stat.  §  649  [6  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  130],  the  effect  of  a  verdict 
of  a  jury,  and  is  conclusive  upon  all  matters 
of  fact,  and  there  being  no  exceptions  to  rul- 
ings ol  law  in  the  progress  of  the  trial,  the 
review  in  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  is, 
under  this  section,  limited  to  the  question  of 
tlie  sufiiciency  of  the  complaint.  Vicksburg, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  Anderson-Tullv  Co.,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  524,  65'U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  affirmiTug  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  261 
Fed.   741. 

Where  the  master  and  trial  court  agree 
on  the  findings  of  fact,  they  are  conclusive 
on  the  appellate  court,  where  there  is  any 
substantial  evidence  to  support  them.  Mid- 
land Bridge  Co.  r,  Houston,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  931. 

The  rule  is  said  to  be  elementary  that 
the  findings  of  the  master,  confirmed  by  the 


I'oiut.  are  entitled  to  great  weight,  and  will 
lie  followed,  if  there  has  been  no  serious  mis- 
take made  in  the  consideration  of  the  evi- 
dence, or  in  the  application  of  the  law  to 
the  facts  found.  Meyer  v.  Ritter,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  937, 

The  findings  of  fact  by  a  chancellor  are 
highly  persuasive  to  the  reviewing  court, 
and  will  not  be  disturbed  except  for  manifest 
error.  Manning  r.  American  Security,  etc., 
Co.,   (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  269  Fed.  710. 

A  finding  as  to  salvage  will  not  be  dis- 
turbed on  appeal  where  there  is  sufficient 
evidence  to  warrant  Fuch  finding.  The  Ferm, 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  208  Fed.  618. 

3.  Oeneral  and  Special  Findings 

a.  In  General   (p.  214) 

Refusal  to  make  special  findings. —  On  the 
trial  of  an  action  at  law  without  a  jury, 
it  is  not  error  .for  the  court  to  refuse  to 
make  special  findings.  U.  S.  v.  Columbia, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  625. 

b.  Effect   (p.  215) 

To  the  Bame  effect  as  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  Walsh  Constr. 
Co.  V.  Cleveland,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1920)  271  Fed. 
701. 

To  the  Fame  effect  as  the  second  paragraph 
of  original  annotation,  see  Huhn  v.  Strong- 
Scott  Mfg.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  265 
Fed.  638;  American  Trading  Co.  t*.  Steele, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  774. 

V.  Special    Findings    and    Aobeed    Stats- 
MENTS  OF  Facts 

4.  What  Conetitutea    (p.  217) 

The  facts  found  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  in  a  reparation  proceed- 
ing were  not  so  adopted  by  the  district  court 
in  a  suit  upon  the  reparation  order  as  to 
become  special  findings  of  fact  by  tlie  court, 
which  may  be  reviewed  by  the  federal  Su- 
preme Court  without  exception  taken,  merely 
because  the  court  found  that  the  report 
and  order  of  the  conmiission  constituted 
prima  facie  evidence  of  the  facta  therein 
stated,  and  entered  judgment  in  favor  of 
plaintiff  for  the  amount  of  the  order,  with 
interest  and  attorneys'  fees.  Vicksburg,  etc., 
R.  Co.  t\  Anderson-Tully  Co.  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct  624,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  261 
Fed.  741. 

6.  Effect    (p.  219) 

Special  findings  if  they  are  sustained  by 
any  substantial  evidence  are  conclusive  on 
the  circuit  court  of  appeals.  U.  S.  v. 
Pennsylvania,  etc.,  Dock  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.   1921)    272  Fed.   839. 

7.  Questions   Reviewable    (p.    219) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  Stoffregen 
r.  Moore,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed- 
680. 
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The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  cannot  con- 
sider "  additional  facts  not  found  by  the 
court"  but  must  confine  its  consideration 
of  the  case  solely  to  the  special  findings  of 
fact  made  by  the  trial  court.  U.  S.  v. 
Pennsylvania,  etc..  Dock  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  839. 

VI.  RUIJNQS    AND    BXCEPTIONB 

1.  Necessity    (p.  221) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph  ci 
the  original  annotation,  see  Stofifregen  v. 
Moore,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  680, 
Liberty  Oil  Co.  v.  Condon  Nat.  Bank,  (C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  928.  Northnip 
Nat.  Bank  v.  Title  Guaranty,  etc.,  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  962.  • 

Where  after  a  fuU  hearing  and  submission 
of  the  issues  of  fact  and  law  the  court  has 
filed  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusion  that 
judgment  must  be  entered  for  defendant  it 
is  too  late 'for  the  first  time  to  take  excep- 
tions to  the  rulings  of  the  court  on  the 
issues  tried,  where  no  requests  for  findings 
or  for  modifications  of  findings  were  made 
by  the  plaintiff  until  subsequent  to  the  close 
of  the  trial.  Such  subsequent  requests  and 
rulings  thereon  are,  like  motions  for  new 
trials  after  verdicts  and  the  rulings  there- 
on, discretionary  with  the  trial  court,  and 
are  not  subject  to  review  in  the  federal 
appellate  courts.  U.  S.  v.  Atchison,  etc.,  R. 
Co.,    (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.   1921)    270  Fed.   I. 

4.  Bill  of  Exceptions  (p.  223) 

The  opinion  of  the  court  cannot  take  the 
place  of  a  bill  of  exceptions.  Texas  Ranger 
Producing,  etc.,  Co.  r.  Robinson,  (C.  C.  A. 
5th  Cir;  1921)  272  Fed.  453. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  224,  sec.  701 .     [First  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  458.] 

Modifying  judgment. —  The  Circuit  Court 
of  Appeals  has  the  power  to  increase  or 
diminish  a  salvage  award  made  by  the  lower 
court.  The  High  Cliff,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)    271  Fed.  202. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  230,  sec.  1011.    [Fir^ 

ed.,  vol.  rV,  p.  624.] 

I.  Matters  reviewable  generally. 
y.  Questions  of  fact  and  evidence. 

I.  Matters  Reviswable  Geneballt 

(p.  230) 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  section  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has  no  authority 
to  disturb  the  finding  of  the  jury  on  a  ques- 
tion of  fact,  if  there  is  any  evidence  to  sus- 
tain the  verdict.  Tate  v,  Baugh,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1920)   264  Fed.  892. 

Where  a  jury  trial  was  waived  and  special 
findings  of  fact  were  made  in  favor  of  the 
defendants,  and  where  at  the  close  of  the 
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testimony  plaintiff  in  error  made  no  request 
for  a  finding  in  its  favor  on  the  issues,  and 
made  no  motion  or  request  presenting  to 
the  trial  court  the  question  of  law  whether 
there  was  substantial  evidence  to  sustain 
findings  for  the  defendant,  the  sufficiency 
of  the  evidence  to  support  the  findings  is 
not  open  to  review  in  the  Court  of  Appeals. 
Pabet  Brewing  Co.  v.  £.  Clemens  Horst  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.   1920)    264  Fed.  909. 

The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  in  cases  in- 
volving life  or  liberty  will  not  permit  an 
error  in  procedure,  even  though  it  be  sulv 
stantial,  to  result  in  manifest  injustice,  with 
consequent  loss  of  liberty  or  of  life.  Hol- 
land V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  2AB 
Fed.  244. 

V.  Questions  op  Fact  and  Evidence 

In  general. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  American  Film  Co.' 
r.  Move,  (CCA,  9th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
419;  Howard  f.  U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)   271  Fed.  301. 

The  findings  made  by  the  jury  when  they 
have  some  evidence  to  support  them  are 
controlling  on  appeal.  Champion  Spark 
Plug  Co.  i;.  Automobile  Sundries  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  74. 

If  the  verdict  is  sustained  by  any  sub- 
stantial evidence,  it  is  conclusive  upon  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  regardless  of  the 
claim  of  the  plaintiff  in  error  that  upon  all 
the  evidence  the  verdict  should  have  been 
one  of  acquittal  upon  this  count.  Rose  V, 
U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
245. 

The  verdict  of  a  jury  when  based  on 
sufficient  evidence  cannot  be  disturbed  on 
appeal  because  the  evidence  was  contradic- 
tory. Glynn  v.  May,  (C  C  A.  7th  Cir. 
1921)   271   Fed.  464. 

Where  each  of  the  parties  moves  that  the 
court  direct  a  verdict,  a  judgment  based 
thereon  will  not  be  disturbed,  if  there  be 
evidence  to  support  it.  A  conflict  in  evi- 
dence becomes  immaterial.  Lockhart  i\  Tri- 
State  Loan,  etc.,  Co.,  (C  C.  A.  5th  Cir. 
1920)    268   Fed.  523. 

Weight  of  evidence. —  To  the  same  effect 
as  the  original  annotation,  see  Ramsey  v, 
U.  8.,  (C  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
825;  Railroads  v.  Reynolds,  (C.  C  A.  6th 
Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  948;  Di  Preta  v.  U.  8., 
(C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  73;  R.  E. 
Hamilton,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Moss-Jellico  Coal  Co., 
(C  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  237; 
Degnan  v.  V.  S.,  (C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  291;  Loblowski  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  294;  Columbia  Aid 
Assoc.  17.  Sprague,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C  1921) 
271  Fed.  381. 

The  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has  no 
authority  under  this  section  to  pass  on  the 
weight  of  the  evidence.  If  there  is  any  sub- 
stantial evidence  to  support  the  verdict  of 
the    jury   the   judgment   of   the   trial   court 
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muBt  be  affirmed.     Davidson  v.  U,  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  eth  Cir.  1921)    274  Ted.  285. 

An  assignment  of  error  on  the  ground  of 
the  insufficiency  of  the  evidence  will  not  be 
further  considered  where  the  record  is  bar- 
ren of  any  demurrer  to  the  evidence  or  of 
any  request  for  a  directed  verdict  and  from 
a  careful  consideration  of  the  evidence  ft  is 
clear  that  no  injustice  in  the  result  was 
reached.  Holland  i?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  Sth 
Cir.   1920)    268  Fed.   244. 

Where  a  defendant  in  a  criminal  case  did 
not  preserve  his  right  to  secure  a  review  in 
the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  of  the  question 
of  the  sufficiency  of  the  evidence  to  support 
the  verdict,  that  court  will  not  exercise  ite 
discretion  to  reverse  a  judgment  or  grant  a 
new  trial  where  the  evidence  tends  to  cor- 
roborate admissions  made  by  him  and  the 
court  is  convinced  that  no  grave  error  was 
cpmmitted  or  that  his  punishment  would  be 
gross  injustice.  Sturtz  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
Sth  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  350. 

Questions  as  to  verdict  being  ezcesaiye. — 
To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annotation, 
see  American  Film  Co.  f.  Move,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.   1920)    267  Fed.  419.  ' 

Where  there  was  no  error  in  the  admission 
of  testimony  or  in  the  charge  of  the  court 
on  the  subject  of  damages  the  amount 
awarded  is  not  reviewable.  Ford  Motor  Co. 
V.  Hotel  Woodward  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)    271   Fed.  625. 

Findings  of  fact  by  the  trial  court  are 
not  reviewable.  Stoffregen  v.  Moore,  (C. 
C.  A.  Sth  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  680. 

The  general  finding  of  the  court  below  on 
the  facts,  a  trial  by  jury  beinjj  waived,  is 
binding  on  appeal.  U.  S.  v.  One  Diamond 
Necklace,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
696. 

"  It  is  the  settled  law  of  the  federal  courts 
that,  where  a  chancellor  has  made  his  find- 
ings of  fact  and  decree  on  conflicting  evi- 
dence, they  will  be  treated  as  presumptively 
correct  by  an  appellate  court,  and  will  not 
be  disturbed,  unless  an  obvious  error  has 
intervened  in  the  application  of  the  law,  or 
some  serious  mistake  has  been  made  in  the 
consideration  of  the  evidence."  Porto  Rico 
Min.  Co.  L*.  Conklin,  (C.  C.  A.  Sth  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  570. 

Findings  of  fact  by  a  master,  approved  by 
the  trial  court,  are  well  nigh  controlling  on 
appeal,  if  there  is  any  substantial  evidence 
to  support  them.  Stockley  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  632. 

Special  findings. —  The  making  of  special 
findings  of  facts  in  an  action  at  law  tried 
by  the  court  on  a  waiver  of  a  jury  is  dis- 
cretionary with  the  trial  court,  and  its 
action  in  making  such  findings,  in  refusing 
to  make  requested  findings,  or  in  refusing 
to  amend  findings  made,  is  not  subject  to 
exception,  or  to  a  subsequent  review  in  a 
federal  appellate  court.  U.  S.  r.  Atchison, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  Sth  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  1. 


Vol.  VI,  p.  234,  sec.  10.     [First  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  428.] 

I.  Disposition  of  Case  on  Appeal  ob  Writ 
OF  Error  (p.  235) 

Remand  of  admiralty  case. — An  appeal  in 
an  admiralty  case  heing  a  new  trial,  the 
court  will  not  send  the  case  back  in  order 
that  evidence  may  be  given.  The  St.  Johns 
N.  F.,  (C.  C.  A-  2d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  673. 

Remand  with  directions. —  The  court  may 
remand  a  case  with  direction  as  to  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  amount  of  the  judgment.  Walker 
r.  Gulf,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921) 
269  Fed.  885. 

Where  a  petition  for  rehearing  and  for 
modification  of  the  judgment  of  the  court 
has  been  filed  by  the  appellee,  and  it  appears 
therefrom  that  the  appellee  does  not  aesire 
to  prsent  additional  testimony,  nor  does  it 
wisn  a  new  trial,  but  is  willing  to  stand  on 
the  record  as  made,  and  that  it  prefers,  in- 
stead of  a  ruling  granting  a  new  trial,  & 
decision  reversing  the  judgment  of  the  lower 
court  and  directing  that  court  to  enter  judg- 
ment for  the  appeuants,  in  order  that  it  may 
carry  the  case  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  without  further  delay,  it  has 
been  held  that  the  petition  should  be  granted. 
National  League,  etc.,  v.  Federal  Baseball 
Club,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  269  Fed.  681. 

Mandate  to  add  interest. —  In  case  of  a 
mandate  to  the  district  court  directing  it  to 
modify  its  decree  by  the  addition  of  interest 
to  the  amount  recovered,  it  has  been  held 
that  interest  is  to  be  added  to  the  date  of 
the  original  decree  and  not  to  the  date  of 
the  mandate.  American  Surety  Co.  r.  Riner, 
(C.  C.  A.  Sth  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  137. 

Authority  of  District  Court  to  allow 
amendment  curing  defect  pointed  ont  by 
appellate  court. — A  decision  of  a  circuit  court 
of  appeals  holding  the  bill  insufficient,  and 
for  that  reason  alone  reversing  the  decree 
below,  by  which  such  bill  was  held  good  on 
demurrer,  and  remanding  the  cause,  is  not 
final,  but  leaves  the  district  court  free,  in 
its  discretion,  to  allow  an  amendment  to  the 
bill,  curing  the  defect.  Wells  r.  Taylor, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  175,  41  S.  Ct.  93,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed. )  — ,  reversing  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir. 
1918)    249  Fed.   109,  161   C.  C.  A.   161. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  411,  sec.  2. 

II.  Writ  of  error. 
III.  Certiorari. 

II.  Writ  of  Ebbob   {'p.  412) 

Validity  of  municipal  ordinance. — Writ  of 
error,  not  certiorari,  is  the  proper  method  of 
reviewing  in  the  federal  Supreme  Court  the 
judgment  of  the  highest  court  of  a  state  in 
a  suit  in  which  the  defeated  party  below 
drew  in  question  the  validity  of  a  municipal 
ordinance  and  the  statute  sanctioning  it,  as 
construed  and  applied,  upon  the  ground  of 
their  alleged  repugnance  to  a  federal  statute. 
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and  the  state  court  BUstained  their  validitx 
notwithstanding  such  contention.  Mer- 
chants' Nat.  Bank  r.  Richmond,  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  61»,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

III.  Oebtiosabi   (p.  413) 

Review  of  judgment  granting  writ  of  pro- 
hibition.—  Certiorari,  not  writ  of  error,  is 
the  only  mode  of  reviewing  in  the  Supreme 
Court  the  judgment  of  a  state  court  granting 
a  writ  of  prohibition  over  the  objection  that 
such  prohibition  would  take  property  with- 
out due  process  of  law,  contrary  to  the  Four- 
teenth Amendment  to  the  Federal  Constitu- 
tion. Bullock  17.  Florida,  (1921)  264  U.  8. 
513,  41  S.  Ct.  193,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirming  on  other  grounds  (1919)  74  Fla. 
321,  82  So.  866,  8  A.  L.  R.  232. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  414,  sec.  2. 

Since  this  amendment  has  been  declared 
unconstitutional  a  longshoreman  has  no  right 
to  compensation  under  a  state  act.  Lawson 
r.  New  York,  etc..  Steamship  Co.,  (1921) 
148  La.  290,  86  So.  815. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  421,  sec.  4. 

Distinction  between  writs  of  error  and 
appeals  as  still  existing. —  The  distinction 
between  writs  of  error  and  appeals,  so  far 
as  the  scope  of  review  in  either  proceeding 
is  concerned,  was  not  abolished  by  the  pro- 
vision of  this  section  that  the  reviewing 
court  shall  not  dismiss  a  writ  of  error  be- 
cause an  appeal  should  have  been  taken, 
nor  dismiss  an  appeal  because  a  writ  of 
error  should  have  been  sued  out,  but  shall 
disregard  such  mistakes  and  take  the  action 
appropriate  if  the  proper  appellate  procedure 
had  been  followed.  This  section  merely  pro- 
vides that  the  party  seeking  review  shall 
have  it  in  the  appropriate  way,  notwith- 
standing a  mistake  in  choosing  the  mode  of 
review.  Ana  Maria  Sugar  Co.  v.  Quinones, 
(1920)  264  U.  S.  246,  41  S.  Ct.  110,  65  U.  S. 
(Lu  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir. 
1918)  261  Fed.  499,  163  C.  C.  A.  493. 

Review  of  contempt  proceeding. —  Where, 
in  a  contempt  proceeding  against  a  company 
for  having  violated  an  injunction  prohibiting 
it  from  manufacturing  and  selling  certain 
infringing  machines,  the  criminal  aspect  of 
the  judgment  of  the  lower  court  is  reversed, 
the  remainder  of  the  judgment  may  be  re- 
viewed on  a  writ  of  error,  in  view  of  the 
provisions  of  this  section.  Wilson  v.  Union 
Tool  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
669.  The  court  said :  **  Upon  an  appeal 
from  an  interlocutory  decree,  holding  that 
Wilson  patent  No.  827,595,  for  an  under- 
reamer,  was  valid  as  to  certain  claims,  and 
was  infringed  as  to  claims  9  and  19,  and 
awarding  an  accounting,  this  court  affirmed 
the  decree  of  the  District  Court.  A  full 
historv  of  the  case  is  given  in  Union  Tool 
Co.  c.*Wil8on,  249  Fed.  736,  161  C.  C.  A.  646. 
Thereafter,  in  contempt  proceedings  insti- 
tuted in  the  District  (5ourt,  the  Union  Tool 


(  ompauy   was  held  to  have  violated  the  in- 
junction issued  in  Union  Tool  Company  f. 
Wilson,    supra,    by    having    manufactured, 
offered    lor    sale,    and    sold    two   tyx>e8    of 
iinderreamers,    neither    of    which    was    sub- 
stantially  or   even   colorably  different  from 
the  respective   devices   described  in  the   in- 
junctive order  of  the  court,  the  manufacture, 
sale,   and  use  of  which  underreamers  were 
inhibited,  and  that  the  Tool  Company,  since 
the  issuance  and  service  of  the  injunction, 
had   offered  for  sale  and  sold  extra,  spare, 
and  repair  parts  and  elements  for   and   to 
be  used  with   its  device,  sold  prior  to  the 
issuance  and  service  of  the  injunction.    The 
court,   however,   purged   the    corporation    of 
contempt  in  the  matter  of  sales  of   repair 
parts,  but  made  the  order  without  prejudice 
to  the  right  of  Wilson  to  renew  his  applica- 
tion.    The   company   was   fined  $5,000,   out 
of  which  sum,  when  paid,  the  clerk  of  the 
court  was  authorized  to  pay  over  to  the  com- 
plainant   (Wilson)    $2,6w   as   a   reasonable 
portion  of  the  expenses  incurred  by  the  com- 
plainant   in   the    contempt   proceeding,   and 
the  court  ordered   that   if,   upon  execution, 
the  fine  was  not  paid,  the  president  of  the 
Tool   Company,   Double,   should   stand   com- 
mitted to  jail  and  be  confined  until  the  fine 
was  paid.    Writ  and  cross-writ  of  error  were 
sued  out,  and  upon  the  writ  brought  by  the 
Union  Tool  Company  and  Double,  to  review 
the   judgment  of  conviction,  this  court   re- 
versed  the   clearly  punitive   portion   of   the 
decree   of   the  District   Court,   but   affirmed 
that  portion  which  imposed  a  fine  and  di- 
rected that  the  fine  imposed  should  be  paid 
to  the  complainant  to  cover  his  costs.  Union 
Tool  Co.  et  al.  v.  United  States  et  al.,  262 
Fed.  431,  —  C.  C.  A.  — .    By  the  cross-writ 
now  before  us  we  are  to  review  that  portion 
of  the  judgment  of  the  District  Court  wherein 
the  Tool  Company  was  purged  of  contempt. 
The  Tool  Company,  however,  first  questions 
our  jurisdiction,  and  contends  that  appeal, 
not  writ  of  error,  is  the  proper  remedy.    In- 
asmuch as  the  contempt  proceeding  had  two 
aspects,    criminal    and    civil,    the    criminal 
dominated,  and  in  seeking  review  the  Tool 
Company   properly   sued  out  writ   of  error. 
Matter  of  Christensen  Engineering  Co.,  194 
U.  S.  468,  24  Sup.  Ct.  729,  48  L.  Ed.  1072. 
But  as  both  the  punitive  and  remedial  phases 
were  before  the  District  Court,  and  both  were 
considered,  both  may  be  reviewed  upon  writ 
of  error.     Proudfit  L.  L.  Co.  v.  Kalamazoo 
L.  L.  Co.,  230  Fed.  120,  144  C.  C.  A.  418; 
Kreplik  v.  Couch  Patents  Co.,  190  Fed.  565. 
Ill  C.  C.  A.  381.     It  would  be  strange  if, 
merely  because  there  was  a  reversal  <h  the 
criminal  aspect  of  the  judgment^  the  partv 
in  whose  favor  the  remedial  order  was  af- 
firmed should  now  be  denied  relief,  and  thu9 
be  obliged  to  proceed  anew  by  another  pro- 
cedure.     Such    a    ruling    would    be    out    of 
accord  with   section  4  of  the  act  to  amend 
tlie   Judicial    Code,    approved    September    6, 
1916   (39  Stat.  726),  which  provides  that  — 
*  No  court  having  power  to  review  a  judg- 
ment or   decree   rendered   or   passed   by   an 
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other  Rhall  dismiss  a.  writ  of  error  Bolelr 
becauHe  an  appeal  should  have  been  taken, 
or  dismisfi  an  appeal  solely  because  a  writ 
of  error  should  have  been  sued  out,  but  when 
such  mistake  or  error  occurs  it  shall  dis- 
regard the  saone  and  take  the  action  which 
would  be  appropriate  if  the  proper  appellate 
procedure  had  been  followed.'  We  therefore 
deny  the  motion  to  dismiss." 

1918  Supp.,  p.  422,  sec.  6. 

This  section  in  terms  applies  to  the  Su- 
preme Court  only.  Maple  r.  Union  Pac.  R. 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  89. 

This  section  does  not  modify  the  provisions 
of  section  11  of  the  Act  of  March  3,  1891  (6 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  p.  161).  Maple  v.  Union 
Pac.  R.  Co.,  (C.  G.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  89. 

1919  SupPv  p.  231.      [New  trials, 
etc.] 

Constxaction. —  It  is  said  of  Jud.  Code,  sec. 
269,  as  amended:  "It  means  that  a  judg- 
ment should  not  be  reversed  for  any  reason 
that  does  not  affect  the  substantial  rights  of 
the  parties,  even  though  there  be  a  technical 
ground  for  doing  so.  No  warrant  is  afforded 
by  it  for  holding  that  a  party  who  assigns 
one  reason  in  the  court  below  for  his  objec- 
tion to  an  instruction  may  urge  an  entirely 
different  one  in  this  court  and  have  it  con- 
sidered." Standard  Oil  Co.  v.  Allen,  (App. 
Caa.  D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed.  645. 

Effect  of  amendment. —  ''The  amendment 
relates  only  to  the  hearing  and  determina- 
tion of  a  case  wMch  is  pending  in  a  court. 
It  has  no  reference  to  the  preliminary  steps 
by  which  a  case  is  brought  into  an  appellate 
court,  nor  does  it  affect  the  question  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  a  court,  or  enlarge  the  power 
of  an  appellate  court  to  entertain  appeals  or 
writs  of  error.  It  does  not  make  appealable 
a  judgment  which,  before  the  enactment  of 
the  amendment,  was  not  appealable.  It  dealp. 
only  with  the  examination  of  a  record  which 
is  lawfully  before  a  court."  Rumsey  t*.  New 
York  L.  Ins.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920) 
267  Fed.  554. 

This  amendment  has  not  in  criminal  cases 
extended  the  power  in  an  appellate  court  be- 
^'ond  that  which  it  formerly  asserted  and 
exercised.  Katz  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir. 
1921)  273  Fed.  157. 

Neceulty  of  ezceptions. —  In  Rosen  v, 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  271  Fed.  651, 
it  was  said :  "  We  shall  go  into  this  case 
more  fully  than  the  record  required,  and  in 
doing  so  we  wish  it  understood  that  this  case 
is  not  to  be  regarded  as  a  precedent  bind- 
ing this  court  to  examine  into  assignments 
of  errors  where  no  exceptions  have  been  re- 
served. In  a  proper  case  we  may  consider 
errors  not  excepted  to  and  which  are  not 
assigned  for  error.  But  we  do  not  under- 
stand that  Congress  in  passing  the  act  of 
February  26,  1919  (40  U.  S.  St.  at  L.  pt.  1, 


c.  4Vl,  p.  1181),  intended  that  rases  could  be 
reviewed  in  the  appellate  courts  without  re- 
gard to  the  taking  of  exceptions  and  the 
usual  assignments  of  error.  Whatever  that- 
art  may  mean,  it  certainly  was  not  intended, 
among  other  things,  to  relieve  counsel  from 
the  necessity  of  calling  the  attention  of  & 
trial  judge  to  his  mistake  at  the  time  an 
erroneous  instruction  or  ruling  is  given  in 
order  that  he  may  correct  it  then  and  there 
and  avoid  the  necessity  of  setting  a  verdict 
aside  and  securing  a  new  trial  if  a  convic- 
tion improperly  follows." 

A  written  stipalation  or  agreed  statement 
of  facts  as  to  what  occurred  at  a  trial  can- 
not be  substituted  for  a  bill  of  excepticMis, 
though  it  consists  of  a  transcript  of  the 
reporter's  notes  made  during  the  trial.  The 
"  record "  which  this  section  contemplates 
is  that  which  is  legally  the  record  and  it  is 
in  only  such  a  record  that  the  court  is  re- 
quired to  disregard  technical  errors.  Rosen 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  271  Fed. 
651. 

Nonprejvdicial  errors. —  The  practice  pre- 
vailing in  the  courts  of  the  United  States 
forbids  the  reversal  of  a  judgment  in  a 
criminal  case  for  errors  which  do  not  preju- 
dice. Dierkee  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)   274  Fed.  75. 

Technical  errors  not  affecting  the  sub- 
stantial rights  of  the  parties  are  not  grounds 
for  new  trial  under  this  section  as  amended 
by  L.  1919,  ch.  48.  Twenty-One  Mining  Go. 
V.  Original  Sixteen-to-One  Mine,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)   265  Fed.  469. 

Admission  of  evidence. — ^A  nonprejudicial 
error  in  the  admission  of  stenographers* 
notes  is  not  ground  for  reversal  under  this 
amendment.  Sneierson  r.  U.  S.,  (G.  C.  A. 
4th  Cir.  1920)   264  Fed.  268. 

Defect  in  failure  of  proof  as  to  one  of  two 
counts. —  W^here  a  defendant  was  convicted 
on  both  counts  of  an  indictment  and  the 
judgment  imposed  could  have  been  inflicted 
on  either,  the  judgment  should  not  be  re- 
versed on  account  of  any  defect  in  or  failure 
of  proof  as  to  one  of  the  counts  if  the  other 
count  is  good.  Grant  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  443. 

Erroneous  instruction  to  jury. — ^A  federal 
judge  did  not  commit  reversible  error,  in  a 
criminal  case  in  which  the  undisputed  facts, 
as  testified  to  by  both  the  witnesses  for  the 
government  and  the  defendant,  show  the 
latter's  guilt,  in  telling  the  jury  in  effect  to 
find  the  defendant  guilty,  so  long  as  the 
jury  was  allowed  the  technical  right  to 
decide  against  the  law  and  the  facts.  If 
the  defendant  suffered  any  wrong,  it  was  of 
such  a  purely  formal  character  as  not  to 
afford,  since  this  act,  a  basis  for  reversing 
the  judgment  of  the  lower  court.  Homing 
V.  District  of  Columbia,  (1920)  254  U.  S. 
135,  41  S.  Ot.  63,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — 
{affirming  (1919)  48  App.  Cas.  (D.  C.)  380) 
wherein  the  court  said: 

The   question    relates   to    the   charge   of 
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the  judge.  The  judge  said  to  the  jury  that 
the  only  question  for  them  to  determine  was 
whether  they  believed  the  concurrent  testi- 
mony of  the  witneasee  for  the  government 
and  the  defendant,  describing  the  course  of 
business  that  we  have  stated,  and  as  to 
which  there  was  no  diepute.  Those  facts 
he  correctly  instructed  them,  constituted  an 
engaging  in  business  in  the  District  of 
Columbia.  This  was  excepted  to  and  the 
jury  retired.  The  next  day  they  were  re- 
called to  court,  and  were  told  that  there 
really  was  no  issue  of  fact  for  them  to  de- 
cide; that  they  were  not  warranted  in  capri- 
ciously saying  that  the  witnesses  for  the 
government  and  the  defendant  were  not 
telling  the  truth;  that  the  course  of  dealing 
conetituted  a  breach  of  the  law;  that  it  was 
their  duty  to  accept  this  exposition  of  the 
law;  that,  in  a  criminal  case,  the  court  could 
not  peremptorily  instruct  them  to  find  the 
defendant  guilty,  but  that,  if  the  law  per- 
mitted, he  would.  The  court  added  that  a 
failure  to  bring  in  a  verdict  could  only 
arise  from  a  flagrant  disregard  of  the  evi- 
dence, the  law,  and  their  obligation  as 
jurors.  On  an  exception  being  taken,  the 
judge  repeated  that  he  could  not  tell  them 
in  BO  many  words  to  find  the  defendant 
guilty,  but  that  what  he  said  amounted  to 
that;  that  the  facts  proved  were  in  accord 
with  the  information,  and  that  the  court  of 
appeals  had  said  that  that  showed  a  viola- 
tion of  law. 

"  This  was  not  a  case  of  the  judge's  ex- 
pressing an  opinion  upon  the  evidence,  as 
he  would  have  had  a  right  to  do.  Graham 
V,  United  States,  231  U.  S.  474,  480,  58  L. 
ed.  319,  3f2A,  34  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  148.  The 
facta  were  not  in  dispute,  and  what  he  did 
was  to  say  so,  and  to  lay  down  the  law 
applicable  to  them.  In  such  a  case  ob- 
viously the  function  of  the  jury,  if  they 
do  their  duty,  is  little  more  than  format 
The  judge  cannot  direct  a  verdict,  it  is  true; 
and  l^e  jury  has  the  power  to  bring  in  a 
verdict  in  the  teeth  of  both  law  and  facts. 
But  the  judge  alwa3^  has  the  right  and 
duty  to  tell  them  what  the  law  is  upon  this 
or  that  state  of  facts  that  may  be  found, 
and  he  can  do  the  same  none  the  less  when 
the  facts  are  agreed.  If  the  facts  are  agreed, 
the  judge  may  state  that  fact  also;  and  when 
there  is  no  dispute,  he  may  say  so,  although 
there  has  been  no  formal  agreement.  Per- 
haps there  was  a  regrettable  peremptoriness 
of  tone,  but  the  jury  were  allowed  the  tech- 
nical right,  if  it  can  be  called  so,  to  decide 
against  the  law  and  the  facts,  and  that  is 
aU  there  was  left  for  them  after  the  defend- 


ant and  his  witnesses  took  the  stand.  If 
the  defendant  sufTered  any  wron^,  it  was 
purely  formal,  since,  as  we  have  said,  on  the 
lacts  admitted,  there  was  no  doubt  of  his 
guilt." 

In  Consolidation  Coal  Co.  9.  Peninsular 
Portland  Cement  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)  272  Fed.  625,  an  instruction  was  held 
to  be  prejudicial  and  not  within  this  pro- 
vision. 

Omission  in  inatxuction. —  Where  in  an 
instruction  to  the  jury  as  to  the  testimony 
of  any  witness  whom  the  jury  might  believe 
to  have  testified  falsely,  the  court  omits  to 
give  an  instruction  that  the  testimony  must 
be  willfully  and  intentionally  false,  it  was 
held  that  such  omission  did  not  affect  the 
substantial  rights  of  the  defendant.  Braden 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed. 
441. 

A  mistaken  reference  by  indorsement  on 
the  indictment  to  the  act  which  the  accused 
is  alleged  to  have  violated  has  been  held, 
under  this  section,  to  be  too  trivial  and 
unsubstantial  to  work  a  reversal  of  the  judg- 
ment   Wagman  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 

1920)  269  Fed.  568. 

Bnrden  to  show  error. — -Under  this  section 
the  former  practice  of  holding  that  an  error 
requires  the  reversal  of  a  judgment  imless 
the  opponent  can  affirmatively  demonstrate 
from  other  parts  of  the  record  that  the  error 
was  harmless  is  changed,  and  now  the  com- 
plaining party  must  show  to  the  reviewing 
tribunal  from  the  record  as  a  whole  that 
he  has  been  denied  some  eubstantial  right 
whereby  he  has  been  prevented  from  having 
a  fair  trial.  Rich  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.   1921)    271  Fed.  566. 

Decree  of  ■pedfic  performance  granted 
under  this  section  in  an  action  by  minority 
stockholders  to  recover  certain  mining  prop- 
erty acquired  by  a  director  of  the  company 
and  leased  to  the  company,  aee  Presidio 
Min.   Co.   t?.   Overton,    (C.    C.   A.   9th   Cir. 

1921)  270  Fed.  388. 

1920  Supp.,  p.  132,      [Removal  of 
causes  J  etc] 

Service  after  removal. —  Where  serreral 
defendants  have  a  right  to  remove  a  case 
but  only  one  of  them  has  been  brought  with- 
in the  jurisdiction  of  the  state  court,  he  may 
exercise  the  right  of  removal,  but  if  after 
such  removal  the  other  defendants  are  served 
they  may  at  their  option  exercise  that  right 
coniferred  by  this  section  to  have  the  ease 
removed  to  the  state  court.  Hunt  t?.  Pearce, 
(£.  D.  Okla.  1921)    271  Fed.  498. 
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Vol.  VI,  p.  260,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  244.] 

Employees  within  act. —  The  term  "em- 
ployees" within  the  meaning  of  this  Act 
includes  all  persons  operating  railroad  trains 
at  the  time  the  receiver  takes  charge.  Bir- 
mingham Trufit,  etc.,  Co.  r.  Atlanta,  etc., 
R.  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1921)  271  Fed.  731. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  267,  sec.  9.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  249.] 

Constitutionality. —  "  On  its  face  it  merely 
declares  that  the  court  must  hear  employees 
on  questions  affecting  terms  and  conditions 
of  employment,  and  where  the  question  is  of 
reducing  wages  must  hear  in  advance,  after 
30  days*  notice,  and  provides  a  mode  of  serv- 
ice. As  a  statute  of  procedure  in  federal 
courts  it  is  justified  by  the  constitutional 
power  of  Congress  to  establish 'inferior  courts 
with  the  implied  power  to  define  their  juris- 
diction and  regulate  their  exercise  of  it.  It 
does  no  more  in  the  matter  of  wages  than 
direct  the  court  and  its  receiver  not  to 
meddle  with  the  established  scale  —  estab- 
lished with  the  consent  of  the  carrier  — 
until  an  orderly  hearing  after  the  usual  and 
reasonable  time  to  prepare  for  it  has  elapsed. 

"  But  if  it  be  admitted  that  in  practical 
operation  it  fixes  wages  for  20  days,  a  law 
60  doing  in  avoidance  of  strikes,  even  where 
a  classification  is  made  of  the  employees,  is 
a  valid  regulation  of  commerce."  Birming- 
ham Trust,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Atlanta,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(N.  D.  G*.  1921)  271  Fed.  731,  holding  that 
when  a  wage  is  compelled  to  be  paid  even 
for  twenty  days,  which  is  beyond  the  power 
of  the  road  to  earn,  it  does  not  constitute  a 
taking  of  property  without  due  process  of 
law  nor  for  public  purposes  without  just 
compensation.     The  court  further  said: 

"  It  is  »^'t  to  see  hew  the  maintenance 

for  twenty  days,  and  until  a  hearing,  of  a 
wage  inaugurated  by  consent  of  the  carrier, 
could  be  a  serious  taking  of  property.  In 
the  case  at  bar  it  appears  that  three-fourths 
of  the  wages  paid  are  not  affected  by  the 
act  and  may  be  freely  reduced.  The  amount 
of  train  service  could  no  doubt  have  been 
cut  down.  The  trainmen,  if  presented  the 
option  of  taking  less  pay  for  20  days  or  sus- 
pending entirely,  might  have  agreed  to  the 
temporary  reduction.  As  a  last  resort  the 
operation  of  the  road  might  have  been 
stopped  for  the  period,  since  it  could  not 
constitutionally  be  compelled.  It  does  not 
sufllciently  appear  in  this  case  that  the  ap- 
plication of  the  statute  necessarily  would 
nave  been  confiscatory." 

Employees  within  Act. —  This  section  is  re- 
stricted in  its  application  to  those  actually 
engaged  in  train  operation  and  train  service. 
Birmingham  Trust,  etc.,  Co,  t*.  Atlanta,  etc., 


R.    Co.,    (N.    D.    Ga.    1921)    271    Fed.    731, 
wherein  it  was  said: 

**  The  common  meaning  in  railroad  circles 
of  *  train  operatives  '  and  *  train  service  men  ' 
includes  only  engineers,  firemen,  conductors, 
switchmen,  train  hands,  and  porters,  and 
these  alone  are  intended  to  be  covered  by  this 
act.  They  actually  and  directly  operate  and 
serve  the  trains.  Scheduled  trains  can  be 
run  without  the  assistance  of  telegraphers, 
and  freight  trains  may  move  without  station 
agents  and  clerks.  While  all  employees  of 
the  railroad,  whether  upon  the  track,  or  in 
the  ofiices  or  the  shops,  are  necessary  to  the 
continued  operation  of  the  business,  they  are 
not  indispensable  to  an  operation  for  20  days, 
and  their  places  are  more  readily  filled  and 
with  less  peril  from  inexperience  than  are 
chose  above  mentioned  as  train  operatives. 
These  considerations  may  have  guided  Con- 
gress in  drawing  the  line  it  did." 

Orders  within  section. —  The  first  order  of 
a  receiver  on  taking  charge  of  a  railroad 
establishing  wages  is  within  the  protection 
of  this  section.  Birmingham  Trust,  etc..  Co. 
©.  Atlapta,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1921) 
271  Fed.  731,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"  It  is  supposed,  as  is  ordinarily  the  rase, 
that  the  receiver  will  continue  the  business 
of  the  railroad  without  interruption,  and 
^hat,  tentatively,  at  least,  the  employees  of 
the  owner  will  be  continued  as  the  receiver's 
employees.  The  contention,  therefore,  that 
the  order  in  question,  being  the  first  estab- 
lishment of  wages  by  the  receiver,  was  not 
within  the  intent  of  Congress,  cannot  be  sus- 
tained. The  aim  of  Congress,  being  to  avoid 
the  interruption  of  train  service  which  may 
result  from  a  decrease  in  pay  without  the 
human  satisfaction  of  a  prior  hearing  on  the 
subject,  would  be  defeated  by  the  construe* 
tion  contended  for." 

Reduction  by  contract. — ^As  the  forbidden 
reduction  of  wages  in  this  section  is  one 
unconsented  to,  for  such  only  provide  strikes, 
a  receiver  may,  notwithstanding  the  Act, 
make  willing  contracts  with  the  old  em- 
ployees for  a  less  wage,  and  a  fortiori  can 
make  such  contracts  with  new  employees  if 
the  former  ones  cease  from  their  employ- 
ment. Birmingham  Trust,  etc.,  Co.  v.  At- 
lanta, etc.,  R.  Co.,  (X.  D.  Ga.  1921)  271 
Fed.  731. 

Right  of  striking  employees  —  To.  question 
redtiction. —  The  fact  that  employees  have 
gone  on  a  strike  rather  than  accept  an  order 
reducing  wages  does  not  deprive  them  of 
their  standing  in  court  for  the  purpose  of  at- 
tacking the  order  and  recovering  wages  at 
the  old  rate  while  working  under  protest  of 
the  order.  But  the  right  of  striking  em- 
ployees to  be  heard  is  limited  to  the  question 
of  their  right  to  the  old  wage  while  working 
under  protest  under  the  order  reducing  such 
wage.     They  cannot  be  heard  in  proceedings 
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to  fix  future  wages  as  by  striking  they  for- 
feited their  position  is  employees.  Birming- 
ham Trust,  etc,  Co.  r.  Atlanta,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(N.  D.  Ga.  1921)  271  Fed.  743,  wherein  it 
was  Baid: 

"  The  rights  of  the  trainmen,  under  the 
Newlands  Act  may  be  analogized  to  those 
that  would  exi«t  under  a  definite  contract  to 
serve  for  the  20  days  inirolved,  at  the  fixed 
wage.  As  in  the  case  of  a  contract,  the 
•  benefit  of  the  act  may  be  waived  by  the 
trainmen.  Ft.  Smith  Railway  Co.  v.  Mills, 
253  U.  S.  206,  40  Sup.  Ot.  526,  64  L.  ed. 
862.  The  wages  here  were  not  payable  in 
advance  of  service,  but  were  not  due  until 
about  April  Ist.  The  receiver's  announce- 
ment was  no  more  than  an  anticipatory 
breach  of  his  duty  to  pay,  like  an  anticipa- 
tory breach  of  a  contract  to  pay,  which  gave 
the  other  party  the  choice  of  treating  the 
relation  ae  broken  and  abandoning  it  without 
incurring  liability,  or  of  denying  the  right 
to  terminate  it  and  performing  or  tendering 
the  service  and  claiming  the  pay. 

*'  Both  things  may  not  be  done.  A  contract 
could  not  be  treated  as  broken  and  aban- 
doned, and  also  treated  as  unbreakable  and 
to  be  performed.  To  make  a  homely  illus- 
tration, if  A.  hires  B.  for  20  days  to  work 
for  $5  per  day,  payable  after  the  work  is 
done,  and  during  the  work  A.  announces  he 
will  pay  only  $4,  B.  may  decline  to  work 
further  for  him,  in  view  of  this  announced 
intention,  and  may  even  sue  him  for  damages 
for  the  breach  of  the  contract  in  addition  to 
recovering  full  wages  for  the  work  done. 
But,  if  he  would  have  wages  for  the  future 
time,  he  must  remain  at  work,  unless  A. 
actually  prevents  him  from  working,  and 
B.  must  take  the  position  that  A.  cannot 
refuse  to  pay  him  the  correct  wages.  In 
thie  case,  after  the  receiver  announced  his 
wage  reduction,  the  trainmen,  with  the 
others,  conferred  with  him  and  insis.ted  on 
the  sole  jurisdiction  of  the  Labor  Board,  but 
made  no  mention  of  the  Xe^Vlands  Act;  and 
as  to  the  question  discussed  they  were  re- 
ferred by  the  receiver  to  the  provision  in 
the  court's  order  for  a  hearing  at  any  time 
before  the  court.  The  men  remained  at  work 
under  protest.  This  was,  as  has  been  ruled, 
sufficient  to  reserve  all  rights,  including  those 
under  the  Newlands  Act,  and  rebutted  any 
inference  of  consent  to  the  reduction. 

"The  refusal  to  work  further  on  March 
5th,  when  summoned  by  the  receiver,  no  mat- 
ter what  the  reason  or  justification,  termi- 
nated the  employment." 

Re-employment  of  striking  workmen. — 
Where  workmen  have  gone  on  a  strike  be- 
cause Of  an  order  improperly  announced  by 
the  receiver,  reducing  their  wages  without  a 
hearing,  their  re-employment  will  not  be 
ordered  though  the  strike  has  been  conducted 
in  an  orderly  manner,  the  court  say  in  e  that 
re-emnloyment  must  be  treated  as  an  ndrain- 
istrative  detail,  to  be  taken  up  by  the  re- 
ceiver, and  that  a  strike  thourrh  a  lawful 
and  valuable  economic  weapon,  is  not  a  sub- 


stitute for  orderly  procedure  in  court  and 
cannot  "be  allowed  as  a  legal  remedy  for  legal 
rights  against  a  receiver.  Birmingham 
Trust,  etc.,  Co.  t*.  Atlanta,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (X.  D. 
Ga.  1921)   271  Fed.  743. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  280,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  330.] 

Jurisdiction  of  state  court  of  action  by 
employee. —  Congress  having  taken  jurisdic- 
tion of  Muscle  Shoals  for  the  production  of 
nitrate,  under  the  act  of  June  3,  1916,  (9  Fed. 
St.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  1340,  sec.  124)  and  the 
employees  of  nitrate  companies  there  oper- 
ating having  been  declared  to  be  witbin  this 
compensation  act,  a  state  court  has  no  juris- 
diction of  an  action  by  such  an  employee  for 
personal  injuries.  Webb  v.  J.  G.  White  Engi- 
neering Co.,  (1920)  204  Ala.  429,  S5  So.  729. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  429,  sec.  1. 

Remedy  as  ezclusive. — "  It  is  optional  with 
the  employee  as  to  whether  he  will  make  a 
claim  under  the  act  or  not.  If  he  does  not, 
in  our  opinion  he  would  have  a  right  to 
maintain  the  present  action  and  prosecute  the 
same  to  judgment,  as  we  think  that  the 
United  States  as  to  this  particular  case  by 
the  Federal  Control  Act  consented  to  be  sued. 
But  if  the  employee  elects  to  receive  the  bene- 
fits of  the  Compensation  Act  and  his  claim 
is  allowed,  then  he  is  barred  from  prosecuting 
hie  action  for  negligence  against  the  United 
States.  In  other  words,  he  must  elect  which 
of  the  two  remedies  he  desires  to  pursue,  and, 
having  elected  to  pursue  one,  he  may  not 
pursue  the  other.  The  United  States  under 
the  statute  being  bound  to  pay  the  plaintiff 
after  the  latter  has  elected  to  claim  the 
benefits  of  the  Compensation  Act,  the  remedy 
afforded  bv  the  act  is  exclusive."  Hines  v. 
Dahn,  (C'  C.  A.  »th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
105. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  435,  sec.  27. 

Effect  of  recovery  against  person  other 
than  United  States. — "  Whether  the  employee 
assigns  his  cause  of  action  against  a  person 
other  than  the  United  States  to  the  United 
States,  and  the  same  is  prosecuted  by  said 
commission,  or  whether  the  employee  prose- 
cutes the  cause  of  action  himself,  the  em- 
ployee gains  nothing,  but  the  whole  recovery 
after  deduction  of  the  expense  of  litigation 
either  goes  into  the  compensation  fund  out 
of  which  employees  are  paid,  or  is  retained 
by  the  employee  and  the  amount  thereof  is 
credited  to  the  United  States  on  future  pay- 
ments. So  that  in  any  event  the  employee 
realizes  nothing  from  the  liability  of  a  person 
other  than  the  United  States.  In  this  very 
case  the  plaintiff  would  receive  nothing,  if  he 
should  collect  his  judgment  other  than  his 
compensation  under  the  Compensation  Act." 
Hines  r.  Dahn,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.  105. 
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Vol.  VI,  p.  287,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  242.] 

The  administration  of  the  immigration 
laws  has  been  intrusted  by  Congress  to  the 
Department  of  Labor  —  not  to  the  Depart- 


ment of  Justice.  The  latter  department  liaa 
no  more  legal  right  or  power  to  deal  with 
the  exclusion  or  the  expulsion  of  aliens  than 
has  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  Colyer 
V.  Skeffington,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  265  Fed. 
17. 


LIMITATION  OF  VESSEL  OWNERS' 

LIABILITY 


Vol.  VI,  p.  334,  sec.  4282.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  IV,  p.  838.] 

Application. —  This  section  has  no  appli- 
cation to  claims  for  deaths,  personal  injuries, 
or  the  destruction  of  passenger's  baggage. 
The  Virginia,  (D.  C.  Md.  1920)  264  Fed.  986. 

Director  General  of  Railroads  was  held  to 
be  a  charterer  of  vessels  taken  over  as  part 
of  railroad  property  in  The  Virginia,  (D.  C. 
Md.  1920)  264  Fed.  986. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  336,  sec.  4283.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  IV,  p.  839.] 

III.  Construction. 

IV.  Scope  of  statute. 

3.  Owners  affected. 

4.  Vessels  included. 

5.  Losses  covered. 

V.  Privity  or  knowledge  of  owner. 
1.  In  general. 

3.  Competency  of  master  and  crew. 

4.  Unseaworthiness  of  vessel. 
VIII.  Procedure. 

11.  Payment  into  court. 

III.  CoNSTEUcnoN  (p.  338) 

In  general. —  This  act  should  be  liberally 
construed  in  favor  of  shipowners,  so  as  to 
encourage  shipbuilding,  and  the  employment 
of  ships  in  commerce.  People's  Nav.  Co.  v. 
Toxey,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  793. 

Relation  to  R.  S.  sec.  4493* — In  The  Vir- 
ginia, (D.  C.  Md.  1920)  264  Fed.  986,  it  is 
said  that  this  section  is  in  no  way  a  re- 
striction on  R.  S.  sec.  4493  (9  Fed.  St.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  p.  468). 

rv.  Scope  op  Statute 

3.  (hmera  Affected   (p.  338) 

Director  General  of  Railroads  was  held  to 
be  a  charterer  of  vessels  taken  over  as  part 
of  railroad  property  in  The  Virginia,  (D.  C. 
Md.  1920)   264  Fed.  986. 

4.  Vessels  Included   (p.  339) 

In  generaL  —  A  derrick  boat  in  service  as 
an    instrimientality   of    interstate    commerce 


has  been  held  to  come  within  the  operation 
of  the  statute.  Patton  TuUy  Transp.  Co.  v. 
Turner,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
334.  The  court  said:  "  Section  4283  reaches 
*  any  vessel.'  It  was  the  theory  of  the  act 
that  always  when  a  vessel  was  on  a  voyage 
between  ports,  and  commonly  until  its  return 
to  the  home  port,  the  owner  would  have  scant 
opportunity  for  personal  control,  and  there- 
fore ought  to  be  relieved  from  the  full  effect 
of  the  respondeat  superior  rule.  This  theory 
applied  with  lessened  force  to  ordinary  ves- 
sels upon  inland  lakes  and  rivers,  and  with 
little,  if  any,  force  to  the  class  of  quasi 
vessels  which  often  remain  in  or  about  one 
harbor  and  have  no  propelling  power  — 
barges,  lighters,  etc.  Accordingly,  section  7 
of  the  original  act  of  18.51  (R.  S.  §  4289) 
provided  that  the  act  should  not  apply  *  to 
the  owners  of  any  canal  boat,  barge  or 
lighter,  or  to  any  vessel  of  any  description 
whatever  used  in  river  navigation.'  In  18S6, 
either  because  the  original  theory  of  the  act 
had  not  justified  section  7  or  from  a  change 
in  the  theory,  this  section  was  amended  so 
as  to  direct  that  the  liability  limiting  pro- 
visions '  shall  apply  to  all  sea-going  vessels, 
and  also  to  all  vessels  used  on  lakes  or  rivers 
or  inland  navigation,  including  canal  boats, 
barges  and  lighters.'  U.  S.  C.  S.  §  S027. 
This  last-quoted  language  is  therefore  con- 
trolling upon  the  present  question.  In  a 
certain  broad  sense,  all  these  floating  struc- 
tures, including  even  floating  dry  docks,  are 
vessels;  but  it  is  accurate  enough  to  say  that 
they  constitute  a  general  class,  which  may  be 
called  quasi  vessels,  and  which  is  divided 
into  subclasses  by  more  speciflc  nomencla- 
ture. Under  the  general  and  familiar  rule 
of  construction,  *  expressio  unius,'  etc.,  spe- 
ciflc classes,  not  enumerated,  would  be  ex- 
cluded; for  example,  a  dredge  or  pump  boat 
is  not  a  canal  boat,  and  not  within  the  ordi- 
nary deflnitions  of  a  barge  or  lighter,  and  we 
have  not  seen  decisions  that  undertake  to 
classify  such  a  boat  under  this  section  of  the 
statute. 

"  This  derrick  boat  was  not  a  canal  boat, 
nor,  in  the  ordinary  sense,  a  barge.  It  did 
at  least  closely  approximate  a  lighter.  A 
lighter  often  has  lifting  means  for  elevating 
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cargo,  though  it  commonly  transfers  cargo 
from  Ihe  shore  to  itself,  and  then  from  itself 
to  the  ship,  instead  of  directly  from  the 
shore  to  the  ship,  as  here.  There  is  not 
much  inherent  distinction,  nor  apparent  rea- 
son for  excluding  this  from  the  statute  and 
including  ordinary  lighters.  Both  are  di- 
rectly essential  to  Uie  transportation  of 
freight  hy  water,  while  the  connection  there- 
with of  (e.  g.)  a  dredge,  is  more  indirect 
and  remote. 

"Upon  the  whole,  we  conclude  that  the 
lack  of  jurisdiction  to  proceed  under  this 
statute  as  to  this  derrick  boat  is  not  so  clear 
that  we  ought,  practically  on  our  own  mo- 
tion to  decline  to  proceed.' 


f» 


5.  Losses  Covered  (p.  344) 

Cases  of  personal  injury  and  death. —  In 
Flvnn  r.  Christenson,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)  273  Fed.  3d5,  it  was  held  that  the 
court  committed  no  error  in  holding  the 
respondent's  liability  for  the  death  of  a 
stevedore  to  be  limited  to  their  respective 
interests  in  the  vessel. 

Cargo  claims. —  This  section  has  no  appli- 
cation to  cargo  claims.  The  Virginia,  (D.  C. 
Md.  1920)  264  Fed.  986. 

V.  Pktvitt  OB  Knowledge  of  OwincB 

1.  In  Oeneral  (p.  344) 

Mere  negligence. —  To  same  effect  as  first 
paragraph  of  original  annotation,  see  The 
Virginia,  (D.  C.  Md.  1920)  264  Fed.  980; 
Patton-TuUy  Transp.  Co.  v.  Turner,  (C.  C. 
A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  334. 

Z,  Competency  of  Master  and  Crew  (p.  34(() 

Negligence  of  crew. —  The  right  of  a  libel- 
ant to  have  limitation  of  liability  decreed 
under  this  act  should  be  recognized  where 
the  evidence  shows  a  full  complement  or 
crew  of  c(Mnpetent  officers,  as  well  as  the 
seaworthiness  of  the  boat,  and  also  shows 
statutory  clearances  and  the  fact  that  all 
statutory  requirements  as  to  a  full  crew  had 
been  complied  with,  and  that  all  requisite 
life-saving  appliances  were  on  board.  And 
the  mere  fact  that  the  crew  were  guilty  of 
negligence  will  not  preclude  the  granting 
of  a  limitation  of  liability,  such  negligence 
not  necessarily  establishing  privity  or  knowl- 
edge. In  re  St.  Louis,  etc..  River  Packet  Co., 
(£.  D.  Mo.  1920)  260  Fed.  919. 

4.  Unseaux)rthiness  of  Vessel  (p.  347) 
Defective  boiler. —  Where  a  boiler  was  in 
all  respects  in  good  condition  with  a  fusible 
plug  in  position  and  a  supply  of  fusible 
plugs  on  board  to  be  used  in  case  of  necessity 
when  the  boat  left  her  home  port  and  there 
was  nothing  to  show  that  any  appliance 
was  not  in  good  condition  after  the  last 
visit  of  inspection  by  the  manager  of  the 
owner  a  few  weeks  before  the  explosion,  it 
was  held  that  there  was  no  knowledge- or 
privity   on    the   part   of   the   owners    which 


would  operate  as  a  denial  of  the  right  to 
limit  liability.  Patton-Tully  Transp.  Co.  v. 
Turner,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  ar.  1920)  269  Fed. 
334. 

VIII.   PlOCEDtTBE 

11.  Payment  into  Court  (p.  367) 

Assignment  of  insurance  money  aa  condi* 
tiOB  precedent  to  limitation. — ^A  libelant  is 
not  obliged  to  turn  over  insurance  money  col- 
lected on  the  boat  as  a  condition  precedent 
to  a  decree  for  limitation  of  liability.  In  re 
St.  Louis,  etc.,  River  Packet  Co.,  (JS.  D.  Mo. 
1920)   266  Fed.  919. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  371,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  854.] 

Liability  of  vesMitl  — Negligence  in  stow- 
age—The fact  that  bills  of  lading  contain 
the  exception,  "  Leakage  of  contents  at  own- 
er's risk,"  does  not  absolve  the  carrier  from 
liability  arising  from  negligence,  or  want  of 
the  exercise  of  due  diligence,  in  properly 
stowing  cargo.  The  Korea  Maru>  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1921 )  274  Fed.  509. 

LhnitatioA  aa  to  baggage  —  In  generals— 
Where  by  the  tariff  of  a  steamship  company 
duly  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  its  liability  in  caae  of  checked 
baggage  is  limited  to  a  specified  sum  such 
limitation  of  liability  is  binding  and  must 
be  enforced.  The  Virginia,  (D.  C.  Md.  1920) 
266  Fed.  437. 

AppUcahility. — ^A  limitation  of  liability  aa 
to  checked  baggage  has  no  application  to 
hand  baggage  not  checked  or  to  clothing  or 
other  articles  worn  on  the  passenger's  person^ 
And  no  recovery  can  be  had  for  articles  loat 
and  claimed  as  personal  effects  where  they 
are  not  included  within  the  necessary  bag- 
gage and  effects  which  a  traveller  may  be 
expected  to  carry  with  him.  The  Virginia, 
(D.  C.  Md.  1920)  266  Fed.  437. 

Limitation  of  valne  of  package.— A  pro- 
vision in  a  bill  of  lading  limiting  the  liabil- 
ity of  a  vessel  in  case  of  loss  to  a  fixed 
amount  per  package  unless  a  higher  value 
be  declared  by  the  shipper  and  extra  freight 
paid  thereon,  is  valid  and  binding  and  takes 
precedence  over  other  provisions  for  ascer- 
taining damages  to  goods  in  case  of  loss. 
Stevens  v.  Cunard  Steamship  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  306. 

Loss  not  within  limitation. —  The  act  was 
referred  to  without  a  definite  holding  in  re- 
spect thereto  in  Sunny  Point  Packing  Co.  v. 
Alaska  Steamship  Co.,  (Wash.  1921)  196 
Pac.  642,  wherein  the  court  stated  the  facts 
as  to  a  shortage  in  delivery  and  its  conclu- 
sion as  follows:  "The  voyage,  as  the  cap- 
tain's log  shows,  was  somewhat  tempestuous. 
Salmon  cases  of  another  shipment,  loaded  in 
that  part  of  the  vessel  in  which  these  cases 
were  loaded,  went  overboard.  No  check  of 
the  number  of  cases  unloaded  was  kept  as 
the  cases  were  taken  from  the  vessel.  The 
loss  was  ascertained  by  the  count  after  they 
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had  been  piled  upon  the  dock.  While  the 
checker  testifies  that  he  kept  track  of  the 
longshoremen  who  were  performing  the  work, 
and  was  careful  to  see  that  none  of  the  cases 
were  misplaced  or  intermixed  with  other 
piles  of  salmon  cases  on  the  dock,  it  seems  to 
U8  that  the  chance  of  error  was  here  much 
greater  than  was  the  chance  of  error  at  the 
place  of  shipment.  A  loss  caused  by  either 
of  the  reasons  suggested  will  not  excuse  a 
failure  to  deliver  on  the  part  of  the  carrier. 
A  carrier  was  at  common  law  an  insurer, 
save  as  against  the  act  of  God  or  of  the  pub- 
lic enemy.  While  by  the  Harter  Act  its  lia- 
bility has  been  somewhat  more  limited,  still 
nothing  is  here  shown  to  bring  the  carrier 
within  the  excepted  causes." 

Burden  of  proof.— 4An  exception  in  bills  of 
lading  "  leakage  of  contents  at  owner's  risk,"' 
casts  upon  the  libelants  the  burden  of  estab- 
lishing negligence  or  want  of  diligence  in 
stoAvage  which  conduces,  as  the  proximate 
cause,  to  the  injury  complained  of.  The 
Korea  Maru,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  609. 

VoJ.  VI,  p.  377,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 
vol.  IV,  p.  857.] 

I.  In  general. 

II.  Properly  manned  and  equipped. 
III.  Due  diliprence. 
IV.  Seaworthy  vessel. 

V.  Navigation  or  management  of  ship. 
VI.  Burden  of  proof. 

I.  IiY  General  (p.  378) 

Prior  to  the  passage  of  this  Act  vessel 
owners  would  have  been  answerable  for  a  loss 
caused  by  the  negligence  of  the  master  or 
crew.  The  Mary  F.  Barrett,  (E.  D.  Pa. 
1921)  270  Fed.  618. 

Owner's  liability. —  There  is  no  right  to 
limit  liability  unless  the  vessel  was  sea- 
worthy and  reasonable  care  was  exercised  by 
the  owner  to  see  that  she  was  properly 
manned,  equipped  and  supplied.  The  Bes- 
sie J.,   (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  208  Fed.  66. 

General  average. —  "The  doctrine  of  gen- 
eral average  is  the  equitable  one  that  the  loss 
caused  by  a  sacrifice  made  for  the  common 
benefit  of  all  should  be  borne  ratably  by  all. 
It  has  no  application,  however,  when  the 
necessity  for  the  sacrifice  was  caused  by  the 
negligence  of  the  master  or  crew.'*  The  Mary 
F.  Barrett,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  270  Fed.  618, 
wherein  the  court  further  said :  "  The  right 
to  invoke  the  law  of  general  average  is  a 
defense  pro  tanto  if  there  is  a  stipulation 
in  the  charter  party  to  this  effect,  but  in 
the  absence  of  such  a  contract  there  is  no 
such  right  if  the  loss  was  due  to  the  negli- 
gence of  master  or  crew." 

n.  Pboperlt  Manned  and  Equipped 

(p.  382) 

Duty  to  provide  competent  crew. —  In  the 
case  of  a  tug  contracting  to  tow  vessels  the 


rule  has  been  applied  that  it  is  the  duty  ol 
the  owners  of  the  tug  not  only  to  provide  a 
seaworthy  vessel,  but  also  to  provide  the 
vessel  with  a  crew  adequate  in  number  and 
competent  for  their  duty  with  reference  to 
all  the  exigencies  of  the  intended  voyage. 
Myiroie  v.  British  Columbia  Mills  Tug,  etc, 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  449. 

Barge  captain  absent  from  boat  at  nisht. 
— A  petition  for  limitation  of  liability  has 
been  denied  where  during  the  absence  at 
night  of  the  barge  captain  a  vessel  sank  at 
a  pier  and  it  appeared  that  the  petitioner's 
fleet  manager  knew  or  should  have  known 
that,  notwithstanding  instructions  to  the 
contrary,  its  barge  captains  not  being  fol- 
lowed up  were  likely  to  leave  their  vessels 
at  night.  The  Bessie  J.,  (D.  G.  Mass.  1920) 
268  Fed.  66. 

III.  Dux  DHJGBNCB  (p.  383) 

Kegligent  navigation. —  Holding  a  towing 
tug  liable  for  damages  resulting  £om  sunken 
wrecks,  the  existence  of  which  was  known 
or  should  have  been  known  to  the  master  of 
the  tug,  the  court,  in  McWilliams  c.  Di- 
rector Gen.  of  Kailroads,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)  271  Fed.  931,  said:  "It  is  elementary 
that  in  every  contract  of  towage  it  is  im- 
pliedly agreed  that  the  tug  will  use  proper 
skill  and  diligence,  and  that  she  will  not 
unnecessarily  by  negligence  or  mismanage- 
ment imperil  her  tow.  The  highest  degree  of 
skill  is  not  required,  for  she  is  not  a  com- 
mon carrier;  neither  is  she  an  insurer.  She 
is  merely  a  bailee  for  hire.  As  such  she  is 
simply  bound  to  exercise  reasonable  skill, 
care,  and  diligence.  Eastern  Transportation 
Line  v.  Hope,  95  U.  S.  297,  24  L,  Ed.  477; 
The  John  G.  Stevens,  170  U.  S.  113,  126, 
18  Sup.  Ct.  544,  42  L.  Ed.  969.  From  what 
has  been  said  we  must  be  understood  as 
meaning  that  the  degree  of  skill,  care,  and 
diligence  for  which  the  tug  is  liable  is  de- 
pendent upon  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
each  particular  case  and  of  the  special  haz- 
ards of  the  waters  traversed.  Societe  des 
Voilers  Francais  v.  Oregon  K,  etc,  Co., 
(D.  C.)   178  Fed.  324. 

**  The  master  of  the  tug  is  bound  to  know 
tha  channel  and  its  usual  currents,  and  dan- 
gers which  are  known  generally  to  men  ex- 
perienced in  its  navigation.  The  Inca,  (D. 
C.)  130  Fed.  36,  alTd  148  Fed.  363,  78  C.  C. 
A.  273.  And  he  must  exercise  that  degree 
of  care,  caution,  and  maritime  skill  which 
prudent  navigators  usually  employ  in  simi- 
lar services.  In  all  such  cases  the  burden 
rests  upon  the  libelant  to  prove  affirmatively 
that  the  tug  is  in  fault." 

Leakage. —  Where  the  leakage  resulted 
from  the  structural  defects,  which  mani- 
fested themselves  under  ordinary  conditions 
of  severe  weather,  it  cannot  be  held  that 
the  damage  caused  thereby  was  due  to  perils 
of  the  sea,  within  the  exemptions  ol  tliis 
section,  unless  due  care  to  render  the 
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seaworthy  be  shown.    The  I^ake  Allen,  (E.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)   274  Fed.  8T3. 

Failure  to  close  stop  cock. —  The  failure 
to  doee  a  stop  coek  in  a  pipe,  which  cock 
was  essential  to  the  seaworthiness  of  a  vessel 
when  loaded  to  a  certain  depth  was  a  failure 
to  use  due  diligence  to  make  the  vessel  sea- 
worthy within  the  meaning  of  this  act,  and 
the  fact  that  coal  was  taken  in  after  leaving 
port  increased  the  draft  so  as  to  bring  the 
opening  in  the  pipe  under  the  water  was 
immaterial.  The  Viking,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)  271  Fed.  801. 

IV.  Seawobtht  Vessel   (p.  384) 

Obligation  of  owners  as  to  seaworthiness 
of  vessel. —  Inherent  in  the  shipping  articles 
was  the  absolute  obligation  of  the  owners 
and  operators  to  see  that  the  vesBel  was 
seaworthy.  To  be  seaworthy  the  vessel  must 
be  tight,  staunch,  and  strong,  and  so  equipped 
and  the  cargo  so  stored  as  to  resist  all  ordi- 
nary action  of  the  sea.  But  the  requirement 
does  not  extend  to  perfect  condition  of  the 
veesel  or  the  most  improved  appliances. 
Hamilton  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  15. 

The  duty  to  use  reasonable  care  in  keeping 
the  ship  and  her  appliances  in  safe  condi- 
tion is  a  continuing  duty  resting  upon  the 
owners  during  the  voyage.  This  is  nondele- 
gable, and  for  injuries  resulting  from  its 
breach,  the  owners  are  liable  to  the  seamen, 
even  if  there  is  an  entire  lack  of  that  privity 
or  knowledge  which  will  deny  to  the  owners 
the  right  to  limit  their  liability.  Patton- 
Tully  Transp.  Co.  v.  Turner,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  334. 

The  provisions  of  this  section  cannot  he 
relied  upon  to  relieve  the  shipowner  from 
the  obligation  to  furnish  a  seaworthy  vessel, 
or  to  escape  from  responsibility  for  failure 
to  do  so;  and  especially  is  this  true  when 
the  unseaworthiness  existed  at  the  time  the 
charter  party  was  entered  into.  Nor  can  the 
owner  escape  liability  by  the  exercise  merely 
of  due  diligence  to  perform  his  obligations 
in  this  respect.  His  duty  is  to  furnish  a  sea- 
worthy vessel,  and  by  frequent  examinations 
and  thorough  inspection  to  see  that  it  was  so 
maintained,  having  due  regard  to  the  service 
to  be  performed.  The  Pehr  Ugland,  (E.  D. 
Va.  1921)   271  Fed.  340. 

Implied  warranty  of  seaworthiness. —  In 
the  absence  of  an  express  warranty  of  sea- 
worthiness in  a  contract  for  the  shipment 
of  a  cargo,  the  law  will  imply  a  warranty 
that  the  ship  is  seaworthy  and  fitted  for  the 
service  in  hand,  and  for  the  faithful  perfor- 
mance of  which  it  contracts  and  accepts  com- 
pensation. The  Pehr  Ugland,  (E.  D.  Va. 
1921)    271  Fed.  340. 

Presumption  as  to  seaworthiness. —  The 
presumption  is  in  favor  of  seaworthiness, 
since  the  owners  and  officers  ordinarily  would 
not  venture  the  risk  of  property  or  life  in 
an  unseaworthy  ship,  and  from  their  superior 
ability  and  skill  their  judgment  is  entitled 


to   much   greater   weight  than   that   of   the 
crew.    Hamilton  v,  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 

1920)  268  Fed.  16. 

Liability  where  vessel  is  charterea.—  "  The 
general  rule  is  that  the  owner  of  a  vessel  is 
bound  to  the  charterer  to  see  that  she  is 
seaworthy  and  suitable  for  the  service  in 
which  she  is  employed.  But  the  rule  does 
not  apply  when  the  charterer  undertakes  by 
contract,  either  express  or  implied,  to  inspect 
the  vessel  and  ascertain  for  himself  her  sea- 
worthiness and  fitness."  Portsmouth  Fish- 
eries Co.  V.  John  L.  Koper  Lumber  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  586. 

Where  in  the  case  of  a  buyer  the  dam- 
age done  to  the  cargo  greatly  exceeded  the 
value  of  the  craft,  it  was  held  that  the  char- 
terer was  not  entitled  to  limit  his  liability 
where  the  barge  was  unseaworthy  for  the 
work  it  undertook  to  do  and  the  charterer 
had  signed  bills  of  lading  himself  and  was 
the  individual  who  actually  inspected  it  be- 
fore it  sailed.    The  Nettie  Moore,  (D.  C.  Md. 

1921)  270  Fed.  1005. 

Official  test. —  The  fact  that  a  ship  has 
passed  official  and  other  inspections  is  not 
conclusive  of  the  fact  of  seaworthiness.  The 
Viking,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed. 
.801. 

Mere  failure  of  machinery  or  failure  to 
provide  the  best  machinery  does  not  prove 
unseaworthiness  nor  even  negligence.  Ham- 
ilton V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  268 
Fed.  15,  holding  that  unseaworthiness  was 
not  established  by  the  fact  that  the  engine 
had  to  be  repaired  and  that  the  ship  lost 
three  propeller  blades. 

Defective  boilers. — ^As  to  the  existence  of 
defective  boilers  as  rendering  a  vessel  un- 
seaworthy it  has  been  said:  ** Proceeding  to 
this  question  of  fact,  whether  the  master 
used  reasonable  care  in  maintaining  the 
boat's  appliances  in  seaworthy  condition,  we 
conclude  that  he  did  not.  It  is  strenuously 
urged  that  the  fusible  plug  did  not  pertain 
to  the  seaworthiness  of  the  boat,  that  the 
water  gauges  and  try  cocks  were  all  the  ap- 
pliances necessary  to  complete  safety,  and 
that  the  fusible  plug  was  only  the  means  of 
avoiding  the  fireman's  possible  negligence  in 
using  the  devices  which  of  themselves  an- 
swered every  requirement  of  safety  on  the 
theory  that  the  operator  would  do  his  duty. 
We  cannot  accept  this  view  as  controlling. 
It  appears  that  such  plugs  were  in  very 
common  use;  that  they  were  required  by 
the  federal  regulations  (although  this  par- 
ticular kind  of  boat  was  not  within  the  regu- 
lations) ;  and  one  of  the  witnesses  for  the 
boat  gave  the  expert  opinion  that  they  were 
essenSal  to  safety.  However,  the  case  does 
not  rest  on  this  alone.  The  injector  was  in 
bad  order,  and  was  likely  to  fail  to  operate 
unless  assisted,  and  the  boiler  was  leaking. 
These  conditions  had  continued  for  some 
time,  and  they  must  have  been  known  to  the 
master.  In  light  of  their  existence,  the 
office  of  the  fusible  plug  as  a  safety  device 
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WEB  emphasized.  We  think  that  to  substitute 
a  permanent  for  a  fusible  plug  in  a  boiler, 
where  it  was  abnormally  difficult  to  main- 
tain the  proper  water  level,  was  a  failure  to 
exercise  reasonable  care  to  keep  the  boat 
in  seaworthy  condition,  and  that,  therefore, 
the  owners  and  the  boat  were  liable  for  the 
explosion  to  which  this  combination  of  leaky 
boiler,  defective  injector,  and  nonfusible  plug 
contributed."  Patton-TuUy  Transp.  Co.  v. 
Turner,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
334. 

Improper  dimiiAge. —  In  The  Tabor,  (£.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  880,  damage  to  sugar 
was  held  to  be  caused  by  the  poor  character 
of  the  dunnage  and  the  libelant  was  held 
entitled  to  a  decree. 

Negligence  of  crew  at  aggravating  un- 
seaworthy  condition. — If  the  unseaworthiness 
^  was  a  contributing  cause  of  the  injury,  with- 
'  out  which  it  probably  would  not  have  hap- 
pened, it  makes  no  difference  in  the  owner's 
liability  that  the  negligence  of  these  of  the 
crew  developed  this  unseaworthiness  into 
action,  and  made  it  destructive  when  it 
would  otherwise  have  been  harmless.  Pat- 
ton-TuUy  Transp.  Co.  t?.  Turner,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  834. 

V.  Navigation  ob  Makagemeitt  of  Ship 

(p.  389) 

Abandonment  of  vessel  at  error  in  naviga- 
tion.—  Where  a  vessel  is  abandoned  when 
not  past  saving  this  constitutes  an  error 
in  the  navigation  and  management  of  the 


vesHel  for  which  the  owners  are  not  liable 
under  this  section  if  they  have  exercised 
due  diligence  to  make  her  seaworthy.  The 
Thessaloniki,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.  67. 

VI.  BtTBDBN  of  PBOOF    (p.   391) 

Competency  of  officers  and  crew. —  Where 
a  vessel  which  was  stranded,  through  negli- 
gence in  the  engine  room,  sets  up  this  act 
it  is  necessary  in  order  that  she  may  have 
its  protection  to  affirmatively  show  that  her 
owner  exercised  due  diligence  to  make  her 
seaworthy  and  that  proper  care  had  been 
giv^n  to  the  selection  of  her  engine  room 
force.  The  Fort  Morgan,  (D.  C.  Md.  1921) 
274  Fed.  734. 

Unseaworthiness  as  contributing  cause. — 
The  burden  of  proof  that  the  accident  would 
have  happened  regardless  of  the  unsea- 
worthiness alleged  is  on  the  owner,  and  there 
is  no  presum^ption  in  his  favor  that  that 
which  was  necessary  to  be  done  to  make  the 
vessel  seaworthy,  was  done.  The  Viking, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  801. 

< 

Vol.  VI,  p.  392,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 

vol.  IV,  p.  863.] 

Katnre  and  effect  of  bill  of  lading. — ^A  bill 
of  lading  is  both  a  receipt  and  a  contract, 
and  if  the  owner's  master  signs  the  bill, 
he  has  receipted  and  contracted  for  his  own 
principals.  The  Esrom,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)    272  Fed.  266. 
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Vol.  VI,  p.  509,  sec.  2319.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  4.] 

Effect  of  prior  location. —  Lands  on  which 
there  are  valid  and  subsisting  locations  are 
not  open  to  exploration  and  purchase.  Leh- 
man !?.  Sutter,   (Mont.  1921)   198  Pac.  1100. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  523,  sec.  2322.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  13.] 

II.  Possessory  rights. 
III.  Extralateral  rights. 

II.  PossE88(«T  Rights    (p.  624) 

Ezclusiveness  of  right. —  "Section  2322, 
Rev.  St.  U.  S.,  guarantees  the  exclusive  right 
of  possession  to  the  prior  locator,  and  thus 
excludes  the  idea  that  any  one  else  may 
enter  thereon  for  any  purpose  during  the 
life  of  a  prior  location.  .  .  .  The  law  on 
this  subject  is  well  stated  in  volume  18  R. 
C.  L.  at  page  11^,  as  follows: 

**  *A  valid  location  of  a  mining  claim,  so 
long  as  it  is  in  full  force  and  effect,  operates 
as  a  bar  to  a  second  location  of  the  premises 


so  claimed.  Hence  it  is  a  general  rule  that 
an  attempted  location  of  a  mining  claim 
based  upon  a  discovery  within  a  then  valid 
and  subsisting  claim,  is  absolutely  void  for 
the  purpose  of  founding  an  adverse  claim, 
and  does  not  attach  upon  the  subsequent 
failure  of  the  first  locator  to  do  the  required 
annual  assessment  work;  and  a  location  of 
a  mining  claim  at  a  time  when  a  senior  loca- 
tor is  not  in  default  under  state  or  federal 
laws  is  subordinate  to  a  relocation  by  a 
stranger  made  after  the  rights  of  the  first 
locator  lapsed  because  of  such  default.'" 
Lehman  i7.  Sutter,  (Mont.  1921)  198  Pac. 
1100. 

III.   EXTRALATESAL   R1OHT8    (p.   527) 

Extent  of  right  —  Scope  of  mining  opera- 
tions.—  Where  a  vein  extending  over  a  side 
line  varies  in  width  and  is  undulating  and 
waving,  the  company  mining  it  may  extend 
its  shaft  in  the  footwall  and  immediately 
under  the  vein  and  may  make  excavations  in 
the  country  rock  for  stations,  ore  pockets 
and  chutes  connecting  with  its  shaft.  This 
is  especially  true  where  it  appears  from  the 
evidence  that  the  country  rock  encountered 
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in  Buch  excavations  is  entirely  barren  and 
worthless.  Twenty -One  Min.  Co.  v.  Original 
Sixteen  to  One  Mine,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)    265  Fed.  547. 

Course  of  vein  —  Side  and  end  lines, — 
If  a  lode  mining  location  lies  across  instead 
of  along  the  strike  of  a  vein,  the  side  lines 
become  the  end  lines  for  the  purpose  of 
defining  the  right  of  the  owner,  under  this 
section,  to  follow  a  vein  apexing  within  the 
surface  boundaries  on  its  dip  downward  out- 
side the  vertical  side  lines  of  such  claim. 
Silver  King  Coalition  Mines  Co.  t\  Conkling 
Min.  Co.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  18,  41  S.  Ct. 
426,  65  U.  S.  (Ifc  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1916)  230  Fed.  553,  144  C.  C.  A. 
607. 

Side  lines  and  end  lines  do  not  depend  on 
the  mere  act  of  the  locator;  those  lines 
which  are  crosswise  of  the  general  course  of 
the  vein  are  the  end  lines,  althougli  the  lo- 
cator may  have  termed  them  side  lines. 
Northport  iSmelting,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Lone  Pine- 
Rii'-pri.se  Consol.  Mines  Co.,  (E.  D.  Wash. 
1920)  271  Fed.  105. 

Ijode  bisected  by  lines  of  adjoining  claims. 
• — Where  a  lode  or  vein  is  bisected  by  the 
lines  of  two  adjoining  claims  it  belongs  to 
the  one  having  priority.  Star  Min.  Co.  v. 
Federal  Min.,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)   265  Fed.  881. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  533,  sec.  2324.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  19.] 

V.  Annual  assessment  work. 

2.  Work,  labor  and  improvements. 

3.  Forfeiture  of  claim. 
IX.  Relocation  of  claims. 

V.  Annual  Assessment  Work 

2.  Work,  Labor  and  Improvements   (p.  644) 

Srection  of  stamp  mill  as  assessment  work. 
—  Expenditures  made  for  work  performed, 
labor  done,  and  repairs  made  upon  a  stamp 
mill  do  not  tend  to  develop  the  mineral 
claim,  or  facilitate  the  extraction  of  ore 
therefr<Hn,  and  consequently  do  not  con- 
stitute any  part  of  the  sum  required  to  be 
expended  for  annual  assessment  or  improve- 
ment work  under  this  section.  Grolden  Giant 
Min.  Co.  17.  Hill,  (X.  M.  1921)   198  Pac.  276. 

3.  Forfeiture  of  Claim    (p.  548) 

Estoppel  to  claim  forfeiture. —  Where  one 
enters  into  possession  of  a  mineral  claim 
under  a  contract  with  a  locator,  by  which 
the  person  entering  undertakes  to  do  the 
required  assessment  work,  or  do  other  work 
which  would  have  been  sufficient  to  consti- 
tute assessment  work,  he  will  not  be  heard 
to  assert  the  forfeiture  of  the  claim  for  non- 
performance of  the  assessment  work,  where 
such  nonperformance  was  the  result  of  his 
own  default,  nor  will  he  be  permitted  to  take 
advantage,  at  any  time,  of  the  information 
obtained  by   him  on   account  of  such   rela- 


tion.   Golden  Giant  Min.  Co.  v.  Hill,  (N.  M. 
1921)    198  Pac.  276. 

Necessity  of  relocation. — ^The  failure  to  do 
the  annual  assessment  work  upon  a  mining 
claim  does  not  of  itself  forfeit  the  claim, 
a  relocation  by  a  third  party  being  essential 
to  work  a  forfeiture  of  the  original  locator's 
rights.  Golden  Giant  Min.  Co.  v.  Hill,  (N.  M. 
1921)    198  Pac  276. 

IX.  Relocation  of  Claims   (p.  552) 

Right  to  relocate. — ^The  locator  or  claim- 
ant may,  at  any  time,  relocate  his  own  claim 
for  any  purpose  except  to  avoid  the  doing 
of  annual  labor  thereon  required  by  this 
section.  Lehman  i*.  Sutter,  (Mont.  1921)  198 
Pac.   1100. 

Effect  on  right  of  cotenant. — That  some  of 
the  locators  relocate  their  claim  does  not 
operate  as  an  abandonment  by  those  who  do 
not,  and  as  to  the  latter  the  claim  remains 
valid  and  subsisting,  forbidding  the  location 
of  another  claim.  Lehman  t*.  Sutter,  (Mont. 
1921)    198  Pac.   1100. 

Patent  as  relating  to  date  of  relocation. — 
Where  a  mining  claim  is  looated  and  several 
years  later  relocated  by  the  same  parties 
and  a  patent  issued  therefor,  the  patent  re- 
lates back  only  to  the  date  of  its  relocation. 
Star  Min.  Co.  v.  Federal  Min.,  etc.,  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  881. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  573,  sec.  2327.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  X,  p.  235.] 

Monuments  prevail  over  courses  and  dis- 
tances.-^A  patent  for  a  lode  mining  claim 
which,  after  reciting  the  deposit  in  the  (jren- 
eral  Land  Office  of  field  and  plat  notes  of  a 
survey  of  such  claim,  which  is  designated 
by  the  Surveyor  (xeneral  as  lot  No.  689,  de- 
scribes its  boundaries  as  platted  as  begin- 
ning at  corner  No.  1,  a  pine  post,  running 
thence  by  a  described  course  600  feet  to 
corner  No.  2,  a  pine  post,  thence  by  a  de- 
scribed course  1,500  feet  to  corner  No.  8 
thence  by  a  described  coarse  600  feet  to  cor* 
ner  No.  4,  and  thence  by  a  described  course 
1,500  feet  to  the  place  of  beglnning>  and 
which,  in  granting  "said  mining  premises 
hereinbefore  described,"  assumes  such  prem- 
ises to  be  the  lot  designated  as  lot  No.  689, 
does  not  represent  an  adjudication  by  the 
Land  Department  that  the  claim  is  1,500 
feet  long  and  600  feet  wide,  without  regard 
to  the  location  of  the  posts  and  oornera  8 
and  4,  which  the  field  notes  showed  to  ex- 
ist, but  which  the  patent  does  not  mention, 
and  evidence  is  admissible  to  show  that  there 
were  monuments  at  corners  3  and  4,  and,  if 
established,  the  monuments  as  fix^  control 
the  courses  and  distances  of  the  patent,  and 
exclude  from  the  grant  land  outside  the 
monuments,  though  comprehended  by  the 
courses  and  distances.  Silver  King  Coalition 
Mines  Co.  v.  Conkling  Min.  Co.,  (1921)  265 
U.  S.  151,  41  S.  a.  310,  65  U.  S.    (L.  ed.) 


654 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


— ,  reversing   (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.   1916)    230 
Fed.  653,  144  C  C.  A.  607. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  575,  sec.  2329.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  42.] 
Priority  between  placer  an4  timber 
patents. —  In  Adams  r.  C.  A.  Smith  Timber 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  652, 
it  was  held  under  the  facts  of  the  case  that 
a  conflict  between  a  placer  and  a  timber 
patent  muai  be  resolved  by  requiring  the 
patent  for  the  placer  to  yield  to  the  timber 
patent  theretofore  issued  to  the  predecessors 
of  the  appellee. 

Vol.  VI.  p.  580,  sec.  2332.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  44.] 

Scope  of  section. — This  statute  "is  a  part 
of  the  statutory  chapters  on  mineral  and 
mining  resources,  having  to  do  with  the  evi- 
dence which  will  be  regarded  as  sufficient  to 
establish  the  right  of  one  in  possession  and 
who  has  worked  a  mining  claim  to  obtain 
a  patent.  The  statute  is  based  upon  the 
premise  that  the  lands  had  been  open  to 
entry  and  could  be  patented  under  the  min- 
ing laws  of  the  United  States.  It  was  not 
enacted  as  a  statute  of  limitation,  and  has 
no  application  in  the  case  of  a  trespasser 
on  land,  title  to  which  cannot  be  acquired 
under  the  laws  of  the  United  States." 
Chanslor-Canfield  Midway  Oil  Co.  €.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  145. 

Adverse  possession. — Where  plaintiffs  al- 
lege possession  of  a  placer  claim,  it  is  the 
rule  that  one  claiming  by  adverse  possession 
must  establish  that  the  property  is  held  and 
used  as  a  mining  ground.  Appropriate  use 
must  be  shown.  Adams  v.  C.  A.  Smith  Tim- 
ber Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
062. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  587,  sec.  2336.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  50.] 
Pleading  in  suit  to  determine  adverse 
claims. — ^"The  amended  complaint  is  not  a 
model  pleading.  It  would  have  been  entirely 
sufficient  if  plaintiff  had  confined  himself  to 
appropriate  allegations  showing  his  right  to 
the  ground  covered  by  his  locations,  and  left 
it  to  the  defendants  to  disclose  the  natuie 
of  their  claim.  It  was  not  necessary  for 
him  to  go  further,  and  show  that  defendants' 
adverse  claim  is  without  foundation.  Woodv 
r.  Hinds,  30  Mont.  189,  76  Pac.  1.  Since, 
however,  he  has  assumed  to  do  this,  and  the 
demurrer  admits  the  truth  of  his  allegations 
in  this  behalf,  the  question  submitted  for 
decision  is  whether,  assuming  the  plaintiff's 
allegations  to  be  true,  they  so  far  impeach 
the  validity  of  the  Sutter  locations,  or  any 
of  them,  as  to  put  the  defendants  upon  the 
defensive."  Lehman  v,  Sutter,  (Mont.  1921) 
198  Pac.  1100. 


Vol.  VI,  p.  593,  sec.  2347.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  55.] 

Price. — A  price  in  excess  of  $20  an  acre 
may  be  exacted  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  for  coal  lands  within  15  miles  of 
a  railroad,  entered  under  this  section.  Fried- 
man V.  U.  S.,  255  U.  S.  468,  41  S.  Ct.  380, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —,  affirming  (1919)  54 
Ct.  CI.  225. 

Conclusiveness  of  decision  as  to  whethsi 
land  is  vacant. — A  decision  that  land  is  not 
vacant  is  one  entirely  within  the  discretion 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  not  sub- 
ject to  control  by  the  courts.  Payne  c.  U.  S., 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.   1920)    269  Fed.   198. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  602.    [Entry  of  petroleum, 
etc.]      [First  ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  47.] 

Federal  jurisdiction  —  EquitahU  relief. — 
Where  there  is  a  serious  controversy  as  to 
the  title  and  the  party  in  possession  is  hold- 
ing adversely,  plaintiflTs  remedy  is  at  law 
and  not  in  equity.  But  where  the  title  and 
right  to  possession  is  clear,  and  the  defend- 
ant is  wrongfully  in  possession,  extracting 
mineral  from  the  land,  and  thus  is  prac- 
tically consuming  the  substance  of  the  estate, 
jurisdiction  is  in  a  court  of  equity  to  stop 
such  waste,  and,  after  having  interfered  to 
stop  the  waste,  the  court  will  determine  the 
rights  of  the  parties  before  it.  Remedy  at 
law  for  possession  and  to  recover  damages 
for  the  trespass  is  in  plaintiff,  but  such 
remedy  is  not  adequate,  by  no  means  as  prac- 
tical and  as  efficient  as  a  remedy  in  equity. 
Chanslor-Canfield  Midway  Oil  Co.  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.   1920)   266  Fed.  145. 

Validity  of  location  made  in  names  of 
third  persons. — ^Where  a  location  was  made 
by  a  person  in  the  name  of  his  mother-in- 
law  and  seven  others  and  the  alleged  locators 
did  not  know  of  the  location  at  or  prior 
to  the  time  it  was  made  and  when  subse- 
quently advised  thereof  declined  to  assume 
or  pay  anv  part  of  the  expense  or  to  accept 
or  ratify  the  same  but  on  the  suggestion  of 
the  one  making  the  location  they  executed 
a  deed  conveying  their  interests  to  his 
mother-in-law  who  subsequently  made  an 
assignment  to  him,  it  was  held  that  the 
location  was  invalid  and  that  no  title 
passed.  Chanslor-Canfield  Midwav  Oil  Co. 
V.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)*  268  Fed. 
145. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  609,  sec.  3.       First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  318.] 

Action  of  secretary  as  conclusive. — The 
action  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in 
refusing  to  approve  an  entry  is  not  subject 
to  review  where  he  has  not  acted  arbitrarilv. 
Payne  v.  U.  S.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  269 
Fed.  198. 
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1918     Supp.,     p.     461.       [Mining 
claims^  etc] 

Effect  of  failure  to  file  notice  of  desire  to 
hold  claun. — ^A  failure  to  file  the  notice  re- 
quired by  the  resolution  does  not  forfeit  a 
claim  where  it  was  due  to  a  mistake  as  to 
county  boundariee,  a  diligent  effort  in  good 
faith  having  been  made.  Donoghue  v. 
Tonopah  Oriental  Min.  Co.,  (Nev.  1921)  198 
Pac.  553.     The  court  said: 

"  If  the  proviso  is  solely  for  the  benefit 
of  the  individual  claim  owner,  we  are  not  in 
accord  with  an  interpretation  that  nullifies 
its  beneficent  purposes.  We  think  that  re- 
flection inevitably  leads  to  the  conclusion 
that  exceptions,  which  are  present  and  con- 
curring in  this  case,  arise  from  a  failure  to 
comply  literally  with  the  terms  of  the  pro- 
viao.  First,,  there  is  no  fraud  or  deceit; 
eecond,  no  int<*ntion,  shown  by  competent, 
clear,  and  satisfying  proof,  to  abandon  the 
claims;  third,  there  is  good  faith,  and  an 
open  and  honest  effort  to  comply;  and, 
fourth,  excusable  neglect  or  omission  of 
others  to  file  the  notice,  not  attributable  to 
the  claim  owner. 

"This  interpretation  is  supported,  in  a 
measure,  by  ihat  of  the  Interior  Department 
in  a  case  arising  under  the  Suspensory  Act 
of  1893  (28  U.  S.  Stat.  6).  The  act  of 
1893,  suspending  the  assessment  work  for 
that  year,  came  before  the  department  in 
Cain  et  al.  t;.  Addenda  Mining  Co.,  24  Land 
Dec.  18.  The  owner  was  permitted  to  hold 
the  ground  under  the  resolution,  though  the 
company  had  not  filed  any  declaration  of  in- 
tention whatever.    It  is  true  that  it  was  in 


a  contest  which  involved  fraud  of  the  worst 
kind,  still  the  ruling  indicates  that  each 
case  arising  between  claim  owners  and  third 
parties  for  failure  to  comply  with  the  reso- 
lution is  to  be  controlled  and  decided  upon 
its  own  particular  facts  and  circumstances. 
It  is  true,  from  the  situation  developed 
from  the  trial  of  this  case,  that  the  rep- 
resentatives of  the  true  owners  of  the 
ground  in  dispute,  though  acting  in  good 
faith,  upon  their  own  showing,  could  have 
taken  the  precaution,  being  in  doubt,  to  file 
the  notice  in  both  Nye  and  Esmeralda  coun- 
ties; but  their  omission  so  to  do,  under  the 
particular  circumstances,  should  not  be 
visited  upon  the  owners.  In  arriving  at  this 
conclusion,  we  are  mindful  that  it  is  not 
the  province  of  courts  to  concern  themselves 
with  the  injustice  and  inconvenience  or  hard- 
ships of  a  law  where  its  meaning  is  plain. 
Such  a  matter  is  addressed  to  Congress. 
But  where  it  is  clear  that  a  strict  and  literal 
interpretation  of  a  public  resolution,  con- 
cerning land  in  which  the  government  has 
a  proprietary  interest,  will  result  in  mani- 
fest injustice,  we  may  scrutinize  it  closely 
to  see  if  it  will  not  admit  of  some  other 
interpretation.  We  take  it  that  Congress  is 
presumed  to  have  intended  an  interpretation 
which  would  avoid  results  of  this  character. 
We  freely  exlmit  that  the  language  of  the 
proviso  is  sueceptible  of  the  interpretation 
that  it  is  mandatory  in  terms,  but  we  are 
of  the  opinion  that  its  resulting  effect  is 
doubtful  and  susceptible  of  two  interpreta- 
tions, and  under  the  well-settled  rule  we 
give  it  that  interpretation  which  best  com- 
ports with  reason  and  justice.** 
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Vol.  VI,  p.  654,  sec.  5136.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  82.] 

II.  Contracts  in  general. 
V.  "  Incidental    powers   as    shall    be    neces- 
sar\',"  etc. 
4.  Indorser,  guarantor  or  surety. 

11.  Contracts  in  General   (p.  ©56) 

Purpose  of  limitations  in  section. — The 
limitations  contained  in  this  section  were 
intended  to  insure  the  safe  management  of 
the  affairs  of  a  national  bank,  so  as  to  pro- 
tect the  owners  thereof  in  the  safe  conduct 
of  its  affairs,  and  as  a  guaranty  that  the 
management  of  euch  bank  should  at  all  times, 
be  free  from  speculation,  the  assumption  of 
undue  risks,  or  the  doing  of  anything  else 
calculated  to  injure  the  public  by  impairing 
the  credit  of  the  bank.  It  also  confers  upon 
the  directors  "all  such  incidental  powers 
as  shall  be  necessary  to  carry  on  the  busi- 
ness of  banking."  Parkereburg  Second  Nat. 
Bank  v.  United  States  Fidelity,  etc.,  Co., 
(CCA.  4th  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  489. 


V.  Incidental  Powers  as  Shall  Be 

Necessary 

4.   Indorser,   Guarantor  or  Surety    (p.   665) 

Indemnity  bond. —  It  has  been  held  that 
a  national  bank  may  in  some  cases  execute 
an  indemnity  bond  to  protect  its  interest 
in  a  bankrupt's  estate.  Thus,  it  was  so  held 
where  it  seemed  that  if  contracts  of  the 
bankrupt  could  be  completed  a  large  profit 
could  be  realized  but  the  surety  company 
which  was  on  the  contractor's  bond  refused 
to  turn  the  matter  over  to  the  trustees  unless 
it  was  protected  by  an  indemnity  bond. 
Parkersburg  Second  Nat.  Bank  v.  United 
States  Fidelity,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C  A.  4th  dr. 
1920)   266  Fed.  489. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  703,  sec.  5145.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  104.] 
Powers  of  management  other  than  those 
of  directors. — This  section  provides  that 
the  affairs  of  each  national  banking  associa- 
tion shall  be  managed  by  not  less  than  five 
directors,  who  shall  be  elected  by  the  share* 
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holders.  This  rule,  however,  is  not  without 
many  exceptions.  For  instance,  the  vice- 
president,  cashier  or  other  officer  of  the  bank 
may  euct  without  the  scope  of  his  authority, 
and  in  a  matter  to  whidi  he  is  not  author- 
ized, and  yet  the  bank  may  subsequently 
act  in  such  a  manner  with  reference  to  the 
particular  transaction  or  subject-matter  as 
to  amount  to  a  ratification  of  the  unauthor- 
ized action  of  such  officer,  or  it  may  take 
Huch  affirmative  action  in  accepting  the  bene- 
fits and  fruits  of  the  transaction  as  to  pre- 
clude it  from  thereafter  questioning  or 
denying  the  authority  of  the  officer  to  act 
for  it.  It  may  also  rem'ain  silent  and  in- 
active at  a  time  when  good  faith  would  have 
impelled  it  to  have  spoken  up  and  disclaimed 
the  unauthorized  act  of  its  officer.  In  these 
and  many  other  instances  that  might  be 
mentioned,  the  unauthorized  action  of  such 
officer  of  the  bank  may  become,  in  presump- 
tion and  contemplation  of  law,  the  act  of 
the  bank  itself.  Smith  v.  First  Nat.  Bank, 
(Okla.  1921)   198  Pac.  lOS. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  722,  sec.  23.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  282.] 

IV.  EnFOBCBUENT  of  TiTABTT.TTT    (p.  725) 

Costs. — ^The  costs  in  an  action  under  this 
section  against  several  defendants  may  be 
apportioned  among  them.  In  reaching  this 
conclusion  the  court  said: 

"  The  act  of  1876  permits  a  joinder  of 
all  shareholders  of  a  national  bank  to  en- 
force each  sharehoMer's  individual  liability. 
That  liability  is  restricted  by  the  statute 
which  creates  it;  shareholders  being  indi- 
vidually responsible,  equally  and  ratably, 
and  not  one  for  another,  for  debts  of  the 
bank,  to  the  extent  of  the  amount  of  their 
stock  therein.  R.  S.  |  51&1.  The  dominant 
idea  is  the  limitation  of  the  liability  of  the 
shareholder  to  the  amount  of  his  stock.  It 
would  seem  that  the  spirit  of  this  restrictive 
liability  would  be  violated  by  awarding  judg- 
ment for  costs  in  solido.  Suppose  there 
should  be  only  five  stockholders  in  a  bank, 
holding,  respectively,  the  following  number 
of  shares:  One,  5,  10,  60,  and  250,  of  the 
par  value  of  $100,  and  the  costs  should  ag- 
gregate $1,000.  Would  it  be  equitable  and 
right  to  make  the  holder  of  one  share  pay 
the  flame  as  the  holder  of  250  shar^?  If 
such  be  the  case,  the  shareholder  with  one 
share  would  pay  in  costs  double  the  par 
value  of  hie  stock,  and  the  holder  of  250 
shares  would  pay  less  than  $1  per  share 
on  his  holding.  Moreover,  the  holder  of  the 
250  shares  might  be  insolvent,  and  his  bur- 
den would  be  cast  on  the  minority  stock- 
holders, multiplying  the  liability  of  the 
holder  of  the  single  share  of  stock  almost 
to  the  extent  of  oppression.  Such  a  result 
would  be  repugnant  to  the  spirit  of  the 
statute,  that  the  extent  of  the  stockholders' 


liability  was  gauged  by  the  amount  of  their 
stock,  ratably,  and  not  as  surety  for  one 
another. 

''If  all  the  defmdante  were  solvent,  of 
course,  the  plaintiff  could  have  no  reasonable 
objection  to  an  apportionment  of  the  costs. 
But  it  is  argued  that,  where  some  of  the 
defendants  may  prove  insolvent,  the  plain- 
tiff, though  recovering  judgment  against  such 
insolvent  defendants,  would  have  to  pay  the 
costs  assessed  against  them.  This  argument 
is  urged  against  the  contention  that  appor- 
tionment of  costs  would  be  equitable.  The 
circumstance  that  the  plaintiff  will  lose 
some  of  his  costs  is  no  more  a  hazard  of 
litigation  than  that  he  will  lose  his  judg- 
ment on  account  of  the  defendant's  in- 
solvency. 

"  Hie  re  is  another  consideration.  Suppose, 
when  the  decree  adjudicating  the  several 
shareholders'  liability  is  entered,  some  share- 
holders desire  to  pay,  and  others  wish  to 
prosecute  an  appeal.  If  the  costs  have  been 
apportioned,  then  a  defendant  could  settle 
the  judgment  against  him,  and  leave  his 
more  litigious  codefendante  to  prosecute  ap- 
peal proceedings. 

"  So  that  on  the  whole  I  think  that  it  is 
within  the  power  of  the  court,  and  that  it 
is  neither  inequitable  nor  unjust  to  the 
plaintiff,  that  the  coats  be  apportioned 
among  the  defendants,  the  basis  to  be  as 
follows:  All  the  costs  at  the  time  the  case 
was  at  issue  to  be  apportioned  between  all 
defendants  at  the  ratio  of  their  several  hold- 
ings of  stock.  Costs  subsequently  accruin<», 
brought  about  by  reason  of  litigation  on 
issues  made  by  pleas,  to  be  apportioned 
among  litigating  defendants  at  the  ratio  of 
their  respective  holdings  of  stock. 

"A  judgment  on  the  motion  to  apportion 
costs  may  be  taken  in  accordance  with  the 
views  herein  expressed."  American  Xat. 
Bank  t.  Commercial  Nat.  Bank,  (S.  D.  Ga. 
1920)    268  Fed-  688. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  761,  sec.  5200.    [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  353.] 
Nature  of  loan. — Where  a  violation  of  this 
section  is  charged  by  a  loan  in  excess  of  the 
statutory  ten  per  cent,  it  seems  that  it 
should  appear  from  the  complaint  whether 
or  not  the  defendants  are  charged  with  sudi 
violation  by  reason  of  the  indorsement  or 
discount  of  commercial  or  business  paper, 
or  bv  reason  of  direct  borrowing.  Curtis  v. 
M4»tcalf,   (D.  C.  R.  I.  1918)   265  Fed.  293. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  762,  sec.  5201.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  140.] 

Who  may  assail  purchase. — A  purchase  of 
its  own  shares  by  a  national  bank  in  failii^g 
circumstances  can  be  questioned  only  by  the 
United  States  and  not  by  private  persons. 
Iowa  State,  etc..  Bank  v,  (^ty  Nat.   Bank, 
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(Keb.  1021)  183  N.  W.  982,  following 
Thompson  t*.  St.  Nichols  Nat.  Bank,  146 
U.  S.  240,  13  S.  Ct.  66,  36  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  956. 


Vol.  VI,  p.  766,  sec.  5204.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  142.] 

Necessity  of  description  of  bad  loans. —  In 
an  action  by  a  receiver  of  a  national  bank 
against  its  directors  to  recover  damages  for 
payments  of  dividends  in  violation  of  this 
aection,  it  i«  not  necessary  "that  the  plain- 
tiff in  his  bill  should  set  forth  what  loans 
depleted  the  capital,  though  it  may  become 
necessary  for'  him  to  charge  this  before  the 
master.  Neither  is  it  necessary  to  show  that 
the  depletion  was  caused  by  debts  due  on 
which  interest  was  paet  due  and  unpaid  for 
a  period  of  six  months;  the  same  not  being 
well  secured.  It  does  not  follow,  because 
eection  5204  makes  these  bad  debts,  that  it 
makes  all  other  debts  good,  or  that  debts 
which  are  otherwise  bad  are  not  to  be  de- 
ducted to  determine  the  unimpaired  capital 
and  surplus."  Curtis  v.  Metcalf,  (D.  G. 
R.  >I.  1918)  265  Fed.  293. 


Vol.  VI,  p.  767,  sec.  5205.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  143.] 

The  estate  of  a  shareholder  when  holding 
the  shares  is  responsible  though  insolvency 
occur  and  the  assessment  on  the  shares  be 
made  after  his  death.  Miller  v.  Hamner, 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  891, 
reversing  (D.  G.  Del.  1920)   263  Fed.  956. 

Liability  of  executor. — -An  executor  who 
settles  an  estate  without  making  provision 
for  or  disposing  of  a  liability  imposed  by 
statute  may,  in  a  proper  action  seasonably 
brought,  be  held  personally  liable  for 
devastavit.  Miller  t.  Hamner,  (C.  0.  A. 
3d  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  891,  reversing  (D.  G. 
Del.  1920)  263  Fed.  956. 
-  Decision  of  comptroller  conclusive. — The 
action  of  the  comptroller  in  ordering  an 
assessment  on  the  shares  of  an  insolvent 
national  bank  is  conclusive  on  the  share- 
holders. Miller  v.  Hamner,  (C.  C.  A.  3d 
Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  891,  reversing  (D.  G. 
Del.  1920)   263  Fed.  956. 

Nature  of  action. — ^When  a  fractional  part 
of  a  shareholder's  liability  to  assessment  is 
sought  the  action,  though  on  the  statute,  is 
in  equity.  Miller  i?.  Hamner,  (C,  C.  A.  3d 
Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  891,  reversing  (D.  C. 
Del.  1920)  263  Fed.  956. 

State  statutes  of  limitations  apply  to  suits 
brought  to  enforce  the  payment  of  an  assess- 
ment, in  the  absence  of  federal  provisions. 
Miller  t\  Hamner,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920) 
260  Fed.  891,  reversing  (D.  C.  Del.  1920) 
2G3  Fed.  95fl. 


Vol.  VI,  p.  770,  sec.  5209.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  145.] 

II.  Embezzlcmeitt 

1.  Definition  and  Scope   (p.  774) 

"  Embezzlement  was  a  crime  known  to  the 
common  law,  and  was  classed  as  a  felony  of 
the  same  grade  as  larceny.  4  BI.  Comm. 
231;  United  States  v.  Gadwallader,  (D.  C.) 
59  Fed.  677.  The  word  'embezzle'  is  con- 
stantly used  in  the  Criminal  Code  of  the 
United  •  States.  It  has  a  technical  sig- 
nificance, and  conveys  the  idea  of  wrongful 
appropriation  of  the  property  of  another 
by  one  intrusted  with  it,  or  who  hae  pos- 
session of  it  under  some  trust  duty  or  office. 
3  Words  and  Phrases,  p.  2354.  The  word 
*  embezzle '  of  itself  implies  a  fraudulent  and 
unlawful  intention  on  the  part  of  the  per- 
son charged.  No  one  can  'lawfully'  or 
'honestly'  embezzle  money  or  other  prop- 
erty, and  hence  the  use  of  the  word 
'embezzle'  in  an  indictment  against  an  em- 
ployee of  the  Post  Office  Department,  charg- 
ing him  with  embezzling  and  secreting  valu- 
able letters,  is  sufficient  to  charge  the  of- 
fense; it  is  not  necessary  to  allege  that  the 
same  was  done  with  fraudulent  intent. 
United  States  v.  Atkinson,  (D.  C.)  34  Fed. 
31<(.  A  fraudulent  intent  may  be  presumed 
from  the  criminal  act  done.  1  Bishop's 
Criminal  Procedure,  §S  278-290.  The  word 
'embezzle,'  as  used  in  section  5209,  Rev. 
St.,  or  the  words  '  steal,  take,  and  carry 
away,'  as  used  in  the  common  law,  have  a 
technical  meaning.  They  do  not,  therefore, 
of  themselves  fully  set  forth  every  element 
of  the  oflTense  charged.  United  States  v. 
Britton,  107  U.  S.  655,  2  Sup.  Ct.  512,  27 
L.  Ed.  520."  U.  S.  t?.  Davenport,  (W.  D.  Tex. 
1920)   266  Fed.  425. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  796,  sec.  5219.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  517.] 

I.  Power  of  state  to  tax. 

1.  Rule  stated. 

2.  Federal  decisions  as  controlling, 
n.  Property  taxable. 

1.  Stock  and  real  property. 
V.  Discrimination. 

2.  "  Moneyed   capital." 

3.  Different  system  or  method  of  taxa- 

tion. 
8.  Shares  taxed  to  owners. 
VI.  Exemptions  and  deductions. 

3.  Municipal,  state,  and  federal  bonds. 

4.  Real  estate. 

I.  Power  op  State  to  Tax 

1.  Rule  Stated  (p.  797) 

National  banks  are  governmental  agencies 
of  the  United  States  and  are  not  subject  to 
taxation  by  the  states  on  their  general  prop- 
erty. Hannan  v.  Council  Bluffs  First  Xat. 
Bank,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  527. 
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2.  Federal  Decisions  as  Controlling   (p.  797) 

A  decision  of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 

as  to  the  power  of  a  state  to  tax  a  national 
bank  is  controlling  in  a  state  court.  Des 
Moines  Nat.  Bank  v.  Fa ir weather ,  (la.  1921) 
181  N.  W.  459. 

II.  Pbopertt  Taxable 
1.  Stock  and  Real  Property   (p.  797) 

Taxation  of  shares. —  Where  a  statute 
purports  to  tax  the  shares  of  national  banks 
**  it  cannot  be  assumed  unless  the  language 
used  plainly  requires  it,  tliat  the  Legislature 
intended  to  tax  the  property  generally  of 
national  bank&,  which  it  could  not  do,  and 
not  to  tax  the  shares  of  national  banks, 
which  was  the  only  thing  it  could  tax,  apart 
from  the  real  estate  of  the  banks.  It  must 
be  assumed  that  the  Legislature  was  familiar 
with  the  United  States  statutes  creating 
national  banks  and  granting  and  limiting 
the  power  of  the  state  in  taxing  them.  It 
is  the  more  to  be  assumed  because  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  state  has  constantly  recognized 
this  limitation  of  the  taxing  power  over 
national  banks,  and  its  statutes  have  directed 
the  taxing  of  national  bank  shares  and  not 
the  taxing  the  general  property  of  such 
banks."  Hannan  i\  Council  Bluffs  First  Nat. 
Bank,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
627,  wherein  it  was  said :  "  It  is  undoubt- 
edly true  that,  in  practical  effect,  a  taxation 
of  shares  of  stock  results  in  much  the  same 
financial  loss  to  the  individual  owners  as  if 
the  corporation  had  been  taxed  on  its  prop- 
erty, but  in  legal  contemplation  the  shares 
and  the  corporate  capital  are  separate 
things." 

An  assessment  against  a  bank,  rather  than 
against  its  shareholders,  of  taxes  on  its 
stock,  is  void.  Allen  v.  Bilyeu,  (Ore.  1921) 
198  Pac.  208,  holding  that  where  a  tax  so 
levied  had  been  paid  and  a  part  of  it  re- 
funded for  an  insufficient  reason,  the  county 
could  not  recover  the  amount  so  refunded 
though  the  bank  had  by  laches  lost  the  right 
to  complain  of  the  assessment  of  the  tax 
against  it. 

V.  Discrimination 

2.  "Moneyed  Capital"    (p.   801) 

A  state  tax  upon  bank  stock,  state  and 
national,  at  a  higher  rate  than  is  imposed 
upon  intangible  personal  property  in  general, 
including  bonds,  notes,  and  other  evidences 
of  indebtedness,  violates  the  provisions  of 
this  section  that  state  taxation  of  shares 
in  national  banks  "  shall  not  be  at  a  greater 
rate  than  is  assessed  upon  other  moneyed 
capital  in  the  hands  of  individual  citizens 
of  such  state,"  where  moneyed  capital  in  the 
hands  of  individuals,  invested  in  bonds, 
notes,  and  other  evidences  of  indebtedness, 
comes  into  competition,  relatively  material 
in  amount,  in  the  loan  market, *^  with  the 
moneyed   capital    of   national   banks.      Mer- 


chants' Nat  Bank  t\  Richmond,  ( 1921 )  256 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  610,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
—  {reversing  (1919)  124  Va.  522.  98  S.  E. 
643),  w^herein  the  court  said:  "  By  repeated 
decisions  of  this  court,  dealing  with  the  re- 
striction here  imposed,  it  has  become  estab- 
lished that  while  the  words  *  moneyed  caf>i- 
tal  in  the  hands  of  individual  citizens'  do 
hot  include  shares  of  stock  in  corporations 
that  do  not  enter  into  competition  with  the 
national  banks,  they  do  include  something 
besides  shares  in  banking  corporations  and 
others  that  enter  into  direct  competition  with 
those  banks.  They  include  not  only  moneys 
invested  in  iprivate  banking,  properly  ao 
called,  but  investments  of  individuals  in 
securities  that  represent  money  at  interest 
and  other  evidences  of  indebtedness  such  as 
normally  enter  into  the  business  of  banking." 
A  systematic  and  intentional  omission  to 
tax  a  material  portion  of  other  moneyed 
capital  of  the  kind  designated  in  this  sec- 
tion, may  be  a  violation  of  that  section 
equally  with  a  similar  omission  to  tax  by 
legislative  enactment.  Hannan  v.  Council 
Bluffs  First  Nat.  Bank,    (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 

1920)  269  Fed.  627. 

3.  Different  System  or  Method  of  Taxation 

(p.  802) 

A  state  statute  .taxing  shareholders  of 
national  banks  on  their  .shares  should  in 
order  to  be  valid  impose  a  like  tax  on  state 
bank  shares,  representing  similar  moneyed 
capital.  Hannan  -r.  Council  Bluffs  First 
Nat.  Bank,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  269 
Fed.  527.  The  court  said:  "The  fact  that 
individuals,  such  as  private  bankers,  may 
deduct  from  the  amount  of  their  assessable 
property  the  amount  of  United  States  securi- 
ties held  by  them,  is  not  a  discrimination 
forbidden  by  section  5219,  as  against  the 
owners  of  national  bank  shares,  assessed  at 
their  full  value,  because  section  5219,  in  re- 
quiring other  moneyed  capital  to  be  assessed 
at  an  equal  rate,  only  refers  to  such 
moneyed  capital  as  the  state  has  the  power 
to  tax,  and  not  to  that  property  which  the 
national  power  has  exempted  from  taxa- 
tion." 

8.  Shares  Taofed  to  Owners  (p.  804) 
Effect  of  exemption  of  bank  property.^ 
A  state  statute  assessing  against  the  owners 
of  shares  of  stock  in  a  national  bank  the 
value  thereof,  regardless  of  the  tax-exempt 
character  of  the  assets  of  the  bank,  is  valid. 
Des  Moines  Nat.  Bank  v.  Fairweather,   (la. 

1921)  181  N.  W.  459,  following  Hannan  t>. 
Council  Bluffs  First  Nat.  Bank,  (CCA. 
8th  Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  527. 

VI.  Exemptions  and  Deducticns 

3.  Municipal,  State,  and  Federal  Bond^ 

(p.  806) 

Investment    of    bank   capital   in   exempt 
secttrities. —  Shares  in  a  national  bank  are 
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subject  to  taxation  by  the  states,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  grant  of  power  conferred  by 
this  section,  and  the  fact  that  a  part  or  all 
of  the  capital  of  the  national  hank  is  invested 
in  United  States  bonds  or  securities*,  which 
are  exempt  from  taxation,  does  not  entitle 
the  shareholder  to  anv  deduction  from  an 
assessment  upon  the  full  value  of  his  shares. 
Hannan  v.  Council  Bluffs  First  Nat.  Bank, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  ^7. 

4.  Real  Estate  (p.  807) 

Deduction  of  actual  ralue. —  Where  a 
statute  provides  that  in  assessing  the  value 
of  the  stock  of  private  unincorporated  banks 
the  actual  value  of  its  real  estate  must  b© 
deducted,  a  general  statute  relating  to  cor- 
porate taxation  and  providing  for  the  deduc- 
tion of  the  assessed  valuation  of  real  estate 
will  be  construed  as  not  being  applicable  to 
national  banks,  since  a  different  construction 
would  invalidate  the  tax  statute  as  being 
in  violation  of  the  federal  act  because  of 
the  resultant  discrimination.  Security  Sav. 
Bank  f.  Board  of  Review,  (la.  1920)  178 
N.  W.  562. 

Vol-  VI,  p.  817,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  260.] 

Purpose  of  act. — "  The  broad  purpose  of 
the  P'ederal  Reserve  Act  was  to  incorporate 
under  federal  control,  as  members  of  federal 
reserve  banks,  all  national  banks,  as  well  as 
banks  other  than  national  banks.  By  force 
of  the  law  all  national  banks,  though  still 
national  banks,  are  members  of  federal  re- 
serve banks.  National  banks  cannot  exist 
and  continue  to  operate  alone  as  such  with- 
in one  year  after  the  passage  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Act  of  December,  1913,  because  of 
the  mandate  of  the  statutes."  U.  S.  v. 
Davenport,   (W.  D.  Tex.  1920)   266  Fed.  425. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  831,  sec.  13.     [First  ed., 

1914  Snpp.,  p.  273.] 
Accumulating  checks  in  state  country 
banks  as  ultra  vires  transaction. —  Federal 
reserve  banks  exceed  their  powers  by  accumu- 
lating checks  on  state  country  banks,  not 
members  of  the  federal  reserve  system,  until 
they  reach  a  large  amount,  and  then  caus- 
ing them  to  be  presented  for  payment  over 
the  counter,  or,  by  other  devices,  requiring 
payment  in  cash,  so  as  to  compel  ijuch  banks 
to  maintain  so  much  cash  in  their  vaults 
as  to  drive  them  out  of  business,  or  force 
them,  if  able,  to  submit  to  the  scheme  to 
compel  them  to  become  members  of  the  fed- 
eral reserve  system,  or  at  least  to  open  a 
nonmember  clearing  account,  which  neces- 
sitates the  maintenance  of  a  larger  reserve, 
and  hence  diminishes  the  lending  power  of 
such  banks,  so  that,  with  the  loss  of  the 
profit  caused  by  the  clearing  of  bank  checks 
and  drafts  at  par,  some  of  such  banks  will 
be  driven  out  of  business,  and   the  income 


of  all  will  be  diminished.  American  Bank^ 
etc.,  Co.  t?.  Federal  Reserve  Bank,  (1921) 
256  r.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  499,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  reversing  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  269 
Fed.  4. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  850,  sec.  5234.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  170.] 

V.  Enforceicent   op   Individual   LiIabiuty 
OF  Stockholdebs 

1.  Determination  and  Assessment  hy  Comp- 

troller   (p.  859) 

Judgment  of  court  as  taking  place  of 
assessment. —  The  judgment  of  a  court  of 
competent  jurisdiction  against  a  national 
bank  takes  the  place  of  an  assessment 
against  it  by  the  comptroller  of  the  currency 
where  it  has  gone  into  voluntary  liquidation 
because  of  insolvency,  and  a  cause  of  action 
accrues  against  the  shareholders  ae  of  the 
date  of  the  return  of  an  execution  unsatis- 
fied. Warner  v.  Citizens'  Nat.  Bank,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   267  Fed.  661. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  873,  sec.  5239.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  180.] 

III.  statutory  liability  of  directors  and  en- 
forcement thereof. 

3.  "  Knowingly  violate  or  knowingly 
permit,''  etc. 

7.  Excessive  loans. 

III.  Statutory  Liability  of  Dibsctobs  and 
Enforcement  Thebeof. 

3.  "Knowingly    Violate   or   Knowingly  Per- 
mit;* etc.    (p.  880) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Curtis  1?.  Metcalf,  (D.  C.  R.  I.  1918)  266 
Fed.  293. 

7.  Eofcessive  Loans   (p.  881) 

Necessity  of  description  of  specific  trans- 
actions.-^ In  an  action  by  a  receiver  against 
directors  of  a  national  bank  to  recover 
damages  for  loans  made  by  them  in  excess 
of  the  ten  per  cent  limitation,  each  defend- 
ant is  entitled  to  be  informed  as  to  the 
extent  of  the  charge  of  liability  and  which 
specific  transactions  are  charged  against 
them.  Curtis  v,  Metcalf,  (D.  C.  R.  I.  1918) 
265  Fed.  293,  wherein  the  court  said: 

''  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  each  defendant 
is  entitled  to  be  informed  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  charge  of  liability  under  the  statute 
for  loans  in  excess  of  10  per  cent.,  so  that  it 
will  appear  whether  he  is  charged  for  the 
entire  amount  of  the  loans  to  a  particular 
borrower,  or  only  for  the  amount  by  which 
said  loans  exceeded  the  statutory  limit,  and 
so  that  he  may  raise  an  issue  as  to  his 
liability  under  the  statute  distinct  from  the 
issue  as  to  his  liability  upon  grounds  other 
than  those  fixed  by  statute.  Though  section 
5239  furnishes  the  exclusive  rule  applicable 
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to  a  loea  resulting  solely  from  a  violation 
of  the  Banking  Act,  it  does  not  follow  that 
a  defendant  may  not  be  liable  on  common 
law  principles  for  the  entire  amount  of  the 
aggregate  loans  to  a  borrower,  including  the 
excess  over  the  statutory  limit.  Allen  v, 
Luke  (C.  C.)  163  Fed.  1018,  1020;  McCor- 
mick  V.  King,  241  Fed.  737,  743  et  eeq.,  154 
C.  C.  A.  439;  William*  v.  Brady  (D.  C.)  232 
Fed.  740.  But  the  two  grounds  of  liability 
are  distinct  and  raise  distinct  issues  of  fact 
and  law. 

"  It  seems  to  have  been  held  that  the  lia- 
bility under  section  5239  is  applicable  only 
to  the  amount  of  damages  resulting  from 
the  excess  of  a  borrower's  obligations  over 
the  statutory  limit,  and  is  inapplicable  to 
that  portion  of  the  gross  indebtedness  which 
did  not  exceed  the  specific  limit.  Witters  v. 
Sowles  (C.  C.)  43  Fed.  405;  Rankin  v.  Coop- 
er (C.  C.)  149  Fed.  1010,  1017;  Stephens 
V.  Overstolz  (C.  C.)  43  Fed.  771,  775.  The 
bill  should  show  clearly  whether  the  defend- 
ant is  charged  with  the  whole  loan  or  only 
with  the  excess. 

"As  ^'as  said  in  Allen  v.  Luke  (C.  C.) 
141  Fed.  694,  696,  the  defendants  'are  en- 
titled to  know  the  kind  of  alleged  negli- 
gence upon  which  the  complainant  will  rely. 
*  •  *  The  complainant  must  specify  the 
action  or  inaction  relied  on.'  So,  also,  the 
defendante  are  entitled  to  know,  respectively, 
which  specific  transactions  are  charged 
against  them  as  violations  of  the  statute 
involving  liability  under  section  5239. 

"As  a  basis  of  the  charges  of  statutory 
liability  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  plaintiff 
to  show  the  amount  of  the  bank's  unimpaired 
capital  stock  and  unimpaired  surplus  fund 
from  time  to  time,  in  order  to  determine  if 
the  total  liabilities  of  any  borrower  exceed 
one-tenth  part  thereof.  R.  S.  §  5200,  as 
amended  June  22,  1906.  This  is  unneces- 
sary to  establish  the  charges  of  negligence 
and  of  liability  upon  common-law  grounds." 

Vol.  VI,  p.  915,  sec.  2.     [First  eA, 
vol.  V,  p.  106.] 

Limitations  of  action  under  state  statute. 
—  In  view  of  the  requirements  of  the  federal 
statute  that  an  action  to  enforce  the  lia- 
bility of  shareholders  shall  be  commenced 
in  any  court  of  the  United  States  having 
original  jurisdiction  in  equity  for  the  dis- 
trict in  which  such  association  may  have 
been  located  or  established,  the  commence- 
ment of  such  an  action  in  a  state  court  does 
not  give  them  the  benefit  of  a  state  act  pro- 
viding that  "  if  any  action  be  commenced 
within  due  time,  and  a  judgment  thereon 
for  the  plaintiff"  be  reversed,  or  if  the  plain- 
tiff fail  in  such  action  otherwise  than  upon 
the  merits,  and  the  time  limited  for  the 
same  shall  have  expired,  the  plaint iif,  or,  if 
he  die,  and  the  cause  of  action  survives,  his 
representatives,  may  commence  a  new  action 


within  one  year  after  the  reversal  or 
failure.**  Warner  v,  Citiz^is'  Nat.  Bank, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   267  Fed.  661. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  257,  sec.  2. 

Power  to  act  at  tnutee  and  uae  name. — 
The  name  of  a  national  bank  must  be  ap- 
proved by  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 
It  can  be  changed,  or,  its  use  interfered 
with,  by  no  other  authority.  In  the  case  of 
a  national  bank,  empowered  by  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  to  act  in  a  fiduciary  capa- 
city,  and  bearing  a  name  confirmed  by  na- 
tional authority,  clearly,  any  act  on  the 
part  of  the  state  which  impairs,  hampers, 
embarrasses,  restricts,  or  in  efi'ect,  wholly 
prevents,  the  discharge  of  its  functions  as  a 
national  banking  institution  with  the  inci- 
dental powers  enumerated,  must  be  void, 
because  in  express  conflict  with  the  para- 
mount laws  of  the  United  States.  Fidelity 
Nat.  Bank,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Enright,  (W.  D.  Mo. 
1920)    264  Fed.  236. 

A  state  statute  providing  that  only  cor- 
porations organized  under  a  certain  state 
law  ehall  be  appointed  as  trustee,  etc.,  must 
yield  to  this  amendment.  Matter  of  Stanch- 
field,  (1920)   178  Wis.  553,  178  N.  W.  310. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  261,  sec.  7. 

Liberty  bonds  at  "  fnndt." —  Liberty  bonda 
delivered  by  the  Treasury  Department  to  a 
federal  reserve  bank  to  be  held  bv  it  for 
exchange  for  other  bonds,  are  a  part  of  the 
funds  of  the  bank  as  between  the  bank  and 
its  employees,  so  as  to  justify  an  indictment 
under  this  section  for  a  conspiracy  to  em- 
bezzle the  bank  funds.  U.- S.  v.  Jenks,  (E. 
D.  Pa.  1920)  264  Fed.  697.    The  court  said: 

"It  is  contended-  that  a  verdict  should 
have  been  directed  for  the  defendants,  upon 
the  ground  that  the  bonds  alleged  to  have 
been  embezzled  did  not  constitute  part  of 
the  funds  and  credits  of  the  federal  reser\>; 
bfuik.  The  arrangement  under  which  the 
bonds  were  deposited  in  the  bank  constituted 
a  bailment,  under  which  the  bank  was  to 
render  the  service  to  the  United  States  of 
delivering  the  4^*s  in  exchange  for  the  4*8, 
and  it  was  accountable  to  the  Treasury  De- 
partment for  carrying  out  its  part  of  the 
transaction. 

"The  evidence  showed  Patton*s  employ- 
ment was  such  that  the  bonds  came  into  his 
possession,  and  in  taking  them  out  he  com- 
mitted a  breach  of  the  confidence  or  trust 
repoeed  in  him  by  reason  of  his  employment. 
It  is  not  material  that  the  bonds  belonged 
to  the  United  States,  or  that  the  bank  was 
responsible  to  it  for  the  bonds,  for  between 
the  defendants  and  the  bank  the  bonds  be- 
longed to  the  bank,  and  a  wrongful  appro- 
priation of  the  bonds  wae  an  appropriation 
of  funds  of  the  bank,  and  the  defendants 
cannot  be  heard  to  say  in  their  defense  that 
the  bonds  which  their  principal   authorized 
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them  to  deliver  to  holders  of  the  4'b  for  the 
purpose  of  conversion  belonged  to  any  one  but 
the  principal." 

Defense!. — On  the  trial  of  an  indictment 
for  conspiracy  by  employees  to  embezzle  bank 
funds  in  the  form  of  Liberty  bonds  deposited 
with  the  bank  by  the  Treasury  Department 
for  exchange  for  other  bonds,  where  the 
evidence  showed  that  the  bonds  were  secretly 
taken  away  and  sold  and  the  proceeds  con- 
verted to  defendants'  own  use,  it  is  no  de- 
fense that  the  defendants  intended  to  pur- 
chase other  bonds  of  an  equivalent  amount 
and  replace  them  in  the  bank.  The  natural 
and  probable  consequences  of  the  act  caused 
a  presumption  of  intent  to  injure  and  de- 


fraud.    U.    S.  V.  Jenks,    (E.   D.   Pa.   1920) 
264  Fed.  697. 

Evidence. —  On  the  trial  of  an  indictment 
for  conspiracy  by  employees  to  embezzle  bond 
funds  in  the  form  of  Liberty  bonds,  in  order 
to  prove  the  division  of  the  alleged  proceeds 
among  the  conspirators  evidence  is  admis- 
sible of  the  checks  given  by  the  brokerage 
company  which  conducted  the  transaction  to 
one  of  the  defendants,  the  deposit  of  such 
checks  in  the  bank  by  the  drawee,  the  giving 
of  checks  by  the  latter  to  the  other  defend- 
ant for  one-half  the  amount  thus  received, 
and  the  deposit  in  the  bank  of  such  checks 
by  the  other  defendant.  U.  S.  9.  Jenks,  (K 
D.  Pa.   1920)   264  Fed.  697. 
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Vol.  VI,  p.  944,  sec.  2169.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  207.] 

Repeal  of  section. —  This  section  was  not 
repealed  by  implication  by  the  act  of  June 
29,  1906  [6  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p. 
952  et  seq.].  Petition  of  Easurk  Emsen 
Charr,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1921)  273  Fed.  207. 

This  section  in  so  far  as  it  embraces  the 
words  "  white  persons "  was  not  repealed 
by  the  Act  of  Feb.  5,  1917,  ch.  29.  [1918 
Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  212  et  seq.]  In  re 
Bbugat  Singh  Thind,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  268 
Fed.  GS3,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  Repeals  by  implication  are  not  favored, 
and,  unless  there  is  manifest  repugnancy 
between  the  later  and  the  former  act,  the 
former  must  remain  operative.  The  argu- 
ment is  that,  as  Congress  eliminated  the 
words  *  white  persons '  from  the  Immigration 
Act,  the  act  in  question,  it  must  be  inferred 
that  it  intended  to  eliminate  these  words 
also  from  section  2169,  and  thus  to  amend 
that  section  accordingly.  This  does  not 
necessarily  follow.  Congress  was  dealing 
with  the-  subject  of  immigration,  and  not  of 
naturalization,  and  it  may  well  be  that  Con- 
gress designed  thenceforth  to  exclude  Hindus 
from  entry  into  the  United  States,  and  still 
permit  such  as  were  domiciled  here  the 
privilege  of  being  naturalized.  In  this  light, 
I  see  no  repugnancy  between  the  act  and 
section  2169  and  other  naturalization  regu- 
lations." 

'•Free  white  persons"  —  In  general, —  In 
accordance  with  numerous  holdings  the  term 
includes,  as  conunonly  understood,  all  Euro- 
pean races  and  those  Caucasians  belonging 
to  the  races  around  the  Mediterranean  Sea, 
whjther  they  are  considered  as  fair  whites 
or  dark  whites,  and  though  certain  of  the 
eastern  and  southern  European  races  are 
technically  classified  as  of  Mongolian  or 
Tartar  origin.  Generally  speaking,  *  free 
white    persons  *    includes    members    of    the 


white  or  Caucasian  race  as  distinot  from  the 
black,  red,  yellow,  and  brown  races. 

"  Whether  or  not  historically  the  term 
*  Caucasian '  is  accurate  as  a  designation  of 
the  white  race,  it  is  a  term  which  appeals 
to  common  understanding  and  to  that  of  the 
lawmakers  with  practical  definiteness,  and 
the  term  '  white  person '  may  now  be  said 
to  have  a  well  understood  meaning."  Peti- 
tion of  Easurk  Emsen  Charr,  (W.  D.  Mo. 
1921)   273  Fed.  207. 

Hindu. —  Section  3  of  the  Act  of  Feb.  5, 
1917,  (1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  214)  which 
excludes  Hindus  from  admission  into  this 
country  by  territorial  delimitations,  does  not 
deprive  a  high  class  Hindu  of  his  right  to  be 
admitted  to  citizenship  where  it  appears  that 
he  was  a  resident  in  this  country  prior  to 
the  time  when  such  act  was  passed.  In  re 
Bhagat  Singh  Thind,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  268 
Fed.  683. 

Korean. —  Koreans  are  admittedly  mem- 
bers of  the  Mongol  race.  "WTiatever  their 
precise  shade  of  dolor  may  be  defined  to  be, 
they  are'  confessedly  not  white  persons, 
either  in  fact  or  in  accordance  with  conmion 
understanding,  and  they  are  about  as  far 
removed  from  Europe  and  the  Mediter- 
ranean Sea,  as  could  well  be  imagined." 
Petition  of  Easurk  Emsen  Charr,  (W.  D. 
Mo.  1921)  273  Fed.  207. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  947,  sec.  2170.    [First 

ed.,  vol,  V,  p.  208.] 

Pnrpose  of  section. —  ''While  Congress,  in 
dealing  with  the  naturalization  problem, 
recognized  it  to  be  impolitic  to  perpetuate 
the  character  of  alien  longer  than  was 
absolutely  necessary,  the  law-making  body 
still  recognized  that  a  reasonable  probation- 
ary term  should  be  prescribed  to  enable  can- 
didates to  get  rid  of  foreign  and  to  acquire 
American  attachments,  to  learn  the  prin- 
ciples and  imbibe  the  spirit  of  our  govern- 
ment,   and    to   admit   of   a   probability,    at 
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least,  of  their  feelinf?  a  real  interest  in  our 
affairs.  A  residence  of  not  less  than  five 
years  was,  therciure,  required  of  an  alien 
before  he  might  petition  for  citizenship,  this 
to  conciliate  the  feelings  of  the  candidate 
to  the  manners,  laws,  and  government  of 
this  country."  In  re  Vasicek,  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1921)   271  Fed.  326, 

Vol.  VI,  p.  952,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  365.] 

I.  Iktrodugtobt   (p.  953) 

Historical   as    to    origin    and   growth   of 

naturalization  laws,  see  In  re  Goldberg,  (E. 
D.  Mo.   li>20)    269   Fed.  392. 

Naturalization  as  a  matter  of  right. — 
"Aliens  have  no  right,  inherent  or  statutory, 
to  be  admitted  to  membership  in  the  body 
politic  of  the  United  States  of  America. 
Xaturalization,  then,  being  solely  and  en- 
tirely a  political  privilege  extended  by 
sovereign  grace  to  aliens  resident  within  the 
United  Statee,  Congress  has  undoubted 
authority  under  the  Ck)n6titution  to  prescribe 
the  terms  and  conditions  upon  which  sueh 
privilege  shall  be  granted."  Ex  p.  Eberhardt, 
(E.  D.  Mo.  1921)  270  Fed.  334;  In  re 
Tomarchio,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  269  Fed.  400; 
In  re  Sigelman,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  268  Fed. 
217. 

Necessity  of  strict  compliance  with  law. — 
"  The  provisions  of  the  Naturalization  Law 
must  be  «trictly  complied  with  in  order  to 
confer  jurisdiction."  Petition  of  Briese, 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  600. 

Balancing  benefit  to  country  with  obliga- 
tions assumed. — "  Since  the  status  of  citizoi- 
ship  involves  reciprocal  obligations  as  be- 
tween fttate  and  citizen,  it  ought  in  fairness 
and  in  compensation  for  such  obligations  to 
be  beneficial  as  well  to  the  state  as  to  the 
person  who  by  naturalization  seeks  citizen- 
ship. To  this  end,  the  proofs  exacted  from 
the  applicant,  and  the  statu«  and  condition 
of  the  applicant,  which  these  proofs  disclose, 
ought  to  be  considered  in  the  light  of  what 
such  status  and  conditions  promise  to  the 
government  for  the  future,  and  with  only 
negligible  regard  for  the  past.  Luria  t\ 
United  States,  231  U.  S.  23,  34  Sup.  Ct.  10, 
58  L.  ed.  101.  While  the  antecedent  char- 
acter of  the  applicant  and  his  reputation 
and  acts  in  the  past  are  persuasive,  as  aid- 
ing the  URSumpfion  of  continuance  upon  a 
good  course,  yet  the  government  is  entitled, 
before  it  receives  him,  and  before  it  assumes 
the  obligation  to  protect  him  as  a  citizen, 
to  consider  wiiether  the  burdens  entailed  will 
not  be  so  far  greater  than  the  benefits  accru- 
ing to  it  as  to  make  the  naturalization  of 
the  applicant  a  bad  or  dangerous  bargain, 
and  a  bargain  utterly  unfair  to  its  other 
millions  of  citizens."  Thus,  where  an  appl-i- 
oanft  had  left  his  wife  and  children  in  Russia 
in  1913  and  had  not  been  able  to  communi- 


cate with  them  for  a  period  of  seven  yeans, 
his  petition  was  denied  where  it  appeared 
that  he  sought  citizenship  mainly  for  the 
purpose  of  returning  to  Russia  under  the 
protection  of  the  American  flag  in  order  to 
get  his  family  and  bring  them  to  this  coun- 
try, and  it  further  appeared  that  he  secured 
deferred  classification  in  the  draft  for  army 
service  on  his  representation  that  his  wife 
and  children  were  ''mainly  dependent  on 
his  labor  for  support.'*  The  court,  however, 
said  it  did  not  particularly  stress  the  latter 
point,  and  it  principally  emphasized  the  fact 
that  the  benefits  which  the  country  would 
receive  were  entirely  incommensurate  with 
the  obligations  it  would  incur  by  reason  of 
possible  foreign  complications,  /n  re  Sigel* 
man,   (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)   268  Fed.  217. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  956,  sec.  4.    [First  ei, 

1909  Supp.,  p.  366.] 

A  privilege  not  a  right. — To  the  same  effect 
as  original  annotation,  see  In  re  Roeper, 
(D.  C.  Del.  1921)   274  Fed.  490. 

Terms  and  conditions  to  be  strictly  en- 
forced.-;—" The  terms  and  conditions  specified 
and  prescribed  by  Congress  respecting  the 
grant  to  aliens  of  the  favor  or  privilege  of 
naturalization  as  citizens  of  the  United 
States  of  America  must  be  strictly  construed 
and  enforced,  and  aliens  are  bound  to  strictly 
meet  and  conform  to  these  terms  and  con- 
ditions upon  which  alone  the  right  they  seek 
can  be  conferred."  Ex  p.  Eberhardt,  (E.  D. 
Mo.  1921 )   270  Fed.  334. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  958,  sec.  4,  par.  first. 

[First  ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  366.] 

"District  in  which  such  alien  resides." — 
In  New  York  it  is  held  that  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Supreme  Court  is  limited  to  the 
county  in  which  the  alim  resides  and  makes 
his  application.  Petition  of  Briese,  (E.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  600,  wherein  it  was 
held  th»t  a  declaration  of  intention  was 
ineffectual  where  it  incorrectly  stated  that 
the  applicant  was  a  resident  of  the  county 
in  which  he  filed  his  declaration. 

Effect  of  subsequent  acts  on  declaration. — 
It  is  said  that  there  is  not  any  statutory 
provision  or  controllinjt  decision,  or  decision 
by  any  appellate  court,  which  would  war- 
rant a  holding  to  the  eflTect  that  a  decla- 
ration of  intention,  properly  made,  is 
"  violated "  or  becomes  "  void  ?  by  reason 
of  subsequent  acts  or  conduct  on  the  part 
of  the  alien  in  question,  in  the  absence  of  a 
formal  declaration  withdrawing  such  in- 
tention to  become  a  citizen,  and  in  the  ab- 
sence of  an  express  statutory  provision  to 
that  etfeot.  In  re  Miegel,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1921) 
272  Fed.  088.  In  this  connection  the  court 
further  said: 

"  By  making  his  declaration  of  intention, 
petitioner  took  the  first  step  toward  citizen- 
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ship.  There  were,  to  be  sure,  several  other 
stepe  to  be  taken  before  the  coveted  goal  of 
citizeii«hip  oould  be  reached,  and  it  might 
be  that  he  could  not,  because  of  failure  or 
inability  to  take  such  other  steps,  attain  such 
goal.  Thai,  however,  is  a  wholly  diflerent 
consideration  and  one  which  cannot  change 
or  effect  the  fact  that  the  first  step  had 
actually  been  taken.  The  statute  having  pre- 
scribed the  requisites  of  this  first  eitep,  and 
the  latter  having  been  taken  in  strict  con- 
formity to  such  statute,  this  court  cannot 
hold,  and  thereby  in  effect  declare,  that 
what  has,  in  fact  and  according  to  the  undis- 
puted public  record,  been  done  by  petitioner 
has  not  been  done." 

Vol.  VI,  p.  959,  sec.  4,  par.  second. 

[First  ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  366.] 

II.  Signature  and  verification. 

2.  Verification, 
ni.  Filinp  petition. 

1.  Time  of  filing. 
V.  Certificate. 

n.    StOWATTJBE   and   VEBIFICATIOlf 

2.  Verification  (p.  961) 
The  words  ''  duly  verified  "  as  used  in  this 
flection  *'mean  a  verification  before  the  clerk 
of  tlie  court  or  his  duly  authorized  deputy, 
and  not  before  a  notary  public  or  other 
officer."  In  re  Guary,  (S.  *D.  N.  Y.  1921)  271 
Fed.  968. 

Substitution  of  witnesses. — A  competent 
witness  to  a  naturalization  application  can- 
not be  substituted  for  an  incompetent  one. 
In  re  Kornstein,  (E.  .D.  Mo.  1920)  268  Fed. 
172. 

Effect  of  insufficient  verification. — A  wit- 
ness who  testifies  to  the  good  character  of  a 
candidate,  in  a  case  where  such  candidate 
is  not  in  truth  and  in  fact  a  man  of  good 
character,  is  not  a  credible  witness,  such  as 
the  law  calls  for  and  a  petition  verified  by 
such  an  incredible  witness  will  be  denied. 
In  re  Kornstein,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  268  Fed. 
172,  holding  also  that  the  verification  of  a 
naturalization  application  by  an  incompe- 
tent witness  renders  it  void. 

III.  FiLixo  Petition 

1.  Time  of  Filing   (p.  962) 

**  Nor  more  than  seven  years." —  As  to  the 
limitation  of  seven  years  on  the  life  of  a 
declaration  of  indention  it  is  said:  "Exist- 
ing law  places  a  limitation  of  seven  years 
upon  the  life  of  a  declaration  of  intention. 
The  law  excludes  parts  of  days.  A  declara- 
tion is  therefore  valid,  so  far  as  its  age  is 
concerned,  for  the  purpose  of  petitioning  for 
niUuralization,  on  its  seventh  anniversary. 
In  re  Bahjak  (D.  C.)  211  Fed.  551.  But 
there  la  no  expedient  that  may  be  resorted 
to  whereby  the  life  of  a  given  declaration 
of   intention   may   be   extended   beyond   said 


seventh     snniversary.'*      Ew    p.    Eberhardt, 
(£.  D.  Mo.  1921)  270  Fed.  334. 

V.  Certificate  (p.  964) 

Necessity  of  filing. — As  to  the  necessity  inf 
filing  the  certificate  of  arrival  the  court,  in 
Ex  p.  Eberhardt,  (£.  D.  Mo.  1921)  270  Fed. 
334,  said: 

''It  is  particularly  to  be  noted  that  ' at 
the  time  of  filing  his  petition  there  shall  be 
filed  with  the  clerk  of  the  court/  by  the 
petitioner,  the  certificate  of  arrival  called 
for  by  the  statute.  The  same  provision  of 
law  requires  the  candidate  to  make  a  part 
of  his  application,  in  the  same  manner,  his 
declaration  of  intention.  Where  a  valid 
declanration  of  intention  is  not  attached  to 
such  a  petition  at  the  time  of  its  filing,  that 
fact  renders  the  application  void.  United 
States  r.  Morena,  245  U.  S.  392,  38  Sup.  Ct. 
151,  62  L.  ed.  359.  And  the  same  rule  pre- 
vails, as  we  have  seen  in  the  Ness  Ciise, 
supra,  where  at  the  time  of  the  execution  of 
the  petition,  the  same  was  not  supported  by 
a  valid  certificate  of  arrival.  The  fact  that 
such  a  certificate  was  in  existence,  on  the 
da/te  petition  was  executed,  and  that  the 
same  was  being  mailed  to  St.  Louis  from 
Washington,  does  not  in  any  manner  alter 
the  situation.  The  statute  is  specific  in  its 
requirement  that  at  the  time  of  the  execu- 
tion of  the  petition  the  certificate  of  arrival 
needed  muart  be  in  the  hands  of  the  clerk 
of  the  court,  who  is  required  to  make  the 
same  an  integral  part  thereof.  A  later  at- 
taching of  such  a  certificate  of  arrival  to  a 
given  petition  does  not  meet  the  require- 
ments of  the  law.  Such  petition  is  a  nullity. 
It  ifi  not  voidable,  but  is  void.    .    .    . 

"It  is  worthy  of  notice,  also,  that  the  ad- 
ministrative officer  concerned  with  natural- 
ization matters,  to  wit,  the  Secretary  of 
Labor,  has  in  naturalization  regulations 
promulgated  September  24,  1920,  rule  5,  de- 
clared that  when  a  clerk  of  court  executes 
n  petition  for  an  alien  who  arrived  after 
.Tune  29,  1906,  and  fails  to  attach  thereto 
his  certificate  of  arrival,  then  no  valid  peti- 
tion is  docketed.  While  the  construction  of 
a  statute  is  a  judicial  function,  the  ultimate 
exercise  of  which  must  lod^e  in  the  courts, 
yet  'the  construction  placed  upon  a  statute 
by  the  officers  whose  duty  it  is  to  execute 
it  is  entitled  to  great  consideration,  espe- 
cially if  such  construction  has  been  made  by 
the  highest  officers  in  the  executive  depart- 
ment of  the  government.' " 

Vol.  VI,  p.  967,  sec.  4,  par.  third. 

[First  ed.,  1909  Snpp.,  p.  368.1 

Reservations  in  taking  oith. — Where  it  is 
manifest  that  the  petitioner  cannot,  without 
reservations,  mental  or  otherwise,  take  the 
oath  of  Rlle<]:iance,  such  oath  should  not  be 
administered  or  accepted.  In  re  Boeper, 
(D.  C.  Del.  1921)  274  Fed.  490,  so  declaring 
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in  denying  the  petition  of  one  who  at  the 
final  hearing  in  open  court  testified,  in  sub- 
Btance,  that  he  has  conscienstious  scruples 
against  the  shedding  of  human  blood,  even 
in  warfare,  and  that,  if  admitted  to  citizen- 
ship, be  would  not  be  willing  to  serve  in  the 
field  in  the  military  forces  of  the  United 
States,  if  called  upon  to  do  so. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  967,  sec.  4,  par.  fourth. 

[First  ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  368.] 

I.  "  Satisfaction  of  court." 
III.  "  Good  moral  cliaraoter." 

I.  Satisfaction  of  Court  (p.  967) 

Acquaintance  with  American  institutiont 
essentiaL — As  to  qualification  in  this  respect 
it  has  been  said: 

"While  a  candida/te  for  naturalization  is 
to  be  commended  for  having  acquired  mate- 
rial wealth,  and  for  having  lived  a  blameless 
life,  duping  his  period  of  residence  here, 
nevertheless  such  a  state  of  afi'airs  does  not 
relieve  him  in  any  way  of  the  necessity  of 
possessing  a  working  knowledge  of  the  form 
and  general  structure  of  our  government,  and 
of  the  respondibiliiiee  and  duties,  as  well  as 
the  privileges  of  a  citizen  thereof.  Lacking 
such  qualifications,  it  is  impossible  for  him 
to  swear,  either  intelligently  or  conscien- 
tiouely,  that,  as  required  by  law,  he  is 
'attached  to  the  principles  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States,'  or  that  he  is  '  well 
disposed  to  the  good  order  and  happiness 
of  the  same.'  Under  our  form  of  govern- 
ment, the  people,  theoretically,  at  least, 
make,  interpret,  and  execute  the  laws.  Ac- 
cordingly, their  teasonabk  intelligence  and 
education  are  indispensable  prerequisites  to 
the  preservation  and  transmission  of  civil 
liberty  and  republican  institutions. 

"  The  requirements  of  law  cannot  be  held 
to  have  been  met  on  a  mere  showing  of  the 
candidate  that  he  is  peaceable,  industrious,  of 
good  oharaoter,  and  law-abiding.  By  refer- 
ence to  decisions  of  the  courts  announced 
prior  to  the  NatuiuHzation  Act  of  1906  (34 
Stat.  pt.  1,  p.  596),  and  during  the  period 
the  government  did  not,  as  now,  exercise 
supervision  of  the  naturalization  of  aliens, 
we  find  declared  in  In  re  Naturalization, 
5  Pa.  Dist.  R.  697,  that  no  person  will  be 
naturalized  who  has  not  a  general  familiar- 
ity with  the  federal  Constitution  and  with 
our  method  of  government,  state  and 
national.  The  act  of  Congress  requires 
eaeh  applicant  to  take  an  oath  that  he  is 
atta-ched  to  the  principles  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. No  applicant  will  be  permitted  to  so 
swear  unless  he  knows  what  these  princi- 
ples are.  No  person  should  be  naturalized 
who  has  not  some  general  comprehension 
of  what  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  is  and  of  the  principles  which  it 
affirms.     In  re  Bodek    (C.  C.)    63  Fed.   813. 


Also  see  Ruahworth  v.  Judges,  58  N.  J. 
Law,  97,  32  Atl.  743,  30  L.  R.  A.  761 ;  In  re 
Conway,  9  Misc.  Rep.  662,  30  N.  Y,  Supp. 
835;  In  re  Lab's  Petition,  3  Pa.  Dist.  R. 
728,  6  Pa.  Dist.  R.  597;  In  re  Kanaka  Nian, 
(J  Utah.  259,  21  Pac.  993,  4  L.  R.  A.  726. 
The  applicant's  oath  to  support  the  Goneti- 
tution  of  the  United  States  will  not  be  a<v 
cepted,  if,  upon  examination,  it  appears 
that  he  does  not  imderstand  its  signincancey 
or  is  without  such  knowledge  of  the  Con- 
stitution as  is  essential  to  the  rational 
aesumption  of  an  understanding  to  support 
it  .  .  .  even  a  casual  consideration  of  such 
a  case  must,  however,  conrinoe  any  thought- 
ful person  that  as  an  indispensable  pre- 
requisite to  naturalization  the  candidate 
must  possess  an  acquaimtance  with,  and 
working  knowledge  of,  the  principles  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  and  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States.  An  intelligent 
sympathy  with,  and  understanding  of  the 
purposes  of  these  great  charters  of  human 
liberty  must  be  shown  by  the  candidate,  and 
he  must  have  a  comprehension  of  the  obli- 
gations and  responsibilities  of  citizenship 
arising  from  his  taking  the  oath  of  allegiance 
forming  a  part  of  his  naturalization  proceed- 
ing." In  re  Goldberg,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  269 
Fed.  392. 
Understanding  of  terms  "  anarchy "  and 
polygamy." — A  petitioner  for  naturalization 
who  admits  that  he  does  not  know  the 
meaning  of  the  words  **  anarchy "  and 
polyjramy "  as  used  in  his  petition  must 
be  held  to  have  failed  to  meet  the  require- 
ments prescribed  in  naturalization  cases,  as 
it  cannot  be  s»iid  in  such  a  case  that  the 
candidate  is  in  truth  a:nd  in  fact  "  attached 
to  the  principles  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  and  well  disposed  to  the  good 
order  and  happiness  of  the  same."  In  re 
Vasioek,   (E.  D.  Mo.  1921)    271  Fed.  326. 

IIL  "Good  Mobal  Crasacteb"  (p.  971) 

The  test  in  any  given  naturalization  cas« 
is  whether  the  candidate  is  in  law  and  in 
fact  actually  entitled  to  citizenship.  In  re 
Kornstein,    (E.  D.  Mo.   1920)    268  Fed.   172. 

Nature  of  testimony  as  to  moral  char- 
acter.— ^As  to  the  nature  of  the  testimony 
required  of  witnesses  in  respect  to  moral 
character  it  is  said: 

"  The  spirit  of  the  law  requires  that  upon 
the  hearing  they  shall,  in  person,  in  open 
court,  positively  support  their  preliminary 
affidavits  to  the  effect  that,  in  their  opinion, 
the  petitioner  is  in  every  way  qualified  to  be 
admitted  as  a  citizen.  The  requirement  is 
not  that  they  shall  testify  that  he  is  quali- 
fied in  every  way  considered  necessary  in  the 
opinion  of  the  court,  but  qualified  in  every 
way  in  their,  the  witnesses'  opinion.  The 
government  wants  no  citizen  whom  his  own 
selected  friends  cannot  whole-heartedly 
recommend.     Witnesses   may   feel   that  they 
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know  the  petltion«r  sufficiently  well  to  say, 
of  their  own  personal  knowledge  that  he  is 
a  man  of  good  moral  character,  but,  in  the 
very  nature  of  things,  in  the  vast  majority 
of  cases,  the  court  must  depend  upon  good 
reputation  of  the  petitioner  as  vouched  for 
by  these  witnesses,  as  the  best  evidence  of 
good  oharacter,  and,  if  the  two  witnesses  of 
the  petitioner,  chosen  by  himself,  plainly 
show  themselves  unwilling  to  positively  and 
unequivocally  state  that  the  petitioner  has 
a  good  reputation  in  the  oommunity  where 
he  lives,  and  tha.t  they  themselves  believe 
him  to  be  a  man  of  good  moral  character 
in  all  respects,  and  that  his  neighbors  think 
well  of  him,  and  that  he  is  in  every  way 
qualified  in  their  opinion  to  be  admitted, 
they  have  disqualified  themselves  as  wit- 
nesses in  his  biebalf,  at  least  uofless  it  de- 
velops that  their  reason  for  not  so  doing 
is  entirely  groundless  or  whimsical."  U.  S. 
V.  Olsen,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  272  Fed.  706. 

Maintaining  place  of  bad  repute. —  One 
who  has  conducted  a  disorderly  hotel  for 
years  cannot  be  considered  a  man  of  good 
moral  character  for  naturalization  purposes. 
Such  an  offense  is  one  against  morals  which 
will  permanently  disbar  him  from  citizen- 
ship and  his  application  will  be  denied  with 
prejudice  to  his  right  to  renew  it  In  re 
Kornstein,    (E.   D.  Mo.   1920)    26»  Fed.  172. 

Member  of  I.  W.  W.  oi^anifation. —  In 
tJ.  S.  V.  Olsen,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1021)  272  Fed. 
706,  a  certificate  of  naturalization,  issued 
to  a  member  of  the  I.  W.  W.  organization, 
was  cancelled. 

Claiming  exemption  from  military  duty 
under  a  plea  of  alienage  is  a  bar  to  citizen- 
ship under  section  2  of  the  Selective  Service 
Act  as  amended  by  section  4,  ch.  12,  of  Act 
of  July  9,  1918  (1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
sec.  4,  p.  8ft5).  In  re  Tomarchio,  (E.  D. 
Mo.  1920)  269  Fed.  400.  And  In  re  Miegel, 
(E.  D.  Mich.  1921)  272  Fed.  688,  the  act 
of  a  petitioner  in  claiming  exemption  as  an 
alien  enemj  from  military  service  in  the 
army  of  the  United  States  during  the  war, 
was  held  to  show  in  itself,  that  he  was  not 
**  attached  to  the  principles  of  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  and  well  disposed 
to  the  good  order  and  happiness  of  the 
same,"  within  the  meaning  of  this  section, 
and  his  petition  for  citizenship  was  there- 
fore denied  on  that  ground.  This  view, 
however,  was  held  not  to  be  applicable  in 
the  case  of  an  alien  who  claimed  an  exemp- 
tion to  which  he  was  not  entitled.  See  also 
as  to  the  second  proposition  In  re  Rubin, 
(E.  D.  Mich.  1921)   272  Fed.  697. 

Registration  for  military  service  with 
German  consul. —  In  In  re  Cuny,  ( S.  D.  Tex. 
1920)  269  Fed.  464,  the  government  objected 
to  the  admission  of  the  petitioner  to  citizen- 
ship on  the  ground  that,  in  the  summer  of 
1914,  he,  having  theretofore  filed  his  decla- 
ration of  intention  to  become  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States,  did  register  for  military 
ser^'ice  with  the  German  consul  at  Galveston. 


The  contention  of  the  government  was  that 
this  registration  invalidated  the  declaration 
of  intention,  and  therefore  left  the  petitioner 
in  the  case  of  one  without  a  declaration  of 
intention,  wanting  in  one  of  the  essential 
formal  requisites   for   admission. 

The  petitioner  replied  that,  while  it  was 
ti^ue  that  he  did  register,  he  did  so,  not  for 
the  purpose  of  aiding  Germany,  but  in  order 
that,  after  the  war  should  be  over,  if  he 
should  at  any  time  in  his  future  life  have 
an  opportunity  to  go  to  Germany  to  visit 
his  mother,  he  could  not  be  excluded  or  im- 
prisoned, and  sought  to  emphasize  this 
position  by  the  proof,  uncontradicted,  that 
while  he  was  technically  a  German  subject, 
because  born  in  Alsace,  he  was  born  of 
French  parents,  educated  in  France,  and 
always  cherished  a  lively  antipathy  toward 
the  Germans;  that  he  knew,  when  he  regis- 
tered, that  it  would  not  be  possible  for  him 
to  return  to  Germany  for  service,  and  he 
registered,  not  with  the  intention  of  serving, 
but  merely  to  preserve  his  standing. 

The  petitioner  was  of  high  moral  character, 
and  the  only  objection  to  his  admission  is 
grounded  on  the  point  above  etated.  The  court 
said :  "  In  view,  therefore,  of  the  fact  that 
at  the  time  of  his  registration  the  United 
States  was  not  at  war  with  Germany,  and 
that  the  evidence  not  only  fully  acquits  peti- 
tioner of  any  disloyalty  to  the  United  States, 
hut  furnishes  a  record  of  loyalty  and  efficient 
helpfulness  in  the  war  work  of  this  govern- 
ment after  the  United  States  became  a  party 
to  the  conflict,  it  is  my  opinion  that  the 
order  in  this  case  should  be  that  the  peti- 
tion of  the  applicant  be  dismissed  without 
prejudice,  with  the  right  to  refile,  or,  if  he 
is  80  disposed,  to  withdraw  the  declaration 
as  a  basis  for  filing  the  petition  in  any  other 
district  to  which  he  may. remove,  with  the 
right  to  the  petitioner  to  be  admitted  upon 
showing  that  for  a  period  of  five  years  prior 
to  the  filing  of  his  new  petition  he  conducted 
himself  in  the  manner  which  the  statute 
requires  this  five  years  to  be  arrived  at, 
without  taking  into  consideration  any  time 
prior  to  the  registration  with  the  German 
consul;  and  it  will  be  so  ordered." 

Attempt  to  enlist  in  British  army. —  In 
In  re  Watkiss,  (S.  D.  Tex.  1920)  269  Fed. 
466,  which  was  a  hearing  on  the  petition 
for  citizenship  of  John  Walford  Watkiss, 
a  subject  of  Great  Britain,  whose  papers 
were  in  proper  form,  and  who  stood  accred- 
ited in  every  respect  for  the  award  of  citizen- 
ship, except  for  the  objection  raised  by  the 
government,  through  its  examiner,  that  peti- 
tioner did,  subsequent  to  the  date  of  the 
execution  of  his  declaration  of  intention, 
endeavor  to  enlist  in  the  British  armies  for 
service  in  the  World  War.  The  court  de- 
clared : 

"  The  record  containing  no  proof  of  a 
provision  for  compulsory  military  service 
in  the  British  army  applicable  to  petitioner 
at  the  time  when  he  undertook  to  enlist  in 
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i<t^  hifl  act  must  be  held  to  be  that  of  a 
vohmteer,  which  neither  in  fact  nor  in  law 
was  a  recognition  of  the  authority  of  the 
British  goyernment,  or  an  act  of  allegiance 
thereto.  This  being  true,  I  find  nothing  in 
the  conduct  of  petitioner  which  could  be  said 
to  be  contrary  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  or  other  than  well  disposed 
to  the  good  order  and  happiness  of  the  same. 

"  In  the  Case  of  John  Peter  Cuny,  269 
Fed.  464,  opinion  filed  the  3d  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1920,  where  the  applicant  registered 
with  the  German  consul,  I  have  set  out  the 
reasons  which  induced  me  to  hold  that  that 
petition  should  be  denied,  and  to  that  opinion 
I  refer  for  the  general  considerations  con- 
trolling here.  Applying  those  considerations 
to  this  case,  I  think  it  clear  that  this  peti- 
tion should  be  granted,  and  the  applicant 
admitted,  for,  while  the  distinction  at  first 
blush  between  this  and  the  Cuny  Case  may 
appear  narrow,  it  is  none  the  less  clear, 
resting  as  it  does  upon  the  fact  that  the 
act  oi  Cuny  was  a  rendering  allegiance  to 
a  compulsory  requirement,  and  therefore  an 
attorning  or  act  of  fealty  to  i^e  German 
government,  while  the  acts  of  Watkiss  were 
merely  voluntary  acts  of  a  person  who  felt 
the  call  of  a  righteous  cause,  and  desired 
to  do  his  part  in  it,  with  no  attorning  to  or 
recognition  of  the  authority  of  the  British 
government  over  him. 

"  It  is  therefore  my  judgment,  and  it  will 
be  so  ordered,  that  Uie  petitioner  be  ad- 
mitted." 

VqL  VI,  p.  977,  sec.  9.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  370.] 

II.  Burden  of  proof. 
IV.  Judgment   or  order. 
5.  Hes  judicata. 
VII.  Vacation  of  proceedings. 

II.  Burden  of  Pboof  (p.  978) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
In  re  Vasicek,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1921)  271  Fed. 
326. 

IV.  Judgment  ob  Obdeb 

5.  Res  Judicata    (p.   979) 

A  denial  of  a  candidate's  petition  lor 
naturalization  on  the  ground  that  he  is  not 
a  man  of  good  moral  character  will  debar 
his  again  seeking  citizenship  for  at  least 
five  years.  In  re  Kornstein,  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)    268  Fed.  172. 

VII.  Vacation  of  Pbocbedinos    (p.  980) 

Procuring  passport  as  citizen  of  foreign 
country. — A  petition  for  naturalization  will 
be  denied  where  it  appears  that  the  appli- 
cant subsequent  to  his  declaration  of  inten- 
tion presented  himself  before  the  diplomatic 
officer  of  his  native  land  and  procured  a 
passport  as  a  subject  of  that  country.  In  re 
Aldani,    (E.    B.    Mo.    1920)    269   Fed.    193. 


The  court  said :  "  Some  three  months  after 
filing  the  petition  for  naturalization  in  ques- 
tion, the  candidate,  on  his  own  testimony, 
returned  to  Italy,  the  country  of  his  na- 
tivity. He  was  unable  to  procure  a  passport 
from  the  American  authorities.  He  accord- 
ingly presented  himself  before  the  diplimatic 
officer  of  his  native  land,  stationed  here  in 
St.  Louis,  and  procured  a  passport  as  an 
Italian  subject.  Therein  he  renewed  his 
oath  of  allegiance  to  the  monarch  governing 
that  country. 

"  Such  action  is  inconsistent  with  the 
avowal  contained  in  the  declaration  of  inten- 
tion of  the  candidate.  His  petition  for 
naturalization  will  accordingly  have  to  be 
denied  for  the  reason  that  the  declaration 
of  intention  has  been  nullified.  A  petition 
for  naturalization  not  predicated  on  a  valid 
declaration  of  intention,  ia  void.' 
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Vol.  VI,  p.  983,  sec.  11.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  371.] 

Scope  of  examination. —  The  government 
may  inquire  into  the  entire  life  history  of 
a  candidate  in  determining  his  right  to 
naturalization  through  the  cross  examina- 
tion prescribed  by  this  section.  In  re  Kom* 
stein,   (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)   26S  Fed.  172. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  987,  sec.  15.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  373.] 

II.  Construction  in  general. 
III.  Grounds   for   cancellation. 

2.  Fraud. 

3.  Illegal  procurement. 

II.  CoNSTBUcno:?  in  General  (p.  990) 

**  Illegally." — A  narrow  meaning  will  not 
be  attached  to  the  word  "  illegally  by  para- 
phrasing it  with  "  unlawfully.'*  U.  S.  v, 
Olsen,    (W.   D.  Wash.   1921)    272   Fed.   70«w 

Certificates  of  citizenship  affected. —  The 
provisions  of  this  section  apply  not  only  to 
certificates  of  citizenship  issued  under  the 
act  but  to  all  certificates  of  citizenship 
which  may  have  been  issued  heretofore  by 
any  court  exercising  jurisdiction  in  natural- 
ization proceedings  under  prior  laws. 
Schurmann  v.  V.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  917. 

III.  Geounds  foe  Cancellation 

2.  Fraud   (p.  991) 

Disloyalty  at  time  of  making  applicatioii. 
—  In  U.  S.  17.  Herberger,  (W.  D,  Wash. 
1921 )  272  Fed.  278,  the  certificate  of  natural- 
ization issued  to  the  defendant,  a  person  of 
German  birth,  was  cancelled  on  the  ground 
of  disloyalty  existing  at  the  time  of  making 
his  application.  The  court  said :  "  Loyalty 
or  allegiance  is,  necessarily,  of  slow  growth; 
therefore,  somewhat  involuntary,  not  fully 
subject  to  the  will.  Those  who  lightly,  fear 
temporary  advantages,  undertake  to  change 
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their  alle^riance,  are  liable  to  overlook  the 
deep-seated  nature  of  this  feeling;  but  the 
fact  that  not  until  afterwards,  in  times  of 
stress,  la  it  made  manifest  that  the  desires, 
suflFered  to  lie  dormant,  are  .stronger  for 
their  native  than  their  adopted  country, 
although  this  fact  may  not  be  fuU^'^  realized 
at  the  time  of  their  naturalization,  renders 
it  none  the  less  a  le^al  fraud  for  the  appli- 
cant to  fail  to  disclose  his  true,  although 
latent,  feeling  in  such  a  matter.*' 

3.  Illegal  Procurement   (p.  982) 

In  general. —  Where  an  alien  engaged  in 
an  immoral  and  illegal  business  procures 
naturalization  he  will  on  proper  proceedings 
be  stripped  of  his  citizenship  on  the  ground 
that  he  fraudulently  and  illegally  procured 
the  same.  In  re  Kornstein,  (£.  D.  Mo.  1920) 
2M  Fed.  172. 

False  swearing  in  renouncing  allegiance. — 
Original  fraud  in  renouncing  allegiance  to  a 
foreign  sovereign  may  be  determined  by  later 
conduct  of  the  person.  Schurmann  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  917,  so 
holding  in  the  case  of  a  person  of  German 
birth  who  before  and  during  the  war  with 
Germany  showed  his  allegiance  to  that  na- 
tion by  his  remarks  and  conduct. 

Membership  in  organization  to  promote 
anarchy. —  In  U.  S.  v.  Oleen,  (W.  D.  Wash. 
1921)  272  Fed.  706,  a  certificate  of  naturali- 
zation to  a  member  of  the  I.  W.  W.  organiza- 
tion was  cancelled  as  ill^ally  prociir^. 

Val.  VI,  p.  1 001 ,  sec.  30.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  379.] 

Section  as  repealing  R.  S.  sec.  2169. —  The 
act  did  not  repeal  by  implication  section 
2169  of  the  Kevised  Statutes  (see  6  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  2d  ed.  p.  944 ) .  Petition  of  Easurk 
Emsen  Charr,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1921)  273  Fed. 
207. 

Purpose. —  This  act  was  passed  in  order 
**  to  make  possible  the  naturalization  of  citi- 
zens of  the  Philippine  Islands  and  of  Porto 
Rico,  who  were  theretofore  generally  ex- 
cluded because,  first,  the  naturalization  laws 
of  the  United  States  applied  only  to  aliens, 
aqd,  second,  they  required  a  renunciation  of 
former  allegiance.  It  was  contended  that 
this  provision  of  the  act  of  190G  removed 
the  inhabitants  of  those  islands  from  the 
limitation  of  section  2169.  A  native  of  the 
Philippine  Islands  applied  for  citizenship 
upon  that  ground.  Ethnologically  he  was  > 
found  to  be  one-fourth  white  and  three- 
fourths  brown  or  Malay.  His  application 
was  denied  for  the  reason  that  he  was  not 
a  white  person,  and  section  2169  controlled 
and  limited  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  1906 
as  part  of  the  general  naturalization  statute 
of  the  United  States."  Petition  of  Easurk 
Emsen  Charr,  (W.  I>.  Mo.  1921)  273  Fed. 
207. 


1918  Supp.,  p.  488,  sec.  1,  par. 
seventh. 

Pnzpose  and  scope  of  act. — "The  purpose 
of  this  act  is  well  understood.  It  was  to 
reward  those  aliens  who  had  entered  the 
military  or  naval  service  of  the  United 
States,  as  therein  described,  by  admitting 
them  to  citizenship  without  many  of  the 
slow  processes,  formalties,  and  strictness  of 
proofs  which  were  rigidly  provided  and  en- 
forced under  the  law  affecting  naturalization 
as  it  existed  then,  and  as  it  exists  now.  The 
amendments  made  were  not  to  the  title  as  a 
whole,  but  primarily  to  section  4  of  the  Act 
of  June  29,  1906,  34  Stat.  596.  This  section 
deals,  not  with  persons  eligible  to  become 
naturalized,  but  with  the  procedure  to  be 
taken  and  the  showing  to  be  made  bv  those 
elsewhere  defined  to  be  eligible.  This  in 
itself  is  significant  in  its  bearin;?  upon  the 
specific  interpretation  we  are  required  to 
make.     •     •     • 

"  It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
policy  of  our  law,  from  1802  down  to  the 
present  time,  has  had  in  view  the  preven- 
tion of  all  aliens,  not  free  white  persons, 
from  becoming  citizp.ns.  The  first  exception 
was  introduced  by  the  act  of  July  14,  1870, 
at  which  time  persons  of  African  na- 
tivity and  African  descent  were  included, 
in  view,  as  has  been  stated,  of  the 
peculiar  situation  of  inhabitants  in  this 
country  of  that  race.  The  revisers  of  the 
laws  of  the  United  States,  at  the  first 
session  of  the  P^orty-Third  Congress  from 
1873  to  1874,  inadvertently  omitted  the  words 
'free  white  persons'  from  section  2169;  but 
this  was  immediately  corrected,  upon  dis- 
covery, by  Act  of  February  18,  1875,  entitled 
*  An  act  to  correct  errors  and  to  supply 
omissions  in  the  Revised '  Statutes  of  the 
United  States,'  and  the  language  of  that 
section  was  restored  to  its  present  reading. 
The  repealing  section  of  the  act  of  1906  did 
not  include  section  2169,  and  the  present  act 
of  1918  expressly  preserves  it  in  force,  'ex- 
cept as  specified  in  the  seventh  subdivision 
of  this  act  and  under  the  limitation  therein 
defined.*  The  history  of  legislation  upon  this 
subject  convincingly  demonstrates  the  pur- 
pose of  Congress  to  limit  applicants  for  natu- 
ralization to  free  white  persons  and  those 
of  African  nativitv  and  descent."  Petition 
of  Easurk  Emsen  Charr,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1921) 
273  Fed.  207. 

"Any  alien."  — The  words  "any  alien." 
appearing*  in  the  Act  of  May  9,  1918,  are 
subject  to  prior  judicial  interpretation,  and 
embrace  only  such  aliens  as  could  thereto- 
fore have  been  admitted  to  citizenship,  and 
merely  provide  more  expeditious  and  favor- 
able terms  of  admission  than  before  existed. 
In  reOeronimo  Para,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1919)  269 
Ved.  643. 

The  privilege  granted  by  this  portion  is 
limited  to  those  races  otherwise  eligible  to 
naturalization  and  has  been  held  not  to  ex' 
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tend  the  privilege  to  a  Korean.  Petition  of 
Easurk  Emseai  Charr,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1921) 
273  Fed-  207. 

Effect  of  military  service  by  aliens. —  It 
may  be  added  that  the  provisions  of  the 
draft  law  clearly  did  not  contemplate  the 
incorporation  of  those  not  eligible  to  citizen- 
ship into  the  land  and  naval  force«  of  the 
United  States.  That  such  may  have  been 
inducted  into  the  service  through  voluntary 
enlistment  or  inadvertence  of  draft  boards 
cannot  affect  the  purpose  of  Congress,  in 
regard  to  naturalization.  Petition  of  Eaeurk 
Emsen  Charr,  (W  D.  Mo.  1921)  273  Fed. 
207,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"  What  are  tlie  specifications  referred  to 
in  the  seventh  subdivision,  and  what  is  the 
limitation  therein  defined?  As  hajs  been  said, 
the  only  reference  to  race  contained  in  tha^t 
teotion  was  as  to  Filipinos  and  Porto  Ricane. 
For  this  reason,  it  mav  well  have  been 
deemed  neoeseary,  or  at  least  expedient,  to 
reaffirm  the  binding  force  and  effect  of  flec- 
tion 2169.  It  has  alreadv  been  shown  tliat 
Filipinos,  in  certain  cases,  have  been  ad- 
judged inadmiasible  to  ci/tizenship  because  of 
racial  disqualification.  Some  citizens  of 
Porto  Rico  may  be  conceived  to  present  simi- 
lar disabilities.  Congress,  in  passing  this 
law,  must  be  presumed  to  have  acted  with 
knowledge  of  all  previous  legislation  and  of 
its  interpretation  by  the  courts.  The  ex- 
ceptions referred  to  must  have  been  the 
races  especially  mentioned  in  the  seventh 
subdivision,  and  the  limitation  was  the  mili- 
tary or  naval  service  performed.  In  other 
words,  under  the  general  law,  neither  a  Fili- 
pino nor  a  Porto  Rioan  could  necessarily 
have  been  admitted  to  citizenship.  Under 
this  subdivision,  he  may  be,  irrespective  of 
race,  if  he  has  performed  the  service  speci- 
fied. 

*'  If,  as  contended  by  the  petitioner,  the 
exception  reserved  was  intended  to  mean  any 
alien  who  should  perform  military  service, 
it  is  difficult  to  perceive  why  the  provision 
CM  to  the  continuing  force  of  section  2169 
was  necessary  at  all;  the  limitation  of  mili- 
tary or  naval  service  being  sufficient  to  pre- 
serve tlhat  section  intact  in  all  its  general 
features.  This  view  is  corroborated  and  em- 
phasized by  the  fact  that,  throughout  the 
original  title  30,  Revised  Statutes  of  1878, 
the  term  '  any  alien '  is  used  repeatedly 
without  qualification,  the  limitation  to  free 
white  persons  and  those  of  African  nativity 
and  descent  being  raised  entirely  from  sec- 
tion 2169;  and  Uie  same  is  true  of  section 
2166  and  other  acts  conferring  special  privi- 
leges upon  soldiers  and  sailors.  Moreover, 
as  has  been  previously  stated,  the  Act  of 
May  9,  1918,  was  chiefly  intended  to  modify 
section  4  of  the  Act  of  1906  as  to  procedure 
merely,  shortening  the  time  and  smoothing 
the  way  to  citizenship.  Section  2169  has  to 
do  only  with  racial  qualification ,  and  out  of 


abundance  of   caution   it   was   expressly  re- 
affirmed." 

''Merchant  vessel"  defined. — A  merchant 
vessel  is  a  ship  that  ia  engaged  in  a  carrying 
trade  in  connection  with  trade  and  commerce, 
and  not  merely  engaged  in  the  transportation 
of  such  goods  as  may  be  necessary  for  re- 
pairs of  cable  lines  of  a  privately  owned  con- 
cern, and  which  goods  are  not  dosicn"-!  for 
the  general  trade.  In  re  Jupp,  (\V.  D.  Wash. 
1921)  274  Fed.  494. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  491,  sec.  1,  par. 
tenth. 

Act  available  to  supply  record  eridenoe  of 
naturalisation. —  In  Stats  v.  Superior  Ct., 
(1920)  113  Wash.  54,  193  Pac.  226,  this  act 
was  referred  to  arguendo  in  sustaining  a 
state  statute  prescribing  the  proof  of  citizen- 
ship to  be  furnished  by  a  naturalized  citizen. 
Answering  an  argument  that  it  disfranchised 
citizens  who  might  be  unable  to  furnish  rec* 
ord  evidence  of  their  naturalization,  the  court 
quoted  the  act  and  said: 

"It  will  be  noted  that  this  statute  pro- 
vides that  any  person  not  an  alien  enemy, 
who  has  resided  uninterruptedly  in  the 
ITwited  States  during  the  5  years  next  pre- 
ceding July  1,  1914,  and  was  on  that  date 
otherwise  quaH'fied  to  become  a  citizen  of  the 
Ignited  States,  and  because  of  misinformation 
regarding  his  citizenship  status  erroneously 
exercised  the  rights,  and  performed  the 
duties  of  a  citizen  in  good  faith,  may  file  a 
petition  for  naturalization  prescribed  by  the 
law,  without  making  the  preliminary  decla- 
ration of  intention  required  of  other  aliens, 
and  upon  eatiefactory  proof  may  be  admitted 
as  a  citizen  of  the  United  States.  Even  if 
the  naturalization  papers  or  a  copy  thereof 
cannot  be  produced,  it  is  no  great  hardship 
upon  a  naturalized  citizen,  who  has  previ- 
ously in  good  faith  exercised  the  rights  and 
performed  the  duties  of  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States,  to  comply  with  that  act,  and 
thereby  be  able  to  furnish  the  proof  required 
by  the  registration  act  of  this  state." 

1919  Supp.,  p.  274,  sec.  1. 

Scope  of  section. —  In  Petition  of  Easurk 
Emsen  Charr,  (D.  C.  W.  D.  Mo.  1921)  273 
Fed.  207,  the  court  said,  regarding  ihin 
section : 

"  Because  of  the  importance  of  the  ques- 
tion involved  and  the  earnestness  of  counsel, 
the  court  has  made  further  investigation  of 
the  proceedings  in  Congress  attending  this 
legislation,  in  order,  if  possible,  to  ascertain 
the  intent  and  purpose  of  that  body  in  view 
of  the  claimed  ambiguity  in  the  language 
employed.  This  enactment  appears  in  the 
naturalization  section  of  the  Sundry  Civil 
Act  Public  No.  21,  66th  Congress.  It  is  not 
mentioned  in  the  report  on  the  bill,  and  a 
search  of  the  Congressional  Record  discloses 
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that  it  was  not  mentioned  in  any  of  tlie 
debates  either  in  the  House  or  Senate,  and 
therefore  there  is  nothing  in  the  records  of 
Congresfi  to  show  t^e  intent  of  Congresa  aa 
to  this  particular  section.  It  is  worthy  of 
note  in  this  connection  that  a  bill  of  similar 
purport,  H.  B.  6804,  entitted  *A  bill  to  facili- 
tate the  naturalization  of  persons  who  served 
in  the  military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 
States  ainoe  April  6,  1917,  who  have  been, 
or  who  may  be,  honorably  discharged  there- 
from/ introduced  June  27,  1919,  by  Congrew- 
man  Rogers,  and  referred  to  the  committee 
on  immigration  and  naturaldzfttiofn,  failed 
to  pass.  It  would  seem,  therefore,  that  this 
clause  of  the  naturalization  section  of  the 
Act  approved  July  19,  1919,  was  simply 
attached  as  a  rider  to  an  appropriation  bill, 
and  went  through  without  scrutiny  or  debate 
by  either  house.  It  cannot,  therefore,  in  the 
absence  of  language  clearly  expressing  that 
purpose,  be  held  to  relax  the  provneione  of 
the  prior  Act  of  May  9,  1918,  wliich  have 
been  duly  oonaddered. 

"  The  court  has  aleo  received  a  copy  of  the 
report  of  the  Senate  committee  on  immigra- 


tion upon  the  Art  of  May  9,  1918,  aforesaid. 
It  contains  this  significant  language: 

'' '  It  [section  2  of  the  act]  also  declares 
that  nothing  in  the  act  shall  enlarge  or 
repeal  in  any  way  section  2169  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes,  except  as  epecified  in  the 
seventh  subdivision  and  under  the  limita- 
tion therein  defined.  This  means  tliat 
Filipinos  may  be  naturalized  who  are  enlisted 
in  the  army  or  navy  of  the  United  States 
and  are  honorably  discharged  therefrom.' 

**  This  confirms  the  purpose  and  intent  of 
Congress  as  deduced  €Uid  declared  in  the  fore- 
going memorandum.  The  words  '  uaj  person 
of  foreign  birth'  occurring  in  the  Act  of 
July  19,  supra,  do  not  enlarge  the  word 
'alien'  as  contemplated  by  these  acts,  in 
view  of  their  specific  reservations.  A  reason 
for  the  later  legislation,  if  one  is  necessary 
to  be  advanced,  is  foimd  in  the  further  limi- 
tation of  the  application  of  the  provisions 
of  section  7  to  a  period  of  one  year  after  all 
the  American  troops  troops  are  returned  to 
the  United  States,  which  provision  is  not 
found  in  the  earlier  act." 
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Vol.  VI,  p.  1141,  sec-  1496.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  295.] 

Promotion  as  of  what  date. —  Where  an  en- 
sign in  the  Navy  entitled  to  promotion  to 
the  grade  of  junior  lieutenant  on  January  31, 
1910,  successfully  passes  his  examination  as 
required  by  this  section,  but  is  found  tem- 
porarily disqualified  by  the  medical  board 
acting  under  R.  S.  sec  1493,  and  afterwards 
successfully  passes  the  medical  examination, 
he  is  entitled  to  the  pay  of  lieutenant,  junior 
grade,  from  the  date  when  he  was  eligible 
to  promotion  to  that  grade.  Wadsworth  v. 
V.  S.,  (1920)   55  Ot.  CI.  383. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  1154,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 
vol.  V,  p.  302.] 

Effect  of  authority  to  sell  given  by  Presi- 
dent.—  The  effect  of  authority  thus  given  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  sell  a  vessel 
for  such  price  as  he  shall  approve  is  only 
to  relieve  him  of  the  restriction  of  the  act 
of  1883  that  a  bid,  to  be  accepted,  must 
be  more  than  th^  appraised  value  and  to  per- 
mit him  to  reject  all  bids,  if  they  be  wholly 
inadequate.  U.  S.  v.  Levinson,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1920)-  267  Fed.  692. 

Highest  bidder  not  selected. —  Where  by 
mistake  the  highest  bid  for  a  vessel  is  not 
known  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  owing 
to  its  having  been  placed  with  bids  for  an- 
other vessel  and  he  executes  a  bill  of  sale 


to  a  lower  bidder  who  had  apparently  made 
the  highest  bid,  the  government  is  not  bound 
by  his  act,  as  he  was  bound  to  deliver  the 
bill  of  sale  to  the  highest  bidder.  U.  S.  r. 
Levinson,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
692. 

Vol.  VI,  p.  1168,  sec-  9.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  395.] 

Effect  of  setting  aside  sentence. —  Where 
one  is  dismissed  from  the  United  States 
navy  pursuant  to  a  sentence  of  a  summary 
court-martial  with  what  is  known  as  a  bad 
conduct  discharge,  his  service  in  the  navy  is 
terminated  and  the  fact  that  the  sentence 
of  the  court-martial  is  subsequently  set  aside 
and  that  he  reports  for  duty  under  protest 
when  directed  but  does  not  re-enlist,  gives 
the  navy  no  further  control  over  him.  Ex  p. 
Harris,   (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)   268  Fed.  911. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  541,  par.  (b). 

Power  to  modify  or  cancel  held  not  appli- 
cable as  to  subcontracts  in  West,  etc.,  Co.  v. 
Bethlehem  Shipbuilding  Corp.,  (D.  C.  Mass. 
1<920)   2«6  Fed.  557. 

1918     Supp.,     p.     551.      [Uniform 

gratuity  for  training,  etc.] 

What  constitutes  severance  of  connection 
with  service. —  Where  an  ensign  in  the  Naval 
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Regerve  Force  receives  an  order  from  the 
Navy  Department  stating  that  he  is  dis- 
charged from  the  U.  S.  Naval  Reserve  Force, 
and  the  next  day  accepts  a  commission  as 
temporary  ensign,  in  the  Regular  Navy,  his 
connection  with  the  service  is  not  severed 
within  the  meaning  of  this  paragraph.  Price 
V.  U.  S.,  (1920)  55  Ct.  CI.  499. 


1918     Supp.,     p.    555.       [Clothing 

gratuity  to  members,  etc.] 
Effect  of  checking  account  by  Treasury 
officers. —  This  paragraplh  does  not  prevent  a 
member  of  the  Naval  Reserve  Force  from  re- 
covering his  uniform  gratuity  even  though 
his  account  had  already  been  checked  by  the 
accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury.  Price  v, 
U.  S.,   (1920)   55  Gt.  CL  499. 
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Vol.  VI,  p.  1252,  sec.  4438.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  398.] 

Failure  to  have  government  license  at  de- 
fense to  ciyil  action. —  Where  a  canal  com- 
pany licenised  a  person  to  act  as  pilot  of 
vessels  through  the  Cape  Cod  canal  and  he 
undertook  to  pilot  a  boat  through  a  channel 
which  had  been  dredged  in  Buzzard's  Bay 
end  which  formed  an  approach  to  the  canal, 
when  an  accident  happened-,  the  oanal  com- 
])any  cannot  set  up  in  defence  to  an  action 
against  it  for  the  pilot's  alleged  negligence 
the  fact  that  he  has  not  obtained  a  govern- 


ment license  to  «tct  as  pilot  in  Buzzard's 
Bay.  Boston,  etc.,  Canal  Co.  v,  Ohadwick, 
(a  C.  A.  l«fc  Oir.  1920)  266  Fed.  775,  wherein 
it  was  said: 

"  The  canal  company,  by  granting  a  license 
to  McBride,  held  him  out  as  one  who  had 
such,  special  knowledge,  and  if  it  issued  him 
such  a  license  without  his  having  obtained 
a  government  license  as  a  pilot  for  Buzzard's 
Bay,  it  cannot  take  advantage  of  its  wrong 
by  claimang  that  it  should  be  relieved  from 
the  consequence  of  his  negligence  because  he 
did  not  have  a  government  license." 
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Vol.  VII,  p.  11,  sec.  4883.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  417.] 

I.  Nature  of  patent. 
II.  Validity  of  patent. 

I.  Nature  of  Pateitt  (p.  11) 

Authority  Xo  issue. —  The  patent  laws  of 
the  United  States  are  addressed  to  no  one 
in  pai^ticular,  but  dictated  by  public  policy, 
restrained  only  by  the  Constitution,  that  the 
patent  "  secure  for  limited  time  to  inventors 
the  exclusive  right  to  their  discovery."  U.  S. 
V.  United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.,  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)   264  Fed.   138. 

Power  of  Congress  —  ContracU,  Bales, 
leases  and  licenses. —  There  is  nothing  in  the 
laws  relating  to  patents  which  in  any  wise 
affects  contracts  for  license,  use,  sale,  or  lease 
of  patented  articles.  They  are  subject  to  the 
same  governmental  and  legislative  control  as 
other  contracts.     The  court  said: 

"While  it  is  true,  as  claimed  by  counsel, 
that  bv  the  Tenth  Amendment  to  the  Con- 
gtitution  the  police  power  is  reserved  to  the 
states,  it  is  now  well  sottled  that,  as  the 
Constitution  vested  in  Congress  the  exclusive 
power  to  regulate  commerce  among  the 
states  and  grant  patents,  it  possesses  what 
is  akin  to  the  police  power  of  the  states,,  the 


•right  to  regulate  actfl  relating  to  tii^n,  in- 
cluding licenses,  sales,  contracts,  and  leases 
of  patented  articles,  especially  when  em- 
ployed in  commerce  among  the  states  or 
foreign  states." 

And  later  in  the  same  case  the  court  fur- 
ther declared: 

*'The  oonclusion  reached  is  that,  while 
Congress  cannot  deprive  a  patentee  of  the 
exclusive  use  of  the  patent,  or  reduce  the 
time  for  which  it  is  granted  by  existing  law, 
without  violating  the  Fifth  Amendment,  a 
patentee  has  no  vested  right  in  conditions 
of  contracts  for  use,  license,  or  lease  of  his 
patented  invention,  wliich  Congress  may  not 
prohibit,  if  in  its  judgment  they  a^e  injuri- 
ous to  the  public  welfare,  though  he  may 
have  possessed  that  right  under  the  common 
or  municipal  law,  as  theretofore  construed 
by  the  courts.  A  patentee  may  exclude  all 
others  from  the  use  of  it;  he  may  withhold  it 
entirely  from  the  public,  if  he  so  desires; 
but,  when  he  enters  into  contracts  for  the 
use  of  it,  his  contracts  are  subject  to  regu- 
lation by  legislative  act,  if  deemed  neces- 
sary for  the  protection  of  the  public,  though 
subject  to  judicial  review.  But  thia  review 
by  the  courts  is  limited  to  only  one  matter: 
i.  e.,  is  there  anv  reasonablv  substantial 
ground  for  the  regulation,  or  is  it  arbitrary 
and   without    anv   substantial   reason?     The 
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wisdom  of  the  act  is  beyond  the  power  of 
the  courts  to  question."  U.  S.  v.  United  Shoe 
Machinery  Co.,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  2«4  Fed. 
1^8.  Hence,  artit^lee  of  commerce,  notwith- 
standing  they  are  covered  by  valid  patents 
become  when  manufactured,  sold  and  placed 
in  the  ordinary  channels  of  trade,  subject  to 
the  same  limitations  and  stand  on  the  same 
footing  as  ordinary  unpatented  articles  of 
commerce;  and  whatever  would  be  an  illegal 
combination  in  restraint  of  trade  having  for 
its  subject-matter  unpatented  articles  will  be 
an  illegal  combination  if  the  articles  are 
patented.  U.  8.  v.  Schrader,  (N.  D.  Ohio 
1919)  264  Fed.  175,  wherein  it  wae  held 
that  agreements  between  a  manufacturer  and 
jobbers  for  the  sale  to  them  of  the  manu- 
facturer'a  own  patented  product  on  condition- 
or  with  the  understanding  on  their  part  that 
they  will  resell  that  product  onJy  at  certain 
prices  fixed  or  listed  by  the  manufacturer 
were  not  per  se  contracts  or  combinations  or 
conspiracies  in  restraint  of  trade  in  violaticm 
of  the  proviflionfl  of  the  Sherman  Anti-Trust 
Act. 

Nature  and  priyileges  of  patent  right.— 
A  patent  ie  a  contract  made  by  acceptance 
by  the  government  of  the  proposition  made 
by  the  inventor  in  his  application.  Tomp- 
kina-Hawley-Fuller  Co.  v.  Holden,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  424.  And  is  in  the 
nature  of  property.  IT.  S.  v.  United  Shoe 
Machinery  Co.,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  264  Fed. 
138. 

Purpose  and  effect  of  patent  right— It  has 
long  been  settled  that  the  patentee  receives 
nothing  from  the  law  which  he  did  not  have 
before,  and  that  the  only  effect  of  his  patent 
is  to  restrain  others  from  manufacturing, 
using  or  selling  that  which  he  has  invented. 
The  patent  law  simply  protects  him  in  the 
monopoly  of  that  which  he  has  invented  and 
has  described  in  the  claims  of  his  patent. 
Motion  Picture  Patents  Co.  v.  Universal  Film 
Mfg.  Co.,  (1917)  243  U.  S.  602,  37  S.  Ct.  416. 
61  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  871,  Ann.  Cas.  1918A  959, 
L.  R.  A.  1917E  1187. 

Construction. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  Tompkins-Hawley- 
Fuller  Co.  v.  Holden,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  424;  I.  T.  S.  Rubber  Co.  r.  Essex 
Rubber  Co.,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  270  Fed.  593. 

Patents  are  to  be  liberally  construed  so 
as  to  secure  to  an  inventor  the  real  invention 
which  he  intends  to  secure  by  his  patent. 
Tomplcins-Hawley-Fuller  Co.  f.  Holden,  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  424. 

II.  Validity  or  Patent   (p.  12) 

PxesumptioB. —  To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  Window  Gla&»s  Mach.  Co.  i-. 
Smethport  Window  Glass  Co.,  (W.  D.  Pa. 
1917)   266  Fed.  85. 

The  validity  of  a  patent  depends  on  nov- 
elty, utility  and  invention.  Tompkins-Haw- 
ley- Fuller  Co.  v,  Holden,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
19£1)   273  Fed.  424. 


Vol.  VII,  p.  14,  sec.  4884.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  419.] 

IV.  Grant  to  PATBinxs  (p.  20) 

Expiration  of  patent  —  Rights  of  publie,-^ 
In  Lenox  r.  Jones,  etc.,  Corp.,  (D.  C.  Mass. 
1921)  271  Fed.  511,  it  was  said:  "That 
rights  of  monopoly,  under  patents  based  upon 
machines,  instrumentalities,  desigpis,  etc,  ex- 
pire at  the  end  of  the  term  expressed  in  the 
patent  (except,  perhaps,  as  to  exact  copies, 
or  something  in  striking  similitude,  in  bad 
faith ) ,  and  that  things  covered  by  the  patent 
become  public  property  —  provided  they  are 
reasonably  marked,  by  the  name  of  the  manu- 
facturer who  adopts  them,  and  are  reason- 
ably and  properly  designated  as  something 
made  by  one,  other  than  the  original  pat- 
entee, or  producer,  or  manufacturer,  by  giv- 
ing the  true  name  of  the  one  who  makes 
them,  and  puts  them  into  the  trade,  except 
perhaps  in  cases  in  exact  like,  or  perhaps 
something  in  very  close  similitude,  of  the 
original  in  bad  faith,  to  the  end  that  pur- 
chasers shall  *not  be  deceived  into  buying  a 
particular  thing  as  an  original,  when  it  is 
not,  and  thus  deceived  into  buying  something 
they  are  not  getting  —  seems  to  have  been 
settled  by  decisions." 

Vol.  VII,  p.  22,  sec.  4885.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  420.] 
Priority  of  patents  dated  on  lame  day. — 
To   same  effect   as   original   annotation,   see 
Hubbell  V.  General  Electric  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  564. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  23,  sec.  4886.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  421.] 

I.  In  general. 
II.  Who  may  obtain  patents. 

III.  What  may  be  patented. 

IV.  Invention. 
V.  Utility. 

VI.  Novelty  and  anticipation. 
VII.  Prior  use  or  sale. 
VIII.  Abandonment. 

I.  Ii7  Genebal  (p.  23) 

The  limitation  of  two  years  within  which 
claims  may  be  taken  from  a  patent  arises 
from  the  application  of  a  sound  principle  of 
public  policy  for  the  prevention  of  the  undue 
extension  of  monopoly  by  procrastination  in 
the  assertion  of  adverse  rights  against  one 
already  in  possession.  De  Ferranti  v.  Har- 
matta,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  273  Fed.  357. 

II.  Who  May  Obtain  Patents   (p.  23) 

Person  entitled  to  patent  —  Invention  ai 
request  of  another. —  Where  the  agent  of  a 
film  manufacturing  company  requests  a 
manufacturer  of  carbon  paper,  who  is  highly 
skilled  in  the  art,  to  invent  a  special  kind 
of  such  paper  which  shall  have  certain  prop- 
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erties,  but  does  not  disclose  any  means  of 
attaining  the  result,  and  the  latter  complies 
with  the  request  and  manufactures  paper 
fulfilling  the  requirements,  he  is  entitled  to 
a  patent  as  the  inventor.  Pembroke  v.  Sul- 
zer,   (App.  Gas.  D.  C.  1920)   265  Fed.  996. 

Employer  and  employee  —  Conception  of 
employer  carried  out  by  employee. —  To  the 
same  effect  as  the  first  paragraph  of  the  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  Laughlin  v.  Burry,  (App. 
Gas.  D.  C.  1921)   270  Fed.  1013. 

Effect  of  suggestions  hy  employees. — "  Sug- 
gestions as  to  improvements  during  experi- 
mentation may  be  made  by  workmen  or  as- 
sociates of  the  inventor,  but  do  not  thereby 
deprive  the  inventor  of  the  sole  right  to 
claim  invention,  if  they  are  not  of  them- 
selves patentable,  or  if  they  have  to  do  with 
mere  details  in  the  work  which  were  pointed 
out  to  the  inventor  and  accepted  and  worked 
out  by  him,  so  that  his  own  independent 
effort  is  actually  responsible  for  the  complete 
device.  It  is  frequently  difficult  in  a  simple 
structure  to  determine  whether  there  was 
participation  by  other  people*  in  what  is 
claimed  as  invention,  or  whether  the  in- 
ventor has  received  ideas  from  his  workmen 
and  associates,  under  such  circumstances  that 
his  own  mind  has  been  working  with  these 
associates,  and  has  arrived  at  the  result 
without  independent  invention  on  their  part. 
Frequently  this  question  must  be  determined 
by  the  acts  of  the  parties.  A  share  of  credit 
for  an  invention  does  not  mean  that  there 
has  been  joint  invention  in  the  legal  sense, 
nor  is  an  inventor  to  be  deprived  of  his  prop- 
erty in  the  invention  because  subsequently 
those  who  have  voluntarily  assisted  him  de- 
cide that  they  should  have  demanded  recog- 
nition as  coinventors  in  applying  for  a 
patent."  Cline  v.  Horton,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921) 
274  Fed.  728. 

Where  an  employee  is  the  actual  inventor 
the  employer  is  not  entitled  to  any  rights  in 
the  patent  by  reason  of  the  relation  of  em- 
ployer and  employee  in  the  absence  of  some 
contract  right.  Ingle  v.  Landis  Tool  Co., 
(C.  C.  A,  3d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  464. 

III.  What  Mat  Be  Patented   (p.  35) 

Process. — A  process  patent  is  void  where 
it  represents  only  the  functions  of  a  machine. 
United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.  v.  L.  Q.  White 
Shoe  Co.,   (D.  C.  Mass.  1919)   270  Fed.  650. 

Patent  for  product  as  barring  process 
patent. — A  patent  for  an  article  does  not 
bar  a  patent  for  the  process  by  which  it  was 
produced,  where  the  application  for  the  proc- 
ess patent  was  a  division  of,  and  was  co- 
pending with,  the  application  which  resulted 
in  the  patent  for  the  article.  In  re  Zenk, 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)   267  Fed.  327. 

Improved  combination. —  The  fact  that 
there  is  no  exact  combination  like  the  one 
sought  to  be  patented,  and  that  the  new 
combination  produces  a  better  result  than 
any  prior  one,  has  been  held  not  to  be  con- 
clusive of  patentability.  .  Rosenwasser  i?.  B. 


E.  Mfg.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  114. 

Imitation. —  Where  claims  disclose  not  a 
mere  imitation  of  an  existing  patent,  but  a 
new  construction,  whereby  an  imitation  is 
made,  the  invention  is  patentable.  Scott  r. 
Aristo  Hosiery  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  266 
Fed.  382.  The  court  said:  "If  the  dealer 
d-eceives  by  statement,  or  by  some  tricky 
method  of  sale,  then  he  who  is  injured  may 
have  a  cause  of  action.  But  where  a  patentee 
contributes  a  new  construction,  whereby  an 
imitation  is  made,  it  cannot  be  presumed,  at 
the  threshold,  that  the  purpose  of  the  imita- 
tion is  to  deceive.  Indeed,  imitations  may 
prove  of  great  utility.  They  may  serve  the 
public  just  as  acceptably  and  effectively  as 
the  real  article  at  less  cost." 

A  patent  on  a  mere  difference  of  de^ee 
in  the  use  of  a  principle  shown  in  the  prior 
art  is  invalid.  Minnesota,  etc.,  Co.  t*.  Eibel 
Process  Ca,  (G.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
540. 

rV.  Invention  (p.  44) 

Determining  invention. —  Invention  is  nott 
determined  by  the  extent  of  the  advance  in 
any  art  which  the  inventor  makes.  Best  wall 
Mfg.  Co.  V.  U.  S.  Gypsum  Co.,  (CCA. 
7th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  642. 

Evidence  of  the  state  of  the  art  is  ad- 
missible in  actions  at  law  under  the  general 
issue  without  a  special  notice,  and  in  equity 
cases,  without  any  averment  in  the  answer 
touching  the  subject.  Brown  v.  Piper,  (1875) 
91  U.  S.  37,  23  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  200;  Kaufl"- 
mann  v.  Sodemann  Heat,  etc.,  Co.,  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)  267  Fed.  435. 

Invention  shown  by  new  combination. —  To 
the  same  effect  as  the  original  annotation, 
see  St.  Louis  Electrical  Works  v.  Fore  Elec- 
trical Mfg.  Co.,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  267  Fed- 
440. 

Functions  of  natural  substances. —  Patent- 
able invention  cannot  be  made  to  depend 
upon  well-known  inherent  qualities,  attri- 
butes, and  functions  of  natural  substances, 
such  as  wood,  iron,  or  steel.  Luten  r.  Kansas 
City  Bridge  Co.,  (W.  D.  Mo.  1921)  272  Fed. 
533. 

"The  production  of  a  new  result  which 
meets  a  recognized  need  and  goes  immedi- 
ately into  general  use  is  held  to  disclose 
invention,  though  there  would  be  no  inven- 
tion in  the  adoption  of  any  one  of  the  suc- 
cessive steps  by  which  the  result  was  at- 
tained." Tompkins-Hawley-FuUer  Co.  t?. 
Holden,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  424. 

A  change  of  well-known  material. —  To 
same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Jenni- 
8on-Wright  Co.  v.  Hempy,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1920)    266  Fed.  372. 

Bringing  art  to  highest  degree  of  perfec- 
tion.— A  device  does-  not  lack  invention 
merely  because  the  inventor  did  not  success- 
fully bring  his  art  to  the  highest  degree  of 
perfection,  nor  because,  without  changes  in 
or  additions  thereto,  it  could  not  be  success- 
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ful  commercially.     Sparks-Withington  Co.  t*. 
Jay,  (C.  G.  A.  6tk  Cir.  1021)  270  Fed.  449. 

But  an  invention  which  adds  nothing  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  art,  and  doee  not  acoom* 
pligh  its  purpose  practically  when  applied  in 
industry,  or  is  so  negligible  in  its  nature 
as  to  be  wholly  imxxui4«rial  in  results,  is 
necessarily  invalid.  Houston  v.  Brown  Mfg. 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  0th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  445. 

Product  of  machanical  ildU. —  To  same 
effect  as  first  paragrajrfi  of  original  annota* 
tion,  see  Pfeffer  v.  Western  Doll  Mfg.  Co., 
(X.  D.  111.  1920)  271  Fed.  124. 

What  is  obvious  to  a  person  skilled  in  the 
particular  line  of  mechanics  is  not  inven- 
tion. Troy  Wagon  Works  Co.  v.  Ohio  Trailer 
Co.,  (CCA.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  012. 

Mechanical  improvements  as  **  invention." 
—  The  claim  of  a  patent,  for  improvements 
in  scaffold  supporting  means,  discloses  no 
invention,  where  the  changes  therein  made  in 
a  device,  described  in  an  earlier  patent  are 
simply  mechanical,  easy  to  discern  and  as 
easy  to  make,  incidental  entirely  to  the  main 
idea  of  the  earlier  patentee,  which  was,  as 
declared  by  him,  to  provide  a  scaffold  that 
would  "  permit  of  adjustment  at  any  height 
during  the  construction  of  a  building  or  the 
repairing  thereof,"  one  which  might  "*  be 
readily  moved  from  one  position  to  another 
by  the  workmen  without  interfering  mate- 
rially with  the  work  being  performMl,"  and 
one  "in  which  different  supports  are  em- 
ployed," and  "  in  which  the  shifting  from 
one  set  of  supports  to  another  set"  might 
"  be  accomplished  without  interfering  in  any 
degree  with  the  workmen  thereon,  or  their 
work."  ^ew  York  Scaffolding  Co.  v.  Liebel- 
Binney  Constr.  Co.,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  24,  41 
S.  Ct  16,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(C  C  A.  9d  Cir.  1917)  243  Fed.  577,  156 
C  C  A.  275.  Followed  in  New  York  Scaf- 
folding Co.  V,  Chain  Belt  Co.,  (1920)  254 
U.  S.  32,  41  8.  Ct  21,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  --» 
reversing  (C  C  A.  7th  Cir.  1917)  245  Fed. 
747,  158  C  C.  A.  149. 

Where  an  improvement  produces  a  new 
and  naeful  result  and  «^ciency  where  there 
has  been  inefficiency  there  is  invention.  In  re 
Coffield,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C  1921)  270  Fed.  695. 

Substitution  of  matsrial. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  West- 
inghouse  Electric,  etc.,  Co.  i?.  Fornica  Insu- 
laUng  Co.,   (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  270  Fed.  m2. 

The  test  of  equivalency. —  To  same  effect 
as  original  annotation,  see  Superior  Skylight 
Co.  V.  Kuhnla,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  26$  Fed. 
282. 

The  difference  between  aggregations  and 
combinations  is  not  academic;  the  compari- 
son frequently  affords  a  valuable  test  of  in- 
vention when  the  subject  is  cumbrous  if  not 
complicated  machinery.  Bryant  Electric  Co. 
r.  Harvey  Hubbell  Co.,  (C  C  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  267  Fed.  672. 

-  Construction  of  patent  for  combination. — 
A  patent  for  a  combination  should  be  more 
stfictly    construed    than    a    pioneer    patent. 
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Handel  Co.  v.  Jefferson  Glass  Co.,  (N.  D. 
W.  Va.  1920)   265  Fed.  286. 

Combination  of  old  devices. —  Invention 
may  lie  in  tiie  adaption  of  old  intermittent 
tools  to  a  continuous  machine.  Juengst  v. 
Hill  Pub.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1919)  267  Fed. 
428. 

"A  mere  aggregation  of  old  and  well-known 
devices  may  or  may  not  be  patentable,  de- 
pending upon  the  circumstances  of  the  par- 
ticular case.  If  the  combination  claimed  is 
an  obvious  one  for  attaining  the  advantages 
proposed,  and  one  which  would  occur  to  any 
mechanic  skilled  in  the  art,  it  would  not  be 
patentable;  and,  if  otherwise,  it  may  be." 
Tompkins-Hawley-FuUer  Co.  v.  Holden,  (C. 
C  A.  2d  Cir.  1921 )  273  Fed.  424. 

A  combination  of  old  devices  entirely 
through  the  intelligence  of  the  user  does  not 
constitute  a  valid  combination.  In  re 
Smithey,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C  1920)  265  Fed. 
1014. 

New  combination  of  old  elements. —  To 
same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Carnes 
Artificial  Limb  Co.  v.  Didworth  Arm  Co., 
(D.  C  Conn.  1921)  273  Fed.  838. 

The  mere  fact  that  each  elenient  of  a  claim 
is  old  and  in  the  same  art  does  not  neces- 
sarily preclude  invention  in  the  combination 
of  these  claims.  Sparks-Withington  Co.  V, 
Jay,  (C  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  449. 

In  Handel  Co.  v.  Jefferson  Glass  Co.,  (N". 
D.  W.  Va.  1920)  265  Fed.  286,  the  court  said 
that  where  a  patent  "is  sought  for  a  com- 
bination of  old  elements  not  only  a  new  and 
useful  result  must  be  attained,  but  it  must 
be  such  as  'amounts  to  discovery  or  inven- 
tion *  —  *  not  of  a  trifling  character,  but  a 
step  in  advance  in  the  useful  arts  *  —  that 
'mere  mechanical  skill  can  never  rise  to  the 
sphere  of  invention.  The  latter  involves 
higher  thought  and  brings  into  activity  a 
different  faculty.  Their  domains  are  dis- 
tinct.' That  '  to  be  patentable  the  invention 
covered  must  consist  of  a  new  and  useful 
means  of  accomplishing  the  result,  and  if 
the  means  consist  of  a  mere  adaptation,  by 
the  application  of  mechanical  skill,  of  de- 
vices previously  well  known,  there  can  be  no 
valid  patent.'  That  merely  making  the  parts 
of  a  machine  or  device  adjustable  with  respect 
to  each  other  does  not  constitute  invention, 
but  is  within  the  ordinary  ingenuity  of  a 
skilled  mechanic.  Fraser  v.  Gates  Iron 
Works,  85  Fed.  441,  29  C  C  A.  261  (C  C. 
A.  7th  Cir.),  certiorari  denied  171  U.  S. 
687,  18  Sup.  Ct.  942.  That  *  an  improvement 
consisting  in  taking  a  material  well  known 
and  long  used  for  the  purpose,  and  using  it 
in  a  method  well  known  and  long  used,  in- 
volves merely  the  skill  of  the  workman,  and 
not  the  genius  of  the  inventor,  and  lacks 
the  novelty  of  a  patent.'  That  'the  substi- 
tution of  a  known  equivalent  for  one  of  the 
elements  of  a  former  structure  is  not  patent- 
able.' That  'the  mere  carrying  forward  or 
extending  the  application  of  a  prior  device, 
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with  a  change  only  in  degree,  (hwjrt  not 
amount  to  invention.'  '* 

Patented  device  as  element  of  combination. 

—  One  who  selects  and  combines  elements 
from  the  inventions  of  others  into  a  new 
structure  adapted  to  accomplish  the  old  re- 
sults is  entitled  to  a  patent  only  for  his 
own  particular  form  of  adaptation.  There 
is  room  for  such  an  adapter  to  have  only  a 
specific  patent  for  his  particular  form  of 
adaptation  and  he  is  not  privileged  to  ex- 
clude others  from  gleaning  in  the  same  gen- 
eral field.  Dalton  Adding  Mach.  Co.  v. 
Rockford  Milling  Mach.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th 
Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  422. 

Combination  producing  new  results* — To 
same  elTect  as  original  annotation,  see  Ohio 
Hake  Co.  v.  Bucker,  etc.,  Plow  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  891. 

New  and  useful  result  necessary. —  To 
same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Ap- 
plication of  Moore,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920) 
265  Fed.  462. 

In  order  to  render  a  combination  patent- 
able the  elements  comprising  it  must  so 
coact  that,  as  a  consequence  thereof,  a  new 
and  useful  result,  and  not  a  mere  aggrega- 
tion of  several  results,  follows.  Egry  Reg- 
ister Co.  V.  Standard  Register  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
$:th  Cir.  1920)   267  Fed.  186. 

Applying  known  processes  in  a  different 
art  with  a  new  and  different  result  is  inven- 
tion. Wenborne-Karpen  Dryer  Co.  r.  Roch- 
ford  Bookcase  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ill,  1921)  269  Fed. 
144. 

Using  repair  methods  for  new  construction. 

—  The  use  for  new  construction  of  a  method 
previously  used  in  repair  jobs,  does  not  con- 
stitute invention.  Bellows  r.  New  York  Cent. 
R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  532. 

Old  process  applied  to  new  material. — 
A  patent  for  a  lard^like  food  product  con- 
sisting of  a  vegetable  oil  partially  hydro- 
genized  to  a  homogeneous  whitish,  yellowish 
product,  musi  be  deemed  void  for  lack  of 
invention,  since  it  was  previously  known  that 
a  vegetable  qil  could  be  changed  into  a  semi- 
solid homogeneous  substance  by  a  process  of 
hydrogenation  arrested  before  completion, 
and  that  the  product  might  be  edible,  and  the 
product  of  this  process  was  also  known  £ind 
open  to  public  use.  Berlin  Mills  Co.  r.  Proc- 
ter, etc.,  Co.,  ( 1920)  264  U.  S.  156,  41  S.  Ct 
75,  65  U.  Sf.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1919)   256  Fed.  23,  167  C.  C.  A.  295. 

New  use  of  old  device. —  The  adoption  of 
common  expedients  in  adapting  an  existing 
machine  to  a  new  use  constitutes  invention, 
the  thought  of  the  utility  and  of  the  result 
being  new.  Cincinnati  Milling  Mach.  Co.  -t'. 
Oakley  Mach.  Tool  Co.,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920) 
268  Fed.  257. 

Seduction  to  practice  —  'Secessity  of  prac- 
tical test. —  It  is  the  actual  test  that  is  essen- 
tial to  establish  reduction  to  practice.  The 
patent  law  recognizes  no  such  thing  as  re- 
doiction  to  practice  nunc  pro  tunc.     Smith 


r.  Warncuk,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  271  Fed. 
556. 

Lack  of  diligence. —  Where  an  applicant's 
early  efforts  do  not  amount  to  reduction  to 
practice,  and  he  does  nothing  thereafter  for 
almost  two  years,  during  which  time  a  com- 
petitor enters  the  field,  he  must  be  regarded 
as  lacking  in  diligence  and  as  not  entitled 
to  an  award  of  priority  in  an  interference 
proceeding.  Du  Rell  v,  Haley,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed.  361. 

Commercial  avccess. —  To  same  effect  as 
original  annotation,  see  Tweedie  r.  Roval  Co., 
(E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  267  Fed.  224. 

The  fact  that  a  patent  was  not  eommer- 
cially  adopted  is  not  inconsistent  with  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  completely  operative. 
Republic  Iron,  etc,  Co.  <?.  Youngstown  Sheet, 
etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
386. 

In  Wire  Wheel  Corp.  v.  Silver,  (S.  D.  N. 
Y.  1919)  266  Fed.  221,  affirmed  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  229,  regarding  com- 
mercial success  as  evidence  of  invention,  the 
court  said:  "As  in  all  successful  patents, 
the  patentee,  properly  enough,  relies  upon 
the  supposed  proof  of  invention  arising  from 
commercial  exploitation.  It  is  a  most  haz- 
ardous test.  Commercial  success,  as  the 
courts  have  repeatedly  observed,  may  arise 
from  many  other  reasons  than  a  new  inven- 
tive idea. "  Without  trying  to  lay  down  any 
exhaustive  definition  of  the  conditions  where 
it  may  be  helpful,  I  can  very  generally  say 
that  its  main  value  is  in  cases  where  the 
existing  means  have  for  some  time  been  un- 
satisfactory, and  where  the  new  step  has  at 
once  answered  the  need  and  displaced'  what 
went  before.  WTien  to  this  is  added  the 
fact  that  others  have  earlier  tried  to  reach 
the  same  result,  the  proof  becomes  telling, 
and  we  hesitate  to  substitute  our  own  judg> 
ment  for  the  objective  evidence  that  the  new 
thing  was  not  so  easy  to  make  as  it  looked." 

General  and  extensive  use. —  Practical  use 
and  extensive  growth  will  outweigh  labora- 
tory tests  in  determining  whether  an  inven- 
tion is  patentable.  Medusa  Concrete  Water- 
proofing Co.  t\  Ceresit  Waterproofing  Co., 
(N.  D.  111.  1920)  271  Fed.  122,  wherein  it 
was  said :  "  Laboratory  tests  cannot  turn 
the  balance  in  the  scale  against  practical  use. 
The  testimony  of  experts  that  a  device  will 
not  work  is  of  no  value,  if  it  does  work.  In 
the  light  of  the  practical  use  of  plaintiff's 
process,  and  its  increasing  groi.Vth.  I  must 
assume  that  Newberry  diseoveretf^something 
worth  while." 

V.  UTTtlTT   (p.  79) 

Utility  as  evidence  of  invention. —  The  evi- 
dent utility  of  a  device,  its  extensive  use  and 
the  absence  of  other  competing  devices 
stronglv  attest  its  patentable  merit.  Tomp- 
kins-Hawlev-Fuller  Co.  t?.  Holden,  (C.  C.  A- 
2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  424. 

Commercial  utility  is  available  only  when 
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a  doubt  aa  to  patenlRbility  arises  and  com- 
mercial   success    must    be    approached    with 
caution  when  the  subject  matter  is  an  article 
of  wear.     Bonnie-B.  Co.  v.  Giguet,   (S.  D.  N." 
Y.  1919)   269  Fed.  275. 

Vogue  and  general  testimony  showing  a 
device  to  be  commercially  successful  has  been 
held  sufficient.  Sandusky  Foundry,  etc.,  Co. 
r.  DeLavaud,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  607. 

"  It  is  the  experience  of  the  courts  that 
some  of  the  most  troublesome  cases  in  which 
to  determine  whether  invention  resides  in  the 
patent  are  those  which  involve  the  simplest 
expedients.  The  reason  is  that  the  more 
easily  a  patent  is  understood  the  more  diffi- 
cult it  is  to  relate  the  mind  back  to  the 
state  of  the  art  as  it  existed  at  the  time  of 
invention.  Thus  it  happesis  that  invention 
is  often  found  by  the  aid  of  commercial  util- 
ity in  resolving  the  doubt  as  to  patentability, 
or  by  the  fact,  inter  alia,  that  an  article  of 
manufacture  long  known  is  so  rearranged 
as  to  be  adapted  to  an  entirely  new  use, 
which  no  one  disclosed  up  to  the  time  in 
question."  Bonnie-B.  Co.  r.  Giguet,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1919)  269  Fed.  272. 

Infringement  as  evidence  of  utility. —  Util- 
ity of  an  invention  is  established  by  the  fact 
that  defendants  have  persisted  in  infringing 
it.  Morgan  Constr.  Co.  r.  Donner  Steel  Co., 
(W.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed.  389. 

Better  than  other  inventions. —  To  same 
effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Tompkins- 
Hawley-Fuller  Co.  r.  Holden,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  424. 

VI.  Novelty  and  Anticipation  (p.  83) 

Test  of  novelty. —  If  there  is  any  doubt  as 
to  patentable  novelty  this  doubt  may  well 
be  resolved  in  favor  of  the  patent  by  its 
commercial  utility.  Eibel  Process  Co.  v, 
Minnesota,  etc.,  Paper  Co.,  (D.  C.  Me.  1920) 
267   Fed.  847. 

Accidental  production. — Accidental  and  un- 
appreciated results  and  functions  in  prior 
uses  are  not  anticipation.  Minnesota,  etc. 
Paper  Co.  v.  Eibel  Process  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st 
Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  640. 

Unintended  feature. —  The  principle  that 
patentees  may  obtain  advantages  in  patents 
which  they  did  not  discover  applies  to  prior 
art  uses.  Minnesota,  etc.,  Paper  Co.  r.  Eibel 
Process  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir*  1921)  274 
Fed.  540. 

Reduction  to  practice  —  In  general — The 
person  to  Arst  conceive  an  invention,  though 
the  last  to  reduce  it  to  practice,  is  entitled 
to  priority  where  he  has  used  diligence.. 
Smith  fj. 'Warnock,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921) 
271  Fed.  556.  But  where  he  is  lacking  in 
diligence  he  will  be  denied  prioritv.  Smith 
V.  Warnodc,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)'  271  Fed. 
559. 

Application  as  reduction  to  practice. — An 
application  for  a  patent  is  a  constructive 
reduction  to   practice.      Bennblic   Iron,   etc., 


Co.  p.  Youngstown  Sheet,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  386. 

Unsttccessfnl  device. —  It  cannot  be  said 
that  a  patent  for  a  device,  which  fails  to 
accomplish  the  desired  end,  is  an  anticipa- 
tion of  one  which  successfully  accmnplishes 
it."  Carnes  Artificial  Limb  Co.  t*.  Di hvorth 
Arm  Co.,  (D.  C  Conn.  1921)  273  Fed.  838. 

''  The  law  is  that  |>rior  inyention  or  dis- 
coveries, relied  on  to  anticipate  or  limit  the 
claim  of  a  later  invention,  must  diHclo-e  a 
method  capable  of  producing  the  result  de- 
signed to  be  obtained."  One-Piece  Bifocal 
Lens  Co.  t?.  Stead,  (W.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274 
Fed.  667. 

Imperfect  device. —  If  the  mechanism  made 
under  a  prior  art  patent  is  capable  of  pro- 
ducing the  same  results,  is  designed,  adapted 
or  used  to  produce  the  same  results  or  per- 
form the  same  function,  it  may  be  success- 
fully set  up  as  an  anticipation  although 
there  are  imperfections  in  it.  Barber  r. 
Otis  Motor  Sales  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  171. 

NoTelty  of  proportions  in  the  case  of 
metals  in  the  sense  of  the  patent  law  in- 
volves something  more  than  figuring  out  pro- 
portions differing  from  any  that  were  known 
before.  It  involves  new  results  from  new 
proportions,  developing  a  new  metal,  or,  it 
may  be,  an  old  metal  with  new  character- 
istics of  structure  or  performance,  embracing 
entirely  new,  or  at  least  substantially  en- 
hanced, qualities  of  utility.  Bethlehem  Steel 
Co.  17.  Churchward  International  Steel  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  361. 

Elements  of  new  combination  found  in 
older  patents. —  To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  Carnes  Artificial  Limb  Co.  v. 
Dilworth  Arm  Co.,  (D.  C.  Conn.  1921)  273 
Fed.  838. 

Reference  to  prior  application. — A  prior 
application  although  not  allowed  until  after 
another's  application  was  filed,  may  be  con- 
sidered in  determ^ining  the  question  raised 
by  the  answer,  whether  the  patentee  was  the 
first  inventor.  VVestinghouse  Electric,  etc., 
Co.  V.  Formica  Insulating  Co.,  (S.  D.  Ohio 
1920)  270  Fed.  632. 

Prior  foreign  patent. — ^A  prior  patent  in 
order  to  be  anticipatory  "  must  be  so  clear 
and  definite  as  to  enable  any  mechanic  skilled 
in  the  art  to  reach  the  patented  invention 
certainly,  directly,  and  without  the  necessity 
of  any  experiment,  and  this  rule  is  enforced 
with  peculiar  strictness  when  the  alleged  dis- 
closure is  found  in  a  foreign  patent  or  pub- 
lication." Selectasine  Patents  Co.  t*.  Prest-0- 
Graph  Co.,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  ,26Y  Fed.  840. 

Foreign  publications. —  FoVeign  publica- 
tions, to  constitute  them  anticipations  of  a 
later  invention,  must  disclose  a  complete  and 
operative  structure,  and,  indeed,  the  descrip- 
tion given  must  be  sufficiently  clear  and  defi- 
nite and  understandable  to  enable  persons 
skilled  in  the  art  or  science  to  which  the 
invention  or  device  belongs  to  practice  and 
construct  it.     Drawings  or  exhibits,  if  any. 
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shown  in  connection  with  prior  publications, 
must  be  con^dered  with  the  published  de- 
scription of  the  device,  which  the  law  re- 
quires must  be  in  "full,  clear,  and  exact 
terms,"  so  that  those  desiring  to  manufac- 
ture the  article  or  reduce  it  to  practice  may 
do  so  without  either  independent  experi- 
ments or  the  exercise  by  them  of  the  inven- 
tive faculty.  If  the  prior  description  and 
drawings  relied  on  do  not  conform  to  that 
rule,  a  subsequently  issued  patent  in  this 
country  for  the  same  invention  is  not  de- 
feated. Permutit  Co.  v.  Harvey  Laundry  Co., 
(W.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  937. 

Date  of  invention. — "An  invention  does  not 
date  from  the  conception  in  the  mind  of  the 
inventor  nor  from  unsuccessful  experiments 
abandoned  by  the  inventor.  He  must  repre- 
sent it  in  some  physical  form  or  impart  his 
conception  to  another."    Yates  v.  Smith,  (D. 

C.  N.  J.  1920)  271  Fed.  27. 

Date  of  issuance  of  patent  as  controlling. 
—  "  For  the  purpose  of  anticipation,  a  patent 
speaks,  not  from  the  date  of  the  application, 
but  from  the  date  of  its  issuance."  Perfec- 
tion Disappearing  Bed  Co.  v.  Murphy  Wall 
Bed.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  28«  Fed. 
698. 

Date  of  foreign  anticipating  patent.— In 
order  to  constitute  anticipation  by  a  foreign 
patent,  the  date  of  such  patent  must  be 
previous  to  the  date  of  the  invention  of  the 
domestic  patent  or  more  than  two  years 
prior  to  the  application  for  the  domestic 
patent.    Barber  v.  Otis  Motor  Sales  Co.,  (N. 

D.  N.  Y.  1920)  265  Fed.  675,  holding  that 
the  foreign  patents  did  not  become  patents 
more  than  two  years  prior  to  the  date  of  the 
application  for  the  domestic  patent. 

Process  —  Anticipation. — A  process  patent 
can  only  be  anticipated  by  a  similar  process. 
Window  Glass  Mach.  Co.  t?.  Smethport  Win- 
dow Glass  Co.,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1917)  266  Fed.  85. 

Successfnl  adoption  and  use. —  In  the  case 
of  a  lighting  fixture  the  presence  of  novelty 
was  held  to  be  met  by  evidence  that  the 
design,  viewed  as  a  whole,  was  new;  that  it 
produced  a  pleasing  sensation  on  the  aesthetic 
sense;  that  it  imparted  a  sense  of  unique- 
ness and  character;  that  it  created  an  en- 
larged demand  for  the  goods,  and  that  it 
attained  great  popularitv.  Bayley  t?.  Krich, 
(D.  C.  N.  J.  1920)  264  Fed.  978. 

Patent  as  evidence  of  novelty.- —  The  grant- 
ing of  a  patent  raises  a  strong  presumption 
of  novelty  and  in  case  of  a  doubt  it  will  be 
resolved  in  favor  of  the  patent.  This  rule 
is  said  to  be  especially  applicable  where  the 
commercial  utility  of  the  apparatus  is  beyond 
dispute.  Permutit  Co.  v.  Harvey  Laundry 
Co.,   (W.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  937. 

Burden  of  proving  priority. —  To  the  sam« 
effect  as  second  paragraph  of  original  annota- 
tion, see  Barber  v.  Otis  Motor  Sales  Co.,  (0. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  171. 

Disproof  of  asserted  anticipation. — "As 
against  the  statutory  defense  of  anticipation, 
the  patentee  may  show,  if  he  can,  the  fact 


of  his  prior  invention  by  drawings,  sketches, 
models,  or  by  any  other  competent  proofs.' 
Barber  v.  Otis  Mo'tor  Sales  Co.,  (N.  D.  N.  Y. 

1920)  265  Fed.  675. 

VII.  Prior  Use  or  Sale  (p.  117) 
For  patents  held  void  because  of  anticipa- 
tion and  prior  use,  see  E.  H.  Mumford  Co.  r. 
Mumford  Molding  Mach.  Co.,   (C.  C.  A.  3d 
Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  80. 

VIII.  Abandonment  (p.  127) 
Discontinuance  of  experiments. — Abandon- 
ment after  making  experiments  which  did  not 
amount  to  «  reduction  to  practice  operates 
to  deprive  a  person,  who  was  inadvertently 
granted  a  patent  while  another's  applicati(Mi 
was  pending,  of  priority  in  interference  pro- 
ceedings.   Jay  V,  Coulomtoe,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 

1921)  .270  Fed.  703. 

In  Halbleib  v,  Bendix,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1921)  270  Fed.  683,  the  facts  were  held  to 
show  an  abandoned  experiment,  there  never 
having  been  an  attempt  to  resurrect  or  com- 
mercialize his  device  after  it  was  tested  until 
after  another  person's  device  was  tested. 

Delay  in  filing  application. —  The  failure 
of  an  inventor  to  file  his  application  for  a 
patent  until  ten  months  after  reducing  it  to 
practice,  will  not  be  regarded  as  an  abandon- 
ment where  it  appears  that  such  delay  was 
due  to  financial  embarrassment.  Hoenig  v. 
Parker,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1970)  267  Fed.  323. 

Bnrdsn  of  proof.— To  same  effect  as  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  Hoenig  v.  Parker,  (App. 
Cas.  D.  C.    1920)    267   Fed.   323.     See   also 
Hoenig  v,  Kendig,    (App.  Ou.   D.  C.   1920) 
267  Fed.  326. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  138,  sec.  4887.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  X,  p.  250.] 

Date  of  foreign  patent. —  British  and 
French  patents  do  not  become  "  patents  "  nor 
"  printed  publications,"  within  the  meaning 
of  the  patent  statutes  of  this  country,  until 
the  enrollment  or  sealing  of  the  complete 
specifications.  Barber  v.  Otis  Motor  Sales 
Co.,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  265  Fed.  675. 

Presumption  of  validity  from  issuance  of 
foreign  patents. —  The  presumption  of  valid- 
ity arising  from  the  granting  of  foreign  pat* 
ents  is  strengthened  by  decisions  of  foreign 
courts  upholding  such  patents.  Such  a  pre- 
sumption, hbwever,  is  at  best  rebuttable  and 
is  overcome  by  a  decision  of  a  domestic 
court  holding  the  patent  invalid.  Wire 
Wheel  Corp.  v.  Madison  Motor  Car  Co.,  (W. 
D.  Wis.  1920)  267  Fed.  220. 

Effect  of  filing  within  time  limitation. — 
Where  the  application  for  a  United  States 
patent  was  filed  within  the  limitations  pro- 
vided in  this  section  this  gives  the  United 
States  application  the  same  force  and  effect 
as  it  would  have  if  it  had  been  filed  on  th^ 
date  the  foreign  application  was  filed.  Kiso- 
vitz  v.  Rosenberg,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  269 
Fed.  866. 
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Reduction  to  practice. —  The  date  of  filing 
a  Britisli  application  has  been  held  a  con- 
structive  reduction  to  poHsession  where  the 
same  disclosure  appears  in  each  application 
and  each  contains  a  claim  broad  enough  to 
include  the  issue.  Kisovitz  v.  Rosenberg, 
(App.  Gas.  D.  C.  1921)  269  Fed.  866. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  145,  sec.  4888.    [First 

ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.   185.] 

II.  Specifications  and  description. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Coni^truction. 

3.  Sufficiency. 
Til.  Claims. 

1.  Object. 

2.  Construction. 

3.  Ksisentials  and  scopa. 
6.  Efi'ect  of  claim. 

6.  Amehdment  of  claim. 
8.  Rejection  of  claim. 

II.   SfECXFIOATIONS     and     DESCRIFTIOir 

I.  In  General  (p.  146) 

Necessity  of  disclosure. —  *'  Even  a  pioneer 
patent  must  be  accompanied  with  a  disclos- 
ure, which  will  show  the  art  how  the  idea 
stated  in  the  claim  may  be  realized  in  an 
operable  structure.  It  is,  of  course,  not 
enough  merely  to  conceive  abstractly  of  a 
combination  of  elements  which  will  together 
do  something  new.  Invention  requires  the 
added  elements  of  showing  how  the  idea  may 
be  actually  incorporated,  and  without  such 
a  disclosure  as  would  enable  a  skilled  artisan 
to  embody  the  idea  it  remains  sterile,  and 
msJces  no  advance  in  the  art,  from  which  the 
man  conceiving  the  idea  should  be  entitled 
to  a  monopoly."  Manhattan  Book  Casing 
Mach.  Co.  r.  E.  C.  Fuller  Co.,  (S.  D.  K.  Y. 
1912)  274  Fed.  964. 

2.  Construction   (p.  147) 

Patent  not  limited  by  specifications. — A 
claim  as  granted  is  not  limited  by  a  repre- 
sentation in  the  drawing;  nor  can  it  be  en- 
larged by  such  reference.  Hubbell  v.  General 
Electric  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.  564. 

3.  St^ficiency  (p.  148) 

In  general. —  "If  the  faults  were  merely 
in  the  diagrammatic  representations,  that 
would  not  be  a  defense,  for  diagrams  or  de- 
scriptions are  not  meant  for  working  draw- 
ings. Crown  Cork  &  Seal  Co.  v.  Aluminum 
Stopper  Co.,  108  Fed.  845,  48  C.  C.  A.  72. 
But  such  drawings  must  at  least  show  enough 
for  the  ordinary  skilled  mechanic  to  build 
the  machine,  correcting  the  discrepancies  and 
the  difficulties  appearing  in  the  drawings,  by 
means  of  that  store  of  expert  information 
which  such  men  will  bring  to  the  task  in  a 
bona  fide  effort  to  make  the  machine  work." 
Manhattan  Book  Casing  Mach.  Co.  v.  E.  C. 
FnUer  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1912)  274  Fed.  964; 


Sandusky  Foundry,  etc.,  Co.  r.  De  Lavaud, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  607. 

Substantial  description  is  an  elastic  tenn^ 
and  it  may  be  restricted  by  prior  act  or  by 
a  limitation  arising  in  the  patent  office. 
Hubbell  V.  General  Electric  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  564. 

III.  Claims 

1.  Object  (p.  168) 

To  the  same  effect  as  first  paragraph  of 
original  annotation,  see  I.  T.  S.  Bubber  Co. 
c.  Essex  Rubber  Co.,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  270 
Fed.  593. 

2.  Construction  (p.  158) 

The  necessity  for  construction  of  a  claim 
does  not  arise  until  uncertainty  is  encoun- 
tered. Blaine  r.  White  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1920)  267  Fed.  340. 

Limiting  claim. —  The  scope  of  the  claims 
allowed  must  be  limited  to  the  prior  art,  the 
specifications  and  drawings  and  the  record 
made  in  the  patent  office  in  securing  their 
allowance.  Mechanical  Constr.  Co.  c.  Loco- 
motive Stoker  Co.,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1921)  274 
Fed.  411.  And  an  applicant  for  a  patent 
is  bound  by  the  voluntary  limitation  of  his 
claim,  and  the  fact  that  such  limitation  was 
unnecessary  is  of  no  importance,  if  it  was  in- 
tentional. Schulz  17.  Jackson  Cushion  Spring 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A,  6th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  665. 
Thus,  in  I.  T.  S.  Bubber  Co.  i;.  Essex  Rubber 
Co.,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  270  Fed.  595,  the 
court  said:  "When  we  consider  that  a 
patent  is  nothing  but  a  contract  between  the 
nation  and  the  patentee,  in  the  main  couched 
in  the  patentee's  own  language,  granting  the 
inventor  a  monopoly,  it  is  utterly  inadmis- 
sible to  extend  this  monopoly  beyond  the 
limits  fairly  defined  by  the  mventor  himself. 
What  an  inventor  does  not  plainly  claim  he 
cannot  have  —  unless  we  are  to  make  patent 
construction  a  trap  —  a  fraud  upon  the  gen- 
eral public." 

But  limitations  not  expressed  and  not  in- 
tended cannot  be  read  into  an  unambiguous 
claim  in  order  to  save  it.  Republic  Iron, 
etc.,  Co.  V.  Youngstown  Sheet,  etc.,  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  386. 

Limiting  claims  as  abandonment — ^Where 
broad  and  general  claims  are  limited  so  as 
to  cover  the  claimed  invention  more  particu- 
larly, this  does  not  constitute  an  abandon- 
ment and  prevent  a  suit  for  infringement. 
General  Electric  Co.  v.  Nitro  Tungsten  Lamp 
Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  994. 

Construed  with  specifications  and  descrip- 
tion.— A  claim  is  to  be  construed  in  the  light 
of  the  specifications.  W.  Bickford  Co.  t?. 
Merrill,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
540.  iAnd  while  it  is  presumed  that  broader 
claims  were  intended  to  and  do  cover  equiva- 
lent forms  of  construction  described  in  other 
and  narrower  claims  yet  these  claims  must 
be  read  in  connection  with  the  description  of 
the  invention  filed  with  the  application  for 
the  patent,  in  order  to  determine  the  scope 
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and  effect  that  should  be  given  to  them. 
Troy  Wagon  Works  Co.  v.  Ohio  Trailer  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  850. 

Construction  of  claims  for  improyementa. 
—  To  same  effect  as  second  paragraph  of 
original  annotation,  see  Marconi  Wireless 
Tel.  Co.  v.  Kilbourne  &  Clark  Mfg.  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)   265  Fed.  644. 

Enlargement  of  claims  by  specification  or 
description. —  To  the  same  effect  as  second 
paragraph  of  original  annotation,  see  Yates 
V.  Smith,   (D.  C.  N.  J.  1920)   271  Fed.  27. 

Claims  substituted  for  cancelled  claims. — 
Where  certain  claims  as  originally  filed  were 
cancelled  the  construction  of  the  claims  sub- 
stituted therefor  cannot  be  as  broad  as  the 
claims  cancelled.  Mechanical  Constr.  Co.  v. 
Locomotive  Stoker  Co.,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1921) 
274  Fed.  411. 

Where  a  claim  is  made  for  a  "  continuous 
strip "  of  metal,  the  word  "  continuous  '* 
may  be  taken  in  a  mechanical  sense,  *'  and 
two  pieces  of  metal  contiguously  placed  and 
soldered  together  may  be  considered  as  a 
continuous  piece  when  together  they  func- 
tion like  one  piece."  Whitlock  Coil  Pipe  Co. 
V.  Mayo  Radiator  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)    2«6  Fed.  215. 

3.  Essentials  and  Scope   (p.  161) 

Indefinite  claims. —  Claims  which  are  iA- 
definite  and  do  not  point  out  the  invention, 
should  be  rejected.  In  re  Duncan,  (App. 
Cas.  D.  C.   1920)   266  Fed.  1012. 

Claim  includes  mechanical  equivalents. — 
"Within  the  rule  of  equivalents,  the  thing 
thought  to  be  the  equivalent  must  be.  shown 
to  perform  the  same  function  and  to  do  it 
in  substantially  the  same  manner  as  the 
thing  of  which  it  is  alleged  to  be  the  equiva- 
lent." Superior  Skylight  Co.  f.  Kuhnla,  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  482. 

5.  Effect  of  Olaim  (p.  170) 

Invention  limited  by  claims. — An  inten- 
tional limitation  of  a  claim  is  binding  on  a 
patentee  although  entirely  voluntary.  Mc- 
Callum  V.  Pittsburgh,  etc..  Coal  Co.,  (C.  C. 
A.  6th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  831. 

Failure  to  claim.— "When  an  applicant 
for  a  patent  to  cover  a  new  combination  is 
compelled  by  rejection  or  submission  to 
narrow  his  claim  by  the  introduction  of  a 
new  element,  he  cannot,  after  the  issue  of 
the  patent,  broaden  his  claim  by  dropping 
the  element  which  he  was  compelled  to  in- 
clude in  order  to  secure  his  patent."  Sup- 
erior Skylight  Co.  v.  Kuhnla,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  4S2. 

Estoppel  by  language  of  claim. —  Where 
an  applicant  put  into  his  claim,  whether 
originally  or  by  amendment,  language  which 
distinguished  it  from  that  of  another  and 
without  which  he  would  not  have  received 
his  patent  he  will  be  held  to  the  language 
cm  ployed.  Tee  Pee  Rubber  Co.  r.  T.  S. 
Rubber  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268 
Fed.   250. 


6.  Amendment  of  Claim   (p.  173) 

Amendments  to  meet  objections  of  patent 
office. —  Where  a  patent  is  not  obtained  until 
after  numerous  objections  and  amendments 
of  claims  on  reference  to  prior  patents,  the 
law  is  well  settled  that  the  patentee  is  limi- 
ted to  the  precise  form  and  lan<;uHgc  of  the 
claims  allowed.  W.  F.  Schulthciss  Co.  v. 
Phillips,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed. 
971.  And  an  applicant  who  has  yielded  to 
an  objection  of  the  patent  office  and  modified 
his  claim  by  adding  a  limitation  suggested 
is  bound  thereby.  Nisbet  v.  Perkins  Tonneau 
Wind  Shield  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  261 
Fed.  633, 

8.  Rejection  of  Claim   (p.  175) 

Estoppel  by  acquiescence  in  rejection. — An 
applicant  who  has  acquiesced  in  the  rejection 
of  some  of  his  claims  is  bound  thereby  and 
is  estopped  to  assert  a  different  or  a  broader 
construction.  Elliott  Mach.  Co.  v.  P.  B. 
Appeldoorne  Sons  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1920)  267  Fed.  983;  Hubboll  Inc.  v.  General 
Electric  Co,,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.  664. 

But  the  fact  that  a  patentee  acquiesces  in 
the  rejection  of  certain  claims  as  originally 
presented,  does  not  estop  him  from  subse- 
quently relying  upon  such  claims  when  they 
are  used  as  a  part  of  a  combination.  Egry 
Register  Co.  v.  Standard  Register  Co.,  (C.  C. 
A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  186.  And  "under 
all  usual  conditions,  acquiescence  in  the  re- 
jection of  a  claim  is  of  no  importance,  unle^ 
the  court  is  called  upon  to  determine  whether 
the  claim,  as  issued,  has  a  scope  sufficiently 
broad  to  include  defendants*  somewhat  vari- 
ant device."  Jenni  son -Weight  Co.  r.  Ilempy, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  372. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  179,  sec.  4893.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  488.] 

Doubt  AS  to  patentability. —  To  same  effect 
as  original  annotation,  see  In  re  Coffield. 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  270  Fed.  695;  In  rt 
Zenk,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed.  327; 
In  re  Sorum,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C  1920)  265 
Fed.   1000. 

Constructive  notice  by  issuance. — A  person 
who  fllee  an  applica/tion  for  a  patent  has 
oonetmctive  notice  of  the  issuance  of  a  patent 
more  than  two  years  prior  thereto,  and  is 
estopped  to  make  claims  against  the  prior 
patentee.  De  Ferranti  v,  liarmatta,  (App 
Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  273  Fed.  357. 

Effect  of  granting  patent. —  The  grant  of 
the  pat^it  by  the  Patent  Office  makes  out  a 
prima  facie  case  for  the  successful  applicant, 
and  one  who  attacks  it  has  the  burden  of 
showing  that  the  Patent  Office  reached  9 
wrong  conclusion  concerning  it.  Knapp  r 
Will,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  380. 

As  between  two  patents  the  one  for  which 
the  earlier  application  was  made  has  priority 


PATENTS 


679 


nothing  to  the  contrary  being  indicated,  al- 
though the  patent  wa^  issued  on  the  later 
application  prior  to  that  on  the  earlier  one. 
CxceUior  Steel  Furnace  Co.  v.  Williamson 
Heater  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  260 
Fed.  614. 

The  senior  applicant  derives  no  benefit  in 
an  interference  proceeding  from  the  granting 
of  the  patent  where,  when  it  was  granted, 
the  other  party's  application  wa«  pending. 
Randall  r.  Jahn«,  (App.  Oas.  D.  C.  1921) 
273  Fed.  365. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  181,  sec.  4894.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  488.] 

]>6la7  of  attorney. — A  delay  of  lees  than 
three  months  by  attorneys  in  preparing  an 
application  after  the  case  is  turned  over  to 
them,  is  not  of  itself  evidence  of  lack  of 
diligence  on  the  part  of  the  client  which  will 
defeat  priority.  Olson  r.  Pospeshil,  (App. 
Caa.  D.  C.  1921)  269  Fed.  698. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  184,  sec.  4895.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  492.] 

Hiatoxical. — "  The  subject-matter  of  section 
4895  was  first  dealt  with  by  Congress  in 
section  6  of  the  Act  of  March  3,  1837  (5 
Stat,  at  Large,  193).    It  then  read: 

"  *  Sec.  6.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  that 
any  patent  hereafter  to  be  issued,  may  be 
made  and  issued  to  the  assignee  or  assignees 
of  the  inventor  or  discoverer,  the  assignment 
thereof  being  first  entered  of  record,  and 
the  application  therefor  being  duly  made,  and 
the  specification  duly  sicom  to  by  the  tn* 
ventor.    •    ♦    • ' 

"  In  section  33  of  the  Act  of  July  8,  1870 
(16  Stat,  at  Large,  202),  section  6  of  the 
Aot  of  1837  was  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

" '  Sec.  83.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  that 
patenta  may  be  granted  and  issued  or  re- 
issued to  the  assignee  of  the  inventor  or  dis- 
coverer, the  assignment  thereof  being  first 
entered  of  record  in  the  Patent  Office;  but  in 
such  case  the  application  for  the  patent  shall 
be  made  and  the  specification  sworn  to  by 
the  inventor  or  discoverer;  and  also  if  he  be 
living,  in  case  of  an  application  for  reissue.' 
Under  either  section  6  or  Rcction  33  an  in- 
ventor could  assign  his  right  to  obtain  a 
patent,  prior  to  filing  an  application  and 
specification  verified  by  his  oath.  Section  33 
was  amended  in  the  Revised  Statutes  of  1878, 
and  as  now  found  in  section  4895  authorizes 
an  assignee  to  make  application  for  the  issue 
of  a  patent,  and  provides  how  he  shall  do  it." 
Becker  r.  General  Chain  Co.,  (C.  C  A.  1st 
dr.  1921)   273  Fed.  419. 

Title  of  aangnee. — "  It  has  been  held  time 
and  again  that  an  assignee  of  the  entire 
interest  in  an  invention  and  right  to  a  patent 
obtains  full  title,  when  the  patent  is  issued, 
and  that  this  is  so  whether  the  patent  is 
issued  directly  to  him  a  request  to  that  effect 
having    been    made    in    the    assignment,    or 


whether  it  is  issued  to  the  inventor,  no  such 
request  having  been  made  in  the  assignment." 
Becker  v.  General  Chain  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist 
Cir.  1921)    273  Fed.  419. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  188,  sec.  4897.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  494.] 

Effect  of  issuance  of  patent  to  third  person. 
—  The  right  to  make  a  renewal  of  an  appli- 
cation is  not  affected  by  the  fact  that  during 
the  period  of  forfeiture  a  patent  was  issued 
to  a  third  party,  where  an  abandonment  in 
fact  has  not  been  established.  Wells  v, 
Honigmann,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed. 
743. 

Effect  ef  diiclaimer. — A  disclaimer  as  to 
claims  made  on  the  original  application  does 
not  preclude  a  party  from  making  a  renewal 
of  application  provided  it  was  made  before 
the  public  or  a  third  party  haft  come  into 
possession  of  the  invention.  Wells  v.  Honig- 
mann,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  2ft7  Fed.  743. 

Question  of  fact. —  To  same  effect  as  origi* 
nal    annotation,    see    Wells    t.    Honigmann 
(App.  Caa,  D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed.  743. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  193,  sec.  4904.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  499.] 

Language  claim  broadly  conatmed. — ^A 
prior  applicant  is  entitled  under  the  law  to 
a  construction  of  the  claim  in  issue  as  broad 
as  the  language  will  permit.  Speed  v.  Kir  by, 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  270  Fed.  699.  See 
also  Dewson  v.  Tomlinson,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1921)   269  Fed.  879. 

Third  party  at  inventor. —  In  an  interfer- 
ence proceeding  the  issue  is  the  priority  be- 
tween the  parties  to  the  proceeding,  and  the 
losing  party  has  no  standing  to  contend  that 
a  third  party  is  reallv  the  prior  inventor. 
Erben  v.  Yardley,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920) 
267  Fed.  345. 

Dates  in  preliminary  statement  —  Effect, — 
"  It  is  always  a  suspicious  circimiBtance  in 
a  case  of  interference  that,  after  the  claim 
of  one  of  the  parties  has  been  fully  disclosed 
and  fixed  as  of  a  specified  date,  the  other 
should  then  seek  by  amendment  of  his  pre- 
liminary statement  to  show  a  date  of  inven- 
tion different  from  that  in  the  original  state- 
ment and  prior  to  it  and  to  the  date  of  hi9 
opponent.  Amendment  upon  so  important  a 
point  should  not  be  allowed  in  suc^  a  case 
unless  it  is  shown  that  the  interests  of  jus- 
tice plainly  demand  it;  for  upon  the  deter* 
mination  of  these  dates  it  depends,  in  the 
majority  of  cases,  which  party  is  entitled  to 
the  patent,  and  a  change  of  memory  is  com- 
paratively easy,  when  8elf-int<»re8t  dictates  a 
different  dale!"  Earles  r.  Gomber,  (App. 
Ca«.  T).  C.  1921)  273  Fed.  363. 

Omission. — Where  the  junior  applicant*- 
failed  to  allege  in  his  preliminary  statement 
a  date  of  conception  prior  to  the  senior 
party's  filing  date  it  has  been  held  proper 
to  award  priority  to  the  penior  party,  cause 
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not  being  shown,  after  notice  why  such  a 
course  should  not  be  pursued.  Wright  v. 
Halle,  (App.  Gas.  D.  C.  1921)   273  Fed.  355. 

Sole  issue  in  interference. — To  same  effect 
as  original  annotation,  see  De  Forest  t*. 
Miller,  (App.  Ca«.  D.  C.  1921)  209  Fed.  718. 

Issues  construed  in  light  of  application. — 
To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Cox  V,  Headley  (App.  Gas.  D.  C.  1920)  265 
Fed.  »81;  Wlhite  i*.  Gottrell,  (App.  Gas.  D.  G. 
1921)   270  Fed.  877. 

Seduction  to  practice. — The  fact  that  one 
of  the  pairties  to  an  interference  proceeding 
was  the  first  to  conceive  the  invention  and 
the  first  to  reduce  it  to  practice  ie  sufficient 
ground  upon  which  to  base  an  award  of 
priority  to  him.  Erben  v.  Yardley,  (App. 
Gas.  D.  C.  1920)   265  Fed.  345. 

A  decision  will  be  made  awarding  priority 
to  the  eenior  HrppUcani  in  an  interference 
proceeding  where  it  appears  that  he  first 
conceived  the  inveation  and  that  his  applica- 
tion for  a  patent  was  filed  before  the  junior 
party  reduced  the  invention  to  practice. 
Brown  17.  Mcintosh,  (App.  Gas.  D.  G.  1920) 
265  Fed.  1011;  Jenks  v,  Geiger,  (App.  Gas. 
D.  G.  1921 )  2T3  Fed.  360. 

Priority  will  be  accorded  a  senior  applicant 
where  it  appears  that  by  completion  he  must 
be  accorded  conception  and  there  was  a  con- 
structive reduction  to  practice  and  the  junior 
applicant  did  not  claim  a  reduction  to  prac* 
iice  until  several  months  later'.  Smurr  v. 
James,  (App.  CsA.  D.  0.  1920)  269  Fed.  673. 

A  peraon  who  was  the  first  to  conceive  and 
the  last  to  file,  if  he  succeeds  must  do  so  by 
proving  an  actual  reduction  to  practice 
prior  to  any  date  accorded  to  the  other  party 
for  reduction  to  practice,  or  by  showing  dili- 
gence on  his  part  running  from  a  time  ju0t 
prior  to  that  when  the  other  party  entered 
the  field  down  to  his  own  date  of  filing. 
Bissell  t\  Phelps,  (App.  Gas.  D.  G.  1921) 
270  Fed.  697. 

To  base  a  holding  of  a  constructive  reduc- 
tion to  practice  of  an  invention  upon  a 
drawing  in  the  face  of  a  positive  statement 
in  the  specification  contrary  to  what  was  con- 
tended for,  the  drawing  should  be  certain 
and  conclusive.  Allen  v.  Hill,  (App.  Gas. 
D.  a  1921)   270  Fed.  691. 

Where  two  inventions  both  meet  the  stand- 
ard set  up  by  the  issue,  the  poorer  one,  if 
prior  in  point  of  time,  will  prevail.  But  if 
either  one  fails  to  meet  the  required  stand- 
ard of  the  issue,  it  is  not  a  reduction  to 
practice.  Liebmann  v.  Newcomb,  (App.  Gas. 
D.  C.  1921)  269  Fed.  701. 

Experiments  after  disclosure  as  affecting 
priority. — Where  in  an  interference  proceed- 
ing it  clearly  appears  tluut  the  party  first 
to  conceive  and  disclose  the  invention,  was 
in  good  faith  engaged  in  perfecting  it  at  the 
time  the  junior  party  entered  the  field  and 
filed  his  application  he  should  not  be  de- 
prived of  the  fruits  of  his  discovery  and  an 
award  of  priority  because  his  experiments 
were   not  as   successful    as  had   hoped   and 


because  he  filed  his  application  at  a  later 
date.  Gammeter  v.  Backdahl,  (App.  Gas. 
D.  G.  1920)   2^7  Fed.  347. 

Issuance  of  individual  patent  during 
pendency  of  joint  application. — ^Where  dur- 
ing the  pendency  of  a  joint  application  for 
a  patent,  one  of  the  applicants  make  an  in- 
dividtial  application  and  obtains  a  patent,  he 
gains  nothing  by  the  issuance  of  such  patent 
and  in  a  subsequent  interference  has  the 
burden  of  proof  as  the  junior  party.  Lam- 
bert V.  Hope,  (App.  Gas.  D.  G.  1920)  267 
Fed.  342. 

The  losing  party  in  an  interference  pro- 
ceeding is  not  entitled  to  claims  that  would 
dominate  the  claims  given  to  his  successful 
rival.  In  re  Henderson,  (App.  Oas.  D.  G. 
1921)  269  Fed.  707. 

Duty  of  commissioner. —  It  is  tiie  duty  of 
the  commissioner  in  interference  proceedings 
to  protect  the  public  as  well  as  the  litigant. 
In  re  Henderson,  (App.  Oas.  D.  G.  1921) 
269  Fted.  707. 

Attack  on  reissue  application. — ^A  question 
cannot  be  raised  in  interference  proceedings 
that  a  reissue  application  is  barred  by  in- 
tervening rights,  in  that  it  seeks  to  broaden 
the  dalme  more  than  two  years  after  the 
original  patent  was  granted  and  is  for  a  dif- 
ferent invention.  Earles  r.  (bomber,  (App. 
Gas.  D.  G.  1«21)   273  Fed.  3S3. 

Burden  of  proof. — ^To  same  effect  as  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  Blaine  17.  White,  (App. 
Gas.  D.  G.  1920)  267  Fed.  340;  Lambert  r. 
Hope,  (App.  Oas.  D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed.  342; 
Grus  r.  Eynon,  (App.  Gas.  D.  C.  1920)  267 
Fed.  350;  Pembroke  v,  Sulzer,  (App.  Gas. 
D.  C  1920)  265  Fed.  906;  Maremont  r. 
Olson,  (App.  Gas.  D.  0.  1920)  265  Fed. 
1009. 

A  junior  party  whose  application  was 
filed  two  months  after  the  opposing  party's 
patent  was  issiued  has  a  heavy  burden  to 
show  prioritv.  Replogle  t.  Kirbv,  (App.  Cam, 
D.  C.  1921)   269  Fed.  862. 

Where  in  interference  proceedinqre  an  ap- 
plicant, whose  application  was  filed  later 
than  the  applications  of  the  others,  proves 
conception  and  disclosure  earlier  than  they 
do,  he  must  in  order  to  prevail  also  show 
that  he  was  exercising  diligenoe  just  before 
the  other  parties  came  into  the  field.  Hal- 
bleib  V.  Bendix,  (App.  Gas.  D.  G.  1921)  270 
Fed.  683. 

Procedure  as  to  trial  and  appeal. — When 
two  or  more  parties  apply  for  the  same  in- 
vention, provision  is  made  for  the  declara- 
tion of  an  interference  by  the  Gommissioner 
of  Patents.  The  procedure  for  takin^r  testi- 
morv.  t^ial  and  appeal  through  the  tribunals 
of  the  Patent  Oflice  to  the  Court  of  Appeals 
of  the  District  of  Golumbia  is  provided  by 
statute  or  rules  which  have  the  force  of  »tat- 
uto.  SnelLinfr  v.  Whitehead,  (App.  Gas. 
1>.  G.  1921)   269  Fed.  712. 

Suspension  of  proceedings. — An  interfer- 
ence being  lor  the  eole  purpose  of  determin- 
ing  priority,   will   not   be   suspended,   after 
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testimony  has  been  taken,  for  the  purpose 
of  oonsideriiig  public  use  or  intervening 
rin^hts.  Hayes  r.  Davison,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1921)  273  Fed.  325. 

Estoppel  by  judgment. — ^A  judgment  in  in- 
terferenoe  proceedings  operates  as  an  estop- 
pel as  to  the  things  passed  on.  In  re  Hender- 
son, (App.  Cas.  D.  O.  1921)  209  Fed.  707. 

Jurisdiction  on  review. — While  the  ques- 
tion of  patentability  will  not  be  considered 
by  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  the  District  of 
Ck>lumbia  in  an  interference  appeal,  the  ques- 
tion of  abandonment  is  always  available  «ub 
affecting  the  right  of  priority.  Smelling  v. 
Whitehead,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  209  Fed. 
712. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  199,  sec.  4909.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  601.] 
Rejection  condition  precedent  to  appeal. — 
Under  this  section  claims  must  have  been 
twice  rejected  before  starting  the  claim  of 
appeals  which  ends  in  the  Court  of  Appeals. 
Clements  v.  Kirby,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  676. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  202,  sec.  4914.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  606.] 
Appeal  or  certiorari  to  Supreme  Court. — 
A  decision  of  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  the 
District  of  Columbia  on  an  appeal  from  the 
Commissioner  of  Paten^ts,  which  reverses 
the  latter's  decision  not  to  cancel  certain 
certificates  of  registration  of  a  trademark, 
and  directs  the  clerk  of  the  court  to  certify 
the  courts  decision  to  the  commissioner,  as 
required  by  law,  is  not  final  for  the  purpose 
of  appeal  to  or  certiorari  from  the  federal 
Supreme  Court  under  JTud.  Code  §§  260,  261 
(see  6  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  913,  917). 
Baldwin  Co.  t?.  R.  S.  Howard  Co.,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  35,  41  S.  a.  406,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  dismUsing  appeal  to  review  (1919)  48 
App.  Cas.  (D.  C.)  437,  and  denying  writ  of 
certiorari. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  204,  sec.  4915.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  607.  ] 

Historical. — "The  subject-matter  contained 
in  section  4915  first  appeared  in  section  16 
of  the  Act  of  July  4,  18  J6  ( 5  Stat,  at  Large, 
123).  Section  16  was  amended  by  section 
10  of  the  Act  of  March  3,  1839  (5  Stat,  at 
Large,  354),  ...  It  was  re-enacted  in 
section  52  of  the  Act  of  July  8,  1870  (16 
Stat,  at  Large,  205),  in  the  language  now 
found  in  section  4915."  Becker  r.  General 
Chain  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  419. 

Finality  of  decision  of  District  of  Colum- 
bia Court  of  Appeals. — The  District  of 
Columbia  Court  of  Appeals  in  exercising  its 
jurisdiction  in  patent  cases  becomes,  for  this 
purpose,  one  of  the  tribunals  of  the  Patent 
Office,  and  its  decision  is  in  no  sense  a  final 


decree,  which  cannot  be  collaterally  attacked, 
though  it  will  be  followed  unless  the  con- 
trary is  established  by  convincing  testimony. 
Clements  v,  Kirby,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  676. 

Mandamus  to  the  commisaioner  to  compel 
him  to  receive  and  consider  claims  is  not  « 
prerequisite  to  the  right  to  bring  a  suit 
under  this  section.  Clements  r.  Kirl^i 
(O.  C.  A.  0th  Cir.   1921)   274  Fed.  675. 

Expenses  of  proceeding. — The  provision  in 
this  section  that  "  aU  the  expenses  of  the 
proceeding  shall  be  paid  by  the  applicant 
whether  the  final  decision  is  in  his  favor 
or  not,"  applies  only  to  those  cases  ''where 
there  is  no  opposing  party  '*  and  the  papers 
are  served  on  the  commissioner  cmly. 
Clements  <:.  Kirby,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  675. 

Time  for  bringing  suit. — The  provision  in 
R.  S.  section  4894  as  to  a  claim  being  re- 
garded as  abandoned  where  there  is  a  fail- 
ure to  prosecute  the  same  within  on^  year 
after  any  action  thereon,  is  held  to  be  in- 
applicable to  a  suit  under  this  section  begun 
more  than  a  year  after  a  decision  in  inter- 
ference proceedings  by  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia Court  of  Appeals.  Clements  v.  Kirby, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  675. 

Parties  —  Assignee. — "Rule  17  of  the 
Patent  Office  provides  that  'an  applicant  or 
an  aesignee  of  the  entire  interest  may  prose- 
cute his  own  case,'  and  rule  5  that  'the 
assignee  of  the  entire  interest  of  an  inven- 
tion is  entitled  to  hold  correspondence  with 
the  office  to  the  exclusion  of  the  inventor.' 
Under  the  latter  rule  it  is  held  that  upon 
the  request  of  such  an  assignee  the  inventor 
shall  be  excluded  from  participation  in  the 
proceedings.  Stee  Stoddard's  Annotated 
Patent  Office  Rules,  pp.  10,  11. 

"  Instead,  therefore,  of  an  assignee  being 
unable  tc  prosecute  an  application  in  the 
Patent  Office  under  section  4896,  as  the  de- 
fendant contends,  the  contrary  is  true,  for 
the  law  authorizes  and  the  practice  and  rules 
of  the  Patent  Office  permit  it ;  and,  as  a  pro- 
ceeding under  section  4916  is  in  reality  a 
continuation  of  the  prosecution  of  the  orig- 
inal application,  there  would  seem  to  be  no 
reason  why  the  assignee  of  the  entire  right 
to  a  patent,  who  is  permitted  to  prosecute 
an  application  in  the  Patent  Office  under 
section  4895,  should  not  be  allowed  to  do 
so  in  this  court  under  section  4915."  Becker 
V,  General  Chain  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  419. 


Vol.  VII,  p.  211,  sec.  4916.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  611.] 

Effect  of  delay  —  Unreasonable  delay,-^ 
To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota* 
tion,  see  In  re  Lees,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920) 
269  Fed.  679. 
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Roissue  claims,  which  seek  to  ]:r(iaclen  the 
claims  of  the  original  patent,  will  not  be 
allowed,  except  for  uniisual  circumstances, 
\^hich  excuse  delay.  The  determination  of 
this  question  is  one  largely  within  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  commissioner,  and  will  not  be 
disturbed  unless  manifest  error  has  been 
eomniitted.  In  re  Hoiland,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
11>21)    270  Fed.  704. 

A  reissue  should  not  be  granted  where 
se^'eral  years  have  elapsed  during  which  time 
other  inventions  relying  on  the  same  state 
of  the  art  have  patented  new  inventions 
which  have  gone  into  u,«ie  and  would  infringe 
the  reissue.  Diamond  Drill  Contracting  Co. 
t;.  Mitchell,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  269 
Fed.  261. 

(  Inadvertence  or  mistake  —  In  general, — 
"It  is  obvious  that  the  words  *  inadvertence 
or  miF.take  *  are  used  in  the  statute  as  the 
antitheses  to  *  fraudulent  intent,'  and  that 
in  the  absence  of  fraud  the  failure  of  an 
inventor  or  his  solicitor  to  put  the  claims 
in  such  form  as  will  cover  the  entire  inven- 
tion is  *  inadvertence,'  within  the  meaning  of 
the  statute,  aiid  that  to  justify  a  reissue  it 
IS  not  necessary  that  the  original  patent 
shall  be  inoperative,  but  it  is  sufficient  if  it 
fail  to  secure  to  the  patentee  the  whole  of 
his  tnvention."  Perfection  Dif^appearing 
Bed  Co,  V.  Murphy  Wall  Bed.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  698. 

VoL  VII,  p.  231,  sec.  4917.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  523.] 

Right  to  disclaim. — ^The  power  to  dis- 
claim is  a  beneficial  one,  and  should  not  be 
denied  to  an  inventor,  except  where  the 
power  is  used  for  a  fraudulent  or  deceptive 
purpose.  Permutit  Co.  v.  Harvey  Laundry 
Co.,   (W.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)   274  Fed.  937. 

Time  of  filing  disclaimer. —  ''It  is  well 
established  that  a  disclaimer  as  to  part  of 
a  pateht,  in  good  faith  relied  upon  as  valid, 
te  effective,  if  made  after  the  final  decision 
and  as  a  condition  to  granting  relief.  In 
such  case,  *  unreasonable  delay  to  file  a  dis- 
claimer wiirnot  begin  until  that  question  is 
filially  settled  by  the  courts.* "  Excelsior 
Steel  Furnace  Co.  r.  Williamson  Heater  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)   2d9  Fed.  614. 

Vol.  Vll,  p,  242,  sec.  9.     [First  ed., 

;        vol  V,  p.  502.] 

/  Conclusiveness  of  decision  of  patent  office. 
—  To  same  efl'ect  as  second  paragraph  of 
original  annotation,  see  Maremont  r.  Olson, 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)   265  Fed.   1009. 

To  same  effect  as  third  paragraph  of 
original  annotation,  see  Browji  v.  Tomlin- 
Ron,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  265  Fed.  460; 
Doyle  f.  Tomlinson,  (App.  Cas.  1920)  205 
Fed.  461;  VVahl  t*.  Wright,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1>21)-  273  Fed.  .766. 

'  To  same  efT^ct  as  fifth  paragraph  of 
original   annotation,   see  Anglada  v.   Moyer, 


(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  273  Fed.  869; 
Valerius  v.  Pfouts,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921) 
273  Fed.  3i5«;  Wright  t?.  Halle,  (App.  Cas, 
D.  C.  1921)  273  Fed.  355;  Dunham  t?.  Dyson, 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  272  Fed.  206;  Thom- 
son V.  Pearsons,  (App  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  270 
Fed.  1018;  Massev  v.  Ridge,  (App.  Cas.  'D. 
C.  1921)  270  Fed.  879;  Ball  v.  Bamhurst, 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  270  Fed.  693;  Allen 
V.  Hill,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  270  Fed. 
691:  Deforest  t?.  Miller,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1921)  269  Fed.  718;  Dutcher  i*.  Jackson, 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  269  Fed.  688;  Blaine 
r.  White,  (A^>p.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed. 
.340;  Kitselman  t.  Reid,  (App.  Cas.  1920) 
266  Fed.  256.  See  also  Reid  v.  Kitselman, 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)    266  Fed.  255. 

The  rule  that  the  court  will  hesitate  to 
disturb  concurrent  decisions  of  the  patent 
ofiice  does  not  apply  where  they  do  not  agree 
either  on  the  facts  or  the  conclusion  to  be 
drawn  therefrom.  Laughlin  v.  Burry,  (App. 
Cas.  D.  C.  1921)    270  Fed.   1018. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  249,  sec.  4898.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  531.] 

I.  In  general. 

III.  Assignments. 

3.  Form   and    requisites. 

4.  Recording. 

5.  Nature  and  effect. 

IV.  Licenses. 

4.  Construction. 

5.  Operation  and  effect. 

6.  Duration,     expiration     and      re- 

newal. 

I.  In  General    (p.  250) 

Proper  characteristics. —  Rights  secured 
Under  the  grant  of  letters  patent  by  the 
United  States  are  property  protected  by  the 
constitutional  guaranties,  and  therefore  not 
subject  to  be  appropriated,  even  for  public 
use,  without  adequate  compensation.  Wil- 
liam Cramp,  etc.,  Ship,  etc.,  Bldg.  Co.  r. 
International  Curtis  Turbine  Co.,  (1918) 
246  IT.  R.  2«.  .38  S.  Ct.  271,  62  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
500. 

III.  Assignments 

3.  Form  and  Requisitea  (p.  259) 
Oral  contract. —  Patent  rights  or  a  license 
may  be  transferred  orally,  and  parties  may 
enter  into  an  agreement  by  which  they  may 
act  as  partners  without  the  making^  of  a 
written  contract.  Cline  i?.  Horton,  (E.  D. 
X.  Y.   1921)    274  Fed.  728. 

4.  Recording    (p.  263) 

Validity  of  unrecorded  assignment. —  One 
who  holds  an  unrecorded  assignment  of  a 
patent  may  show  that  a  subsequent  assign- 
ment of  the  patent  is  invalid.  Burgess  Bat- 
tery Co.  V.  Solar  Light  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.    1920)    266  Fed.   36«. 
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6.  Xafure  and  Effect    (p.  264) 

Asai^nment  as  constitutins  license. — 
Wliere  a  patentee  on  assigning  his  rights  to 
certain  patents,  reserves  to  himself  the  right 
to  decide  whom  he  will  sue  as  infringer, 
and  the  assignee  is  entitled  to  only  a  portion 
of  the  damages  recovered  in  such  suits,  the 
latter  must  be  deemed  to  be  a  nonexclusive 
licensee  and  not.  entitled  to  maintain  aif 
action  for  infringement  against  the  assignor. 
Jockmus  V.  London,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
265  Fed.  12. 

An  assignment  of  an  interest  may  be  made 
and  the  extent  of  the  interest  is  immaterial. 
Nye  Tool,  etc.  Works  i*.  Crown  Die,  etc., 
Co.,    (X.  D.  111.  1921)   270  Fed.  587. 

Previous  licenses. —  To  the  same  effect  as 
the  original  annotation,  see  Keystone  Type 
Foundry  v.  Fastpress  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)    272  Fed.  242. 

Conveyance  of  right  to  sue. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  first  paragraph  of  the  original 
annotation,  see  Nye  Tool,  etc.,  Works  v. 
Crown  Die,  etc.,  Co.,  (N.  D.  111.  1921)  270 
Fed.  587. 

Liability  of  assignee  for  royalties. — An 
assignee  of  a  license  contract  is  under  no 
obligation  to  pay  royalties  to  the  patentee 
in  the  absence  of  evidence  of  the  assumption 
of  such  obligation  by  him.  Loose  v.  Bellows 
Falls  Pulp  Plaster  Co.,  (CCA.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  266  Fed.  81. 

IV.  Licenses 
4.  Conatruction  (p.  276) 

Constraction  ol  patent  as  to  licensee.— 
A  patent  is  entitled  to  a  generous  construc- 
tion as  against  a  licensee.  Loose  v.  Bellows 
Falls  Pulp  Plaster  Co.,  (C  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  266  Fed.  81. 

License  to  manufacture. — ^A  license  giving 
the  licensee  the  right  to  manufacture  pat- 
ented articles  also  gives  him  the  right  to  use 
and  sell  them.  Curtiss  Aeroplane,  etc.,  Corp. 
V.  United  Aircraft  Engineering  Corp.,  C  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  71. 

A  license  giving  the  licensee  a  right  to 
manufacture  a  patented  article,  the  patent 
on  which  is  owned  by  the  licensor,  by  which 
the  licensee  agrees  to  purchase  all  materials 
to  be  used  in  making  the  article  from  the 
licensor  or  persons  designated  by  him,  is  not 
violative  of  section  3  of  the  Clayton  Act 
(9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  733).  West- 
inghouse  Electric,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Diamond  State 
Fibre  Co..    (D.  C.  Del.  1920)    268  Fed.  121. 

Stipulation  not  to  infringe. —  Where  an 
agreement  recites  that  the  licensee  has  agreed 
not  to  evade  or  attempt  to  evade  the  pat- 
ented device,  this  is  only  another  way  of 
saying  that  the  licensee  wiU  not  hereafter 
resort  to  colorable  differences  of  construc- 
tion with  a  view  to  escaping  infringement 
and  the  clause  is  contractual.  Pressed  Steel 
Car  Co.  V.  Union  Pac.  R.  Co.,  (C  C  A.  2d 
Cir.    1920)    270  Fed.  518. 

Payment  of  royalties  by  licensee. — A  licen- 
see, paying  royalties,  pays  on  what  he  has 


agreed  to  manufacture.  Loose  v.  Bellows 
Falls  Pulp  Plaster  Co.,  (C  C  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)   266  Fed.  81. 

5.  Operation  and  Effect   (p.  279) 

Estoppel  of  licensee. —  To  same  effect  as 
original  annotation,  see  Loose  v.  Bellows 
Falls  Pulp   Plaster  Co.,    (C   C  A.   2d   Cir. 

1920)  266  Fed.  81;  Hewitt  r.  American 
Telephone,  etc.,  Co.,  (C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  392. 

Wliile  a  licensee  under  a  patent  may  not 
refer  to  the  prior  art  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  the  patent  is  anticipated  or 
invalid,  he  may  do  so  to  show  that  what  he 
uses  does  not  infringe  the  patent.  Pressed 
Steel  Car  Co.  r.  Union  Pac.  R.  Co.,  (C  C 
A.  2d  Cir.  1920)    270  Fed.  518. 

WTiere  some  one  other  than  the  patentee 
grants  a  license,  the  licensee  is  not  estopped 
to  dispute  the  validity  of  the  patent.  Kohn 
V.  Eimer,  (C  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed, 
900. 

6.  Z>wa<tofi,  Expiration  and  Renewal 

(p.  280) 

Dissolution  of  corporation. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  Key- 
stone Type  Foundry  t?.  Fastpress  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  242. 

Liability  for  royalties. —  It  is  a  general 
rule  that  liability  to  pay  royalties  terminates 
on  the  expiration  of  the  patent.  The  parties 
may,  however,  contract  to  the  contrary. 
Pressed  Steel  Car  Co.  r.  Union  Pac.  R.  Co., 
(C.  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   270  Fed.  518. 

Vol.  Vtl,  p.  283,  sec.  4900.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  547.] 

Effect  of  notice. —  When  a  person  has  been 
notified  that  what  he  is  doing  is  an  infringe* 
ment  of  the  patented  right,  and  the  person 
notified  then  disclaims  any  purpose  to  in- 
fringe, and  declares  his  intention  to  desist 
from  such  infringement,  if  he  afterwards 
continues  or  repeats  it,  he  cannot  escape  the 
payment  of  damages  on  the  plea  that  he  was 
an  innocent  infringer  without  notice.  Sha- 
piro V.  Franklin  Brass  Foundry,   (£.  D.  Pa. 

1921)  272  Fed.  176. 

Profits  not  excluded. —  It  has  been  held 
that  the  word  "  damages "  as  used  in  this 
section  does  not  have  its  generic  meaning 
and  that  a  recovery  of  profits  which  .were 
made  before  notice  was  given  may  be  re- 
covered. Shapiro  v.  Ftanlclin  Brass  Foun- 
dry,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)    272  Fed.  176. 

Finding  as  to  compliance  with  section. — \ 
When  there  is  a  controversy  with  respect  to 
a  compliance  with  this  section  two  facts 
must  be  found  by  the  court.  One  is  that  the 
notice,  constructive  or  actual,  required  by 
the  statute,  has  been  given,  and  the  other 
that  acts  of  infringement  followed  the  no- 
tice. The  duty  of  making  neither  of  these 
findings  can  be  delegated  to  a  master.  The 
find  in (^   is  a   judicial   act,   which    cannot   be 
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delegated.     Shapiro  v.  Franklin  Brass  Foun- 
dry,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  272  Fed.  176. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  288,  sec.  4919.    [First 

ed,,  vol.  V,  p.  552.] 

I.  Who  may  sue  for  infringement. 
II.  Who  liable  for  infringement. 
V.  Recovery. 

I.  Who  May  Sue  for  Infmngembnt 

(p.  289) 

Right  of  assignee  to  appeaL — If  one  who 
purchases  a  patent  after  a  decree  for  the 
defendant  in  an  action  for  infringement  is 
not  the  real  owner  of  the  patent,  and  of  the 
right  to  prosecute  the  appeal,  or  purchase 
the  right  for  an  ulterior  purpose,  with  a 
view  to  carrying  on  vexatious  litigation, 
the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  is  not  without 
power  to  make  inquiry  into  such  matters 
itself,  or  to  direct  an  inquiry  to  be  made  in 
the  district  court.  F.  A.  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Hayden, 
(C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir,  1921)  273  Fed.  374. 

When  motion  to  dismiss  suit  will  be 
.denied. — ^A  motion  to  dismiss  a  suit  for  in- 
fringement on  the  ground  that  the  patent 
is  void  on  its  face  will  be  denied,  when  the 
motion  is  really  arguable.  Scott  v,  Aristo 
Hosiery  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  266  Fed. 
382. 

II.  Who  Liable  fob  Infbinoemext  (p.  296) 

In  general.— ^  Where  defendants  manu- 
facture a  device  capable  of  an  infringement 
use  and  sell  it  with  the  intent  that  it  shall 
be  so  used,  they  infringe  the  patent,  even 
though  their  device  is  capable  of  a  nonin- 
fringing use,  and  even  though  they  go 
through  the  form  of  instructing  that  it  shall 
be  used  in  a  noninfringing  way.  Sandusky 
Foundry,  etc.,  Co.  v.  De  Lavaud,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.   1921)   274  Fed.  607. 

Intervening  defendant. —  The  manufac- 
turer of  a  patented  article  may  be  permitted 
by  the  court  to  intervene  in  a  suit  against 
a  dealer  for  an  alleged  infringement  of  a 
patent.  Continuous  Extracting  Press  Corp. 
V.  Eastern  Cotton  Oil  Co.,  (E.  D.  N.  C. 
1920)   264  Fed.  340. 

V.  Recjovebt   (p.  302) 

Interest. —  In  Dunkley  Co.  i?.  Vrooman, 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  468,  the 
court  said  regarding  the  allowance  of  inter- 
est :  **  The  fact  that  payment  had  been  long 
delayed  was  one  of  the  factors  entering  into 
the  master's  fixing  of  a  reasonable  royalty 
as  of  the  date  of  his  report.  Since  this 
was  true,  and  since  interest  is  not  ordinarily 
computable  on  damages  before  liquidation, 
there  was  no  error  in  not  awarding  to  plain- 
tiffs interest  before  the  date  of  the  master's 
report.  The  final  decree  might  well  have 
awarded  interest  after  the  date  of  the  mas- 
ter's report,  but  it  did  not;  the  interval 
between  the  report  and  the  decree  was  brief. 


and  the  decree,  by  state  statute,  drawv  in- 
terest from  its  date."  See  also  Metallic 
Rubber  Tire  Co.  v,  Hartford  Rubber  Works 
Co.,   (D.  C.  Conn.  1920)   266  Fed.  543. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  309,  sec.  4920.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  667.] 

I.  Pleading  and  proof  in.  general. 
II*  Statutory  defenses. 

I.  Pleading  and  Pboof  in  Genebal  (p.  310) 

Prior  patents  as  anticipations. —  On  the 
question  of  anticipation  of  a  later  patent 
by  an  earlier  one,  as  arising  in  a  suit  on  the 
later  patent,  the  criiterion  is  the  same  as 
upon  the  question  of  validity  of  the  earlier 
patent  in  a  emit  brought  thereon.  If  the 
structure  is  inoperative,  the  patent  upon  it 
is  not  good,  and  it  does  not  sjiticipate  a 
later  patent;  but  mere  failure  to  get  com- 
mercial recognition,  or,  indeed,  failure  to 
deserve  that  recognition  until  somewhat  im- 
proved, is  not  inconsistent  with  full  validity 
as  a  patent  or  full  effect  as  an  anticipaticm. 
Wliere  the  question  is  not  one  of  full  antici- 
pation, but  is  whether  the  advance  shown 
by  the  later  over  the  earlier  device  is  of  an 
inventive  character,  the  failure  of  the  earlier 
to  get  recognition  in  the  trade  may  be  per- 
suasive evidence  that  an  apparently  slight 
advance  was  more  important  than  it  seems. 
Republic  Iron,  etc,  Co.  v.  Youngstown  Sheet, 
etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
380. 

Nonuser  not  defense. — ^"  Under  our  laws 
a  patentee  was  not  obliged  to  manufacture 
the  apparatus  described  in  the  patent.  Its 
nonuse  does  not  deprive  him  of  the  protec- 
tion of  the  patent  laws."  Morgan  Oonstr. 
Co.  V.  Donner  Steel  Co.,  (W.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
269  Fed.  389. 

Any  change  in  the  order  of  steps  as  desig- 
nated in  a  patent  does  not  operate  to  avoid 
an  infringement.  "A  patent  for  a  process 
is  infringed  by  one  who,  without  ownership 
or  licen.se,  uses  substantially  the  process 
which  the  patent  claims;  identity,  whether 
of  apparatus  or  materials,  not  being  neces- 
sary to  constitute  infringement;  but  no 
process  patent  is  infringed  where  any  one 
of  the  series  of  acts  which  constitute  the 
process  is  omitted,  unless  some  equivalent 
act  is  s^ubstituted ;  reason  seeming  to  indi- 
cate that  one  act  is  the  equivalent  of  an- 
other when  it  works  in  substantially  the 
same  way  to  accomplish  the  same  result." 
Los  Angeles  Lime  Co.  i*.  Nye,  (C.  C.  A.  9th 
Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  155. 

Deviation  in  line  not  observable  by  gen- 
eral public. —  If  there  is  a  slight  deviation 
in  a  line,  which  could  be  pointed  out  by 
measurements  of  an  expert,  the  fact  thai  it 
would  not  be  detected  bv  observation  of  the 
general  public  will  not  avoid  the  infringe- 
ment. Bayley  t*.  Krich,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1920) 
264  Fed.  978. 
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The  rule  of  shop  right  U  stated  as  follows : 
''  Where  an  employee  makes  an  inventioii, 
and  allows  his  employer  to  develop  it  with 
his  own  reeouroee,  and  to  market  it,  and 
establish  a  trade  in  it,  he  cannot,  after  he 
leases  the  employer,  preirent  him  from  going 
on,  and  so  compel  him  to  lose  all  the  invtest- 
ment  that  he  haa  put  in,  and  the  trade  he 
has  established,  unless  at  the  outset  he  gives 
hkn  some  warning.  The  rule  is  entirely  equi- 
table; the  books  pot  in  the  form  of  an 
estoppel."  Beecroft  v.  Kooney,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1020)  268  Fed.  545,  holding  the  rule  to  be 
ihapplicable  in  the  case  under  conRideration. 

Infringement  question  of  fact — The  matter 
of  an  infringement  is  in  the  final  analysis 
a  question  of  fact.  Laclede  Christy  Clay 
Products  Co.  t;.  St.  Louia,  (E.  D.  Mo^  1921) 
270  Fed.  3Q8. 

Burden  of  proof. — The  burden  is  on  de- 
fen  del  nts  in  a  suit  to  enjoin  infringement  of 
letters  patent  to  prove  anticipation  beyond 
a  reasonable  doubt.  Permutit  Co.  r.  Harvey 
Laundry  Co.,  (W.  D.  N.  Y.  1021)  274  Fed. 
937. 

Dismissal  of  bill. — As  to  the  dismissal  of 
a  bill  in  a  suit  for  a  patent  infringement  it 
is  said:  "It  may  be  conceded  at  the  outset 
that  the  motion  to  disomies  will  not  be  sus- 
tained, except  in  a  case  sufficiently  clear. 
Such  a  motion  is  proper  practice,  and  may 
be  susitained  by  the  clear  dieclosures  of  the 
bill  it«elf,  the  exhibits  attached  tSiereto,  and 
the  letters  patent,  of  which  profert  is  made. 
Where  there  is  aufficient  certainty  that  such 
disclosures  cannot  be  substantially  aided  by 
testimony,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  court  to 
srustain  the  motion  to  obviate  the  necessitv 
of  increasing  the  expense  and  performinj?  the 
labor  of  taking  proofs."  Luten  r.  Kansas 
City  Bridge  Co.,  ( W.  D.  Mo.  1921 )  272  Fed. 
533. 

II.  Statutobt  Defenses  (p.  317) 

The  state  of  the  art.— "  Evidence  of  the 
«tate  of  the  art  is  admissible  in  actions  at 
law  under  the  general  iseue  without  a  special 
notice,  and  in  equity  cases  without  any 
averment  in  the  answer  touching  the  sub- 
ject. It  consiats  of  proof  of  what  was  old 
and  in  general  use  at  the  time  of  the  alleged 
invention.  It  is  received  for  three  purposes, 
and  none  other,  to  ahow  what  was  then  old, 
to  distinguish  what  was  new,  and  to  aid  the 
court  in  the  construction  of  the  patent." 
Brown  tJ.  Piper,  (1«76)  91  U.  S.  37,  23  U.  8. 
(L.  ed.)  200;  KaulTman  v.  Sodemann  Heat, 
etc,   Co.,    (£.  D.   Mo.    1920)    267   Fed.   436. 

Public  use.— That  ''  public  use,"  within  the 
meaning  of  the  statute,  is  a  very  different 
thing  from  "  use  by  the  public,"  is  well  set- 
tled. Los  Angeles  lime  Co.  v,  Nye,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  155. 

Burden  of  proof. — The  burden  of  proof  is 
on  the  defendants  in  an  infringement  suit  to 
show  that  the  process  or  product  of  the  com- 
plainant was  in  public  use  within  the  mean- 


ing of  the  statute  for  two  years  prior  to  the 
filing  of  his  application.  Los  Angeles  Lime 
Co.  t?.  Nye,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  165. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  326,  sec.  4921.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  577.] 

I.  General  equitable  jurisdiction. 

n.  Joinder  of  causes  of  action, 
m.  Pleadings. 
rV.  Injunctions. 

V.  Decree  and  award. 
VII.  Limitations  and  laohes. 

I.  General  Equitable  Jurisdiction  (p.  326) 

Constitutionality. — This  section  is  not  vio- 
lative of  the  Seventh  Amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution as  depriving  a  peraon  of  his  right 
to  trial  bv  jury.  Filer,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Diamond 
Iron  Works,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  489. 

Jurisdiction. —  Equity  haa  a  place  in  the 
administration  of  the  patent  law  and 
ehields  the  innocent  from  the  consequences 
of  practices  that  are  unfair.  In  re  Hender- 
son, (App.  Oas.  D.  C.  1921)  269  Fed.  707. 

II.  Joinder  or  Causes  of  Action  (p.  332) 

Where  there  are  several  claims  which  may 
have  been  infringed  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
plaintiff  to  put  forth  all  the  claims  that 
h«tve  been  infringed.  And  the  rule  is  the 
same  in  respect  of  damages  and  profits  aris- 
ing from  infringements,  not  presented  to  the 
trial  court,  but  which  might  have  been  so 
presented.  Panoualias  v.  National  Equip- 
ment Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
630. 

III.  Pleadings  (p.  334) 

Supplemental  bill  to  sot  up  new  infringe- 
ments.—  In  Minerals  Separation  Co.  e. 
Miami  Copper  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920) 
269  Fed.  265,  it  was  held  that  there  was 
no  right  of  appeal  from  the  court's  order 
denying  leave  to  file  a  supplemental  bill  after 
decree  on  the  merits  praying  relief  against 
new  practices  charged  to  infringe. 

Dismissal  of  bilL — A  motion  to  disoniss  a 
bill  for  patent  infringement  on  the  ground 
that  it  is  inT!alid  on  its  face  is  to  be  deter- 
mined solely  from  the  face  of  the  patent  and 
does  not  bring  up  questions  of  infringement. 
"  The  genera]  principles  governing  the  dis- 
missal of  bills  for  patent  infringement,  where 
the  patent  is  invalid  on  its  face,  are  suffl- 
cientiy  familiar  not  to  require  elaborate  re- 
statement. Richards  v.  Chase  Elevator  Co., 
158  U.  S.  299,  15  Sup.  Ct.  831,  39  L.  ed. 
991:  Fowler  r.  City  of  New  York  et  al., 
121  Fed.  747,  68  C.  C.  A.  113;  Kuhn  et  al.  r. 
Lock-Stub  Check  Co.,  165  Fed.  446,  91 
C.  C.  A.  389;  Femald  v.  Oneida  Nat.  Chuck 
Co.  (C.  C.)  167  Fed.  559,  affirmed-  Fernard 
17.  Oneida  Nat.  Chuck  Co.,  174  Fed.  1020,  98 
C.    C.    A.    664;    Mallinson    et    al.    r.    Ryan 
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(D.  C.)  242  Fed.  951;  Baykv  ^  Sons  f. 
Blumberg,  254  Fed.  696,  166  C.  C.  A.  194. 
For  such  a  motion  to  prevail,  the  invalidity 
must  be  obvious  and  the  question  must  not 
be  fairly  arguable.  Where  there  is  a  really 
debatable  pro  and  con,  tlie  motion  must  be 
denied."  Bonnie-B.  Oo.  v.  Giguet,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1919)   269  Fed.  272. 

IV.  Injunctions  (p.  340) 

After  expiration  of  patent. — To  same  effect 
as  original  annotation,  see  Excelsior  Steel 
Furnace  Co.  v.  Williamson  Heater  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  614. 

Ceasing  infringement  and  promises  to 
abstain. — To  the  same  effect  as  the  original 
annotation,  see  General  Electric  Co.  v.  Inde- 
pendent Lamp,  etc.,  Co.,  (D.  C.  N.  J.  1920) 
267  Fed.  824. 

Injunction  against  circulars. — Where  al- 
though a  circular  is  too  broad  yet  if  the 
defendant  agrees  to  change  it  in  accordance 
with  direction*  by  the  court  an  injunction 
will  not  be  granted.  Bonnie-B.  Co.  r.  Giguet, 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1919)   269  Fed.  272. 

Agents  of  infringer. — An  injunction  will 
be  granted  to  restrain  the  sale  of  an  in- 
fringing article  by  one  who  is  selling  it  for 
another  by  whom  it  is  being  manufactured. 
Patton  r.'Clegg,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  274  Fed. 
118. 

Infringement  after  decree. — "  Infringement 
after  final  decree  and  in  violation  of  injunc- 
tion is  jnst  as  much  infringement  as  is  the 
fsaroe  act  committed  before  suit  brought;  all 
infringers  are  tort-feasors,  and  a  plurality  of 
infringers  are  joint  tort-feasore,  and  are  also 
liable  severally."  Schey  v.  Giovanna,  (C.  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  515. 

Supplementary  injunctive  relief. —  It  is  de- 
clared that  supplementary  injunctive  relief 
against  past  infringing  practices  is  not 
allowable,  the  remedies  against  infringement 
after  decree  being  damages  and  protits  on 
accounting,  attacfhment  for  contempt  and 
original  bill  in  which  last  reme<ly  the  right 
to  injunctive  relief  is  fully  preserved.  Min- 
erals Separation  v.  Miami  Copper  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  265. 

Contempt. — Where,  after  the  issuance  of 
an  injunction  in  an  infringement  proceeding 
prohibiting  the  defendant  from  manufactur- 
ing and  selling  certain  infringing  devioes, 
he  manufactures  another  device  substantially 
similar  to  the  one  covered  by  the  injunction, 
he  is  guilty  of  contempt.  Eureka  Tool  Co. 
V.  Wire  Hope  Appliance  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  673.  Likewise,  where 
after  an  injunction  has  been  granted  the 
defendant  makes  no  change  in  the  patented 
device  except  by  a  substitution  which  is  a 
rnerely  colorable  evasion  he  is  guilty  of  con- 
tempt. Schev  V.  Giovanna,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)    273  Fed.  515. 

An  order  dismissing  a  proceeding  in  which 
it  is  sought  to  have  a  defendant  adjudged 
guilty  of  contempt  for  the  violation  of  an 
mjunction    against    the    infringement    of    a 


patent,  is  not  appealable.  Minerals  Separa- 
tion V.  Miami  Copper  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1920)  269  Fed.  265. 

Questions  on  appeal. — An  order  denying  a 
supplementary  injunction  in  a  patent  in- 
fringement suit  will  not  be  disturbed  by  tlie 
appellate  court  except  for  an  abuse  of  dis- 
cretion. Minerals  Separation  i:.  Miami  Cop- 
per Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  209  Fed.  266. 

V.  Decree  and  Awabd    (p.  355) 

Relief  in  general. —  While  the  inventor  of 
a  very  substantial  advance  should  receive  as 
broad  a  measure  of  protection  as  the  lan- 
guage of  his  grant  justifies,  it  is  equally 
true  that  the  defendant  who  has  manufac- 
tured or  used  a  device  in  reliance  upon  an 
express  limitation  in  the  patent,  voliuitarily 
inserted  or  accepted  by  the  patentee,  should 
be  protected  in  his  investment.  Republic 
Iron,  etc.,  Co.  f.  Youngstown  Sheet,  etc., 
Co.,   (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  386. 

Estimated  by  advantage  gained  over  other 
modes. — "  The  rule  of  comparison  is  settled 
law,  and  contemplates  that  the  infringer  had 
a  choice  of  processes,  chose  that  of  the  patent, 
and  gained  an  advantage  over  what  would 
have  been  his  had  he  chosen  otherwise.  Ob- 
viously his  choice  is  made  from  processes 
existing  at  the  time  of  choice;  that  is,  at 
the  time  of  infringement,  from  day  to  day, 
and  as  alternative  presents  itself.  He  is  not 
limited  in  fact  to  the  process  of  the  patent 
and  processes  existing  only  at  the  date  of  the 
patent,  and  the  principle  of  standards  does 
not  require  nor  sand^ion  tha*  he  be  so 
limited  in  theory.  For  the  advantage  he 
actually  gains,  and  which  as  profits  or  say- 
ings he  must  render  to  the  patentee,  is  only 
that  of  the  invention  over  other  processes 
he  might  have  chosen  in-  lieu  of  the  inven- 
tion and  did  not. 

"  What  the  infringer  thus  gains  is  also 
what  the  patentee  is  presumed  to  thus  lose, 
so  far  as  accounting  for  profits  is  concerned, 
and  equity  is  done  when  all  such  gains  are 
taken  from  the  infringer  and  given  to  the 
patentee;  for  thus  the  former  loses  nothing, 
he  is  not  penalized,  the  latter  is  made  whole, 
and  he  is  not  given  gratuities  nor  rewarded 
beyond  his  present  deserts,  as  otherwise 
would  be  the  case."  Minerals  Separation  t?. 
Butte,  etc.,  Min.  Co.,  (D.  C.  Mont.  1921)  274 
Fed.  878. 

Profits  lost. —  Where  it  appeared  that  the 
defendant  was  an  old  customer  of  the  plain- 
tiff for  the  patented  articles  and  had  sold 
many  of  them  it  was  held  that  profits  lost 
to  tiie  plaintiff  by  sales  which  he  had  lost 
as  a  result  of  defendant's  acts  were  recover- 
able. Filer,  etc.,  Co.,  v.  Diamond  Iron 
Works,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
489. 

Effect  of  failure  to  ask  for  profits  and 
damagea — In  reply  to  the  proposition  that 
the  plaintiff  by  not  demanding  profits  and 
damages  while  insisting  on  an  intunction 
which  restrained  the  manufacture,  sale  and 
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use  of  the  infringing  device,  reserved  the 
right  to  sue  elsewhere,  it  has  been  said: 
"  No  authority  exists  for  such  splitting  of 
action,  and  it  is  opposed  to  fundamental 
rules;  for  a  cause,  once  properly  in  a  court 
of  equity  for  any  purpose,  will  ordinarily 
be  retained  for  all  purposes.  Camp  t.  Boyd, 
229  U.  S.  552,  33  Sup.  Ct.  785,  67  L.  Ed. 
1317.  A  *  waiver '  of  pecuniary  recovery 
made  at  trial,  while  insisting  on  injunction, 
cannot  be  construed  as  a  lawful  segregation 
for  future  litigation  of  the  recovery  waived. 
Indeed,  waiver  implies  abandonment,  not 
reservation  for  future  use."  Panoulias  v. 
National  Equix>ment  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)    269  Fed.  630. 

Meaiure  of  damages  bated  on  royalties. — 
In  Metallic  Rubber  Tire  Co.  i".  Hartford 
Rubber  Works  Co.,  (D.  C.  Conn.  1920)  266 
Fed.  643,  the  court  said:  "Manifestly  the 
plaintiff  has  been  entitled  to  all  profits' real- 
ized from  the  infringement  by  the  defendant, 
and  the  defendant  should  be  held  to  pay 
those  profits  over,  and  its  own  conduct 
estops  it,  in  my  judgment,  from  any  con- 
sideration, but  the  strict  application  of  the 
established  rules;  so  that,  in  view  of  the 
facts  abundantly  disclosed,  under  the  appli- 
cation of  rule,  reason,  or  justice,  it  cannot 
expect  to  have  applied  the  lesser  punish- 
ment of  assessing  1^^  per  cent,  royalty  as 
the  measure  of  what  this  plaintiff  is  fairly 
entitled  to  recover,  rather  than  the  exact 
amount  of  the  profits  disclosed  by  the  mas- 
ter's report." 

Order  for  accounting. —  The  court  will 
determine,  on  such  preliminary  inquiry  as 
seems  fitting,  whether  the  recovery  of  any 
substantial  damages  or  profits  is  so  im- 
probable as  to  justify  declining  to  make  the 
usual  order  for  an  accounting.  Sandusky 
Foundry,  etc.,  Co.  v.  DeLavaud,  (C.  C.  JL 
6th  Cir.  1921)    274  Fed.  607. 

Judgments  against  litigant  on  part  of 
claims. —  Where  a  litigant  is  defeated  on 
some  of  his  claims  he  will  not  be  permitted 
to  go  against  the  same  defendant  and  try 
out  the  other  claims  agaim^t  the  device 
alleged  to  be  infringed  at  the  time  the 
original  suit  was  brought.  Union  Steam 
Pump  Co.  V.  Manton-Gaulin  Mfg.  Co.,  (D. 
C.   Me.   1921)    272  Fed.  773. 

Effect  of  consent  decrees. —  "Consent  de- 
crees as  to  validity,  scope,  and  infringement 
in  patent  cases  are  regarded  as  constituting 
no  adjudication  of  such  matters  which  will 
aflTect  other  than  the  parties  consenting 
thereto.  But  they  are  intended  by  the  par- 
ties to  control  their  rights  in  respect  to  the 
matters  covered  thereby,  and  they  do  have 
that  eflTect.  The  method  of  enforcing  this 
result  is  by  estopping  either  party  from 
denying  the  binding  effect  of  the  decree  so 
procured.  When,  as  here,  a  patent  is,  in 
a  consent  decree,  adjudged  valid,  and  in- 
fringed by  a  certain  machine,  that  decree 
has,  as  between  those  parties,  settled  that 
that  patent  is  valid,  and  that  machine  is  an 


infringement.  Wlien  thereafter  complainant 
desires  by  a  supplemental  bill  to  extend  the 
relief  to  another  machine,  which  he  claixqs 
is  essentially  the  same  as'  the  one  held  to  be 
an  infringement,  the  issue  thus  presenteid  is 
whether,  in  the  light  of  the  patent  as  vali4i 
the  new  nuLchine  ie  essentially  the  old  in- 
fringement," Roberts  Cone  Mfg.  Co.  V- 
Bruckman,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  986. 

VII,  Limitations  and  Lacubs  (p.  370) 

Laches  within  period  of  statutory  Umita- 
tion. —  To  the  same  elTect  as  original  anno- 
tation, see  Yates  t*.  Smith,  (D.  C.  N.  J. 
1920)    271  Fed.  27. 

Vol.   VII,   p.   375-      [Recovery,   etc.] 
[First  ed.,  1912  Siipp.,  p.  286.] 

Government  not  made  general  licensee. — 
The  provisions  of  this  act  do  not  constitute 
the  United  States  a  general  licensee  to  use 
patent  rights  when  necessary  for  its  govern- 
mental purposes,  so  as  to  preclude  the  owner 
of  a  patent  from  enjoining  a  contractor  with 
the  government  from  making  and  deliver- 
ing articles  contracted  for,  alleged  to  in- 
fringe his  patent.  William  Cramp,  etc., 
Ship,  etc.,  Bldg.  Co.  v.  International  Curtis 
Marine  Turbine  Co.,  (1918)  246  U.  S.  28, 
38  S.  Ct.  271,  62  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  660;  Marconi 
Wireless  Tel.  Co.  v.  Simon.  (191S)  246  U. 
S.  46,  38  S.  Ct.  275,  62  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  568; 
Electric  Boat  Co.  v.  Lake  Torpedo  Boat  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.   1920)    204   Fed.  670. 

Articles  furnished  to  government. —  Under 
this  act  no  illegal  interference  with  the 
right  of  a  patentee  can  arise  from  the  mere 
furnishing  to  the  government  of  the  appa- 
ratus which  is  not  per  se  an  infringement, 
even  though  its  use  by  the  government  will 
infringe  the  patent.  Marconi  Wireless  TeL 
Co.  V.  Simon,  (1918)  246  U.  S.  46,  38  S.  Ct. 
275,  62  U.  S.    (L.  ed.)    568. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  377,  sec.  4929.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  600.] 

Intent  of  section. —  To  the  same  effect  as 
the  original  annotation,  see  Faris  v.  Patsy 
Frok,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  900;  Knapp  v.  Will  &  Banner  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  380; 
Shapiro  v.  Franklin  Brass  Foundry,  (E.  D. 
Pa.   1921)    272  Fed.   176. 

Necessity  of  invention. —  Design  patents 
are  on  as  high  a  plane  as  utility  patents 
and  require  as  high  a  degree  of  exercise  of 
the  inventive  or  original  facultv.  Knapp  p. 
Will,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  380. 

Under  this  section  no  patent  can  be  issued 
for  a  mere  shape,  configuration,  or  outline  of 
a  design  or  pattern,  unless  such  shape,  con- 
figuration, or  outline  or  pattern  is  in  and  of 
itself  an  ornamental  design.     Faris  t?.  Patsy 
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Frok,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir,  1921)  273 
Fed.  900. 

Novelty. — "A  design ,  in  order  to  be  patent- 
able, must  be  'new,  original,  and  orna- 
mental.' These  words  convey  the  thought 
that  the  design  must  possess  artistic  merit 
and  be  above  the  commonplace."  Shapiro 
t?.  Franklin  Brass  Foundry,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921) 
272  Fed.  176. 

In  order  that  there  may  be  novelty  the 
thing  must  not  have  been  known  to  any  one 
before.  Knapp  t?.  Will,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d.  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  380. 

Amount  of  novelty. —  Mere  change  in  con- 
struction, displaying  no  originality  and   no 
added  beauty,   cannot   be  the   subject    of   a 
design  patent.     Baker  v.  Hughes-Evans  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   270  Fed.  97. 

Mere  novelty  of  form  ie  insufficient.  Thus, 
a  square  candle  is  not  the  subject  of  a 
design  patent,  the  requirement  aa  to  novelty 
being  lacking.  Knapp  v.  Will,  etc.,  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  380, 

Test  of  artistic  merit. — "  The  judgment 
delivered,  with  respect  to  any  design  or  any 
work  of  art,  that  it  possesses  artistic  merit, 
is  founded  almost  solely  on  taste.  Such 
merit  could  not  very  well  be  denied  to  any 
work  of  art  which  called  forth  the  applause 
of  a  large  number  of  people.  Mere  com- 
mercial success,  it  is  true,  is  not  a  very 
satisfactory  test  of  artistic  merits  but,  un- 
less the  question  i»  to  be  determined  alto- 
gether in  accordance  with  the  tastes  of  the 
one  who  is  pronouncing  judgment,  it  is  the 
best  test  we  have,  because  it  is  the  practical 
equivalent  of  the  fame  which  attaches  to  a 
work  of  art.  If  the  design  satisfies  the 
tastes  of  many  people,  by  whom  it  is  pro- 
nounced to  have  artistic  merit,  such  merit 
cannot  very  well  be  denied  to  it  for  patent 
purposes,  without  a  denial  of  the  very  re- 
ward which  by  the  law  is  held  out  to  design- 
ers. The  thought  is  that  any  one  who 
designs  something  which  is  different  from 
the  designs  which  have  preceded  it,  and 
which,  because  of  its  attractiveness  to  the 
eye,  commands  a  ready  and  large  sale,  shall 
be  rewarded  by  the  exclusive  right  to  make 
and  sell.  The  commercial  success  may  mean 
lack  of  artistic  appreciation  on  the  part  of 
purchasers,  or  it  may  mean  artistic  merit 
in  the  design.  By  analogy  to  patented 
articles,  it  is  regarded  as  evidence  of  the 
latter.  The  fact  finding,  made  and  adhered 
to,  is  that  the  patentee,  in  the  language  of 
the  law,  invented  such  a  design,  and  to  him, 
in  consequence,  belongs  the  reward.*'  Sha- 
piro V.  Franklin  Brass  Foundry,  (E.  D.  Pa. 
1921)    272  Fed.   176. 

New  combination  of  old  elements. —  While 
invention  may  reside  in  a  new  combination 
of  old  elements,  yet  every  new  combination 
of  old  elements  is  not  patentable.  *'  The  test 
for  invention  is  to  be  considered  the  same 
for  designs  as  for  mechanical  patents;  i.  e., 
was  the  new  c(»nbination  within  the  range 


of  the  ordinary  routine  designer?"  Knapp 
17,  Will  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  380. 

Design  patent  as  txade-mirk. — ^A  design 
patent  cannot  be  used  to  identify  a  device 
with  the  purpose  of  operating  as  a  trade- 
mark. Hence,  an  anti-skidding  def^ioe  is  not 
the  subject  ol  a  design  patent  as  it  is  ex- 
hibited on  a  mechanical  device  whose 
appearance  cannot  matter,  the  real  question 
being  can  it  acconoplish  what  is  claimed  for 
it.  North  British  Rubber  Co,  v.  Racine  Rub- 
ber Tire  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir,  1921)  271 
Fed.  936. 

Test  of  identity. —  To  same  effect  as 
original  annotation,  see  Borgfeldt  r.  Weiss, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)    265  Fed.  268. 

Equivalents. —  The  patentee  of  a  design 
patent  is  entitled  to  the  usual  range  of 
equivalents  with  respect  to  known  prior  un- 
essential details.  Borgfeldt  v.  Weiss,  (C.  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  26S. 

Evidence  of  infringement. —  Where  a  ques- 
tion of  an  infringement  of  a  design  patent 
is  presented,  oral  evidence  is  never  so  satis- 
factory as  the  judgment  of  the  eye,  upon 
actual  view  of  the  original  design  patent 
and  the  one  claimed  to  be  an  infringement 
thereof.  Standard  Computing  Scale  Co.  v. 
Detroit  Automatic  Scale  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  281. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  383,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
vol.  V,  p.  603.] 

Right  to  accounting. —  When  a  defendant 
admits  infringement,  this  is  evidence  from 
which  infringement  can  be  found;  and,  in- 
fringement having  been  found,  an  accounting 
cannot  be  denied  on  the  ground  of  a  finding 
that  the  infringement  was  negligible  in  ex- 
tent merely  because  the  defendant  has  accom- 
panied, or  sought  to  qualify,  his  admission 
of  infringement  by  loose  and  indefinite  state- 
ments with  respect  to  the  extent  of  it.  When 
a  patent  is  found  to  be  valid  and  infringed, 
a  plaintiff  has  the  right  to  a  full  inquiry 
into  the  extent  of  the  infringement,  and  the 
practice  is  not  to  maice  this  inquiry  pre- 
vious to  the  findings  of  validity  and  in- 
fringement, but  to  defer  it  until  these  pre- 
liminary findings  have  been  made.  Shapiro 
V,  Franklin  Brass  Foundry,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921) 
272  Fed.   176. 

Only  one  penalty  recoyerable. —  The  statu- 
tory penalty  cannot  be  recovered  for  the  sale 
of  each  article  to  which  the  design  has  been 
applied  unless  there  is  some  measuring  of 
the  infringing  sales  by  subordinate  imits. 
Young  17.  Grand  Rapids  Refrigerator  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  966. 

Measure  of  profits  recoverable. —  Where 
the  measure  of  profits  cannot  be  ascertained 
a  recovery  of  the  penalty  may  be  had.  Young 
V.  Grand  Rapids  Refrigerator  Co.,  (C>  C.  iL 
Gth  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  966. 


PENAL  LAWS 


6S9 


PENAL  LAWS 


Vol.  VII,  p.  423,  sec.  6.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  406.] 

Forcible  resistance  essential — Something 
more  than  setting  the  law  at  defiance  is 
essential  to  the  commission  of  ,the  offense 
designated  in  this  section.  There  knust  be 
a  forcible  resistance  to  the  authority  of  the 
United  States  while  endeavoring  to  carry  the 
laws  into  execution.  Anderson  r.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  20. 

Overt  act. —  This  section  does  not  require 
an  overt  act  as  an  element  of  the  crime 
which  it  denounces.  Anderson  v,  U.  8.,  <C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1021)   273  Fed.  20. 

Coiupiraciea  to  violate  Selective  Service 
Act  and  Espionage  Act  are  not  subject  to 
terms  of  this  section.  Havwood  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920) '268  Fed.  796; 
St.  John  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  808. 

Suffideney  of  indictment.— The  indict- 
ment must  charge  that  the  purpose  of  the 
conspiracy  was  the  exertion  of  force  against 
those  charged  with  the  duty  of  executing 
the  laws  of  the  United  States,  or  the  lan- 
guage used  in  the  count  must  be  such  that 
from  it  the  inference  reasonably  follows  that 
that  was  the  purpose  and  object  of  the 
conspiracy;  and  unless  the  count  can  be  so 
construed  it  is  bad  and  fails  to  charge  the 
offense.  Andereon  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  20. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  460,  sec.  13.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  408.] 

L  Origin,    purpose,    and    construction    ol 
statute. 
1.  Origin  and  purpose, 
m.  Ingredients  of  offense. 

1.  In  generaL 

V.  Prosecution  of  offense. 

2.  Sufficiency  of  indictments 

6.  Admissibility  of  evidence. 

a.  In  general. 

7.  Sufficiency  of  evidence. 

L  Origin,  PuBPoes  and   Constbucteon  of 

Statutb 

1.  Origin  and  Purpose  (p.  460) 

Purpose  of  enactment. —  The  thing  at 
which  this  section  is  directed  is  the  pre- 
vention of  military  or  naval  expeditions  or 
enterprises  against  governments  with  whom 
the  United  States  is  at  peace.  The  several 
things  mentioned  herein  are  merely  different 
ways  of  accomplishing  the  general  object. 
Jacobson  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  399. 


III.  Inorsdients   or  Offenss 

1.  In  Otneral   (p.  462) 

What  constitutes  offense.— *' While  the 
substantive  thing  aimed  at  in  the  statute  is 
the  prevention  of  a  military  enterprise  with- 
in the  United  S^tates  againet  a  territory  or 
people  of  a  friendly  nation,  yet  the  things 
actually  punishable  under  the  statute  are 
very  different.  It  is  not  necessary,  to  war- 
rant a  conviction  under  the  statute,  that 
there  shall  at  any  time  be  in  existence  a 
military  expedition  or  enterprise.  So  far 
as  a  military  enterprise  is  concerned,  it  is 
sufficient  if  a  military  enterprise  was  a  part 
of  the  intent  and  purpose  of  those  engaged 
in  the  conspiracy  in  the  one  case,  and  of  the 
person  or  persons  engaged  in  the  doing  of 
the  things  prohibited  by  the  statute  in  the 
other  case.  The  statute  makes  it  an  offense 
to  '  begin  '  a  military  expedition  or  enter- 
prise. Manifestly  the  thing  that  is  only 
begun  is  not  the  completed  thing.  Another 
clause  makes  it  an  offense  to  '  provide  or 
prepare  the  means.'  Manifestly  any  offense 
under  the  statute  may  be  committed  by  an 
individual."  Jacobson  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
7th  Cir.   1921)    272  Fed.  399. 

V.  Pbosecution  of  Offense 
2.  Sufficiency  of  Indictment   (p.  472) 

Charging  offense  in  language  of  statute. — 
An  indictment  is  sufficient  which  charges  the 
offense  in  substantially  the  language  of  the 
statute.  Jacobson  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th 
Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  399. 

Consolidation  of  indictments. — An  indict- 
ment for  committing  the  offense  specified  in 
this  section  may  h^  oonsolidated  with  an 
indictment  for  conspiracy  to  c<Mnmit  such 
offense.  Jacobson  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th 
Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  399. 

• 

6.  Admiseibility  of  Evidence 
a.  In  General  (p.  473) 

Evidence  showing  relation  existing  be- 
tween defendants. —  Evidence  may  be  re- 
ceived of  acts  and  circumstances  showing  the 
relation  existing  between  the  defendants, 
though  it  is  sufficient  to  determine  whether 
such  evidence  has  any  bearing  on  the  con- 
■piracy  or  the  carrying  out  of  it.  Jacob- 
sen  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  399. 

7.  Sufficiency  of  Evidence  (p.  475) 

In  general — Where  the  question  was  raised 
thnt  there  should  have  been  no  conviction 
because  the  evidence  did  not  show  that  all 
that  was  done  by  the  defendants  did  con- 
stitute a  military  enterprise,  the  court  said: 
"  Wliether  what  the  defendants  did  actually 
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reached  the  dignity  of  a  military  expedition 
or  enterprise  is  not  deemed  material,  if  the 
evidence  shows  that,  under  the  conspiracy 
charge,  the  conception,  the  thing  they  in- 
tended, amounted  to  a  military  expedition 
or  enterprise,  and  if  under  the  other  charge 
the  defendants  did  in  the  way  charged  any 
one  or  more  of  the  things  charged.'*  Jacob- 
sen  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7t.h  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  399. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  484,  sec.  19.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  410.] 

II.  Construction. 

III.  Persons  protected. 

IV.  "  Right  or  privilege "  protected. 
VII.  Indictment. 

II.  Construction  (p.  486) 

The  origin  of  this  section  was  in  the  Act 
of  May  31.  1870  (16  Stat.  141),  which  was 
re-enacted  as  section  5508  of  the  Revised 
Statutes.  Fobs  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir, 
1920)   266  Fed.  Sdl. 

IIL  Persons  Protected  (p.  486) 

Witness  in  land  office  contests. —  If  one 
is  protected  under  the  statute  while  in  the 
lawful  custody  of  a  United  States  marshal, 
or  in  giving  information  to  a  United  States 
marshal  for  a  violation  of  the  laws  of  the 
United  States,  or  in  giving  information  to 
a  collector  of  internal  revenue,  for  violation 
of  the  revenue  laws  of  the  United  States,  it 
follows  that  one  is  protected  in  giving  testi- 
mony before  the  land  office  in  a  contest 
which  involves  the  rights  of  entrymen  under 
the  land  laws  of  the  United  States.  The 
power  which  is  delegated  to  the  federal 
government  to  dispose  of  the  public  lands 
includes  the  power  to  hear  and  determine 
contests  in  the  land  office,  and  the  power  to 
compel  witnesses  to  testify  in  such  contests, 
and  the  power  to  protect  them  while  so 
doing,  and  in  all  such  contests  the  United 
States  is  a  party.  Fobs  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  881. 

IV.  "  Right  or  Privilege  "  Protected 

(p.  486) 

Freedom  to  perform  contracts. —  In  a  case 
where  defendants  were  charged  with  con- 
spiracy to  prevent  by  strikes  and  sabotage 
certain  citizens  from  fulfilling  their  con- 
tracts with  the  goveriunent  for  war  muni- 
tions and  supplies  the  court  declared  that 
"  to  produce,  to  sell,  to  contract  to  sell  to 
any  buyer,  are  not  rights  or  privileges  con- 
ferred by  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  the 
United  States."  Haywood  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  7th  Cir,  1920)  268  Fed.  795;  St.  John  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
808. 

VII.  Indictment  (p.  490) 

An  indictment  for  a  conspiracy  to  prevent 
and  hinder  fnmishing  of  munitions,  etc.,  to 
the  United  States  government  was  held  suf- 


ficient in  Anderson  v,  U.  S.,   <C.  C.  A.  9th 
dr.  1921)   269  Fed.  65. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  516,  sec.  32.    [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  414.] 

II.  Construction  and  application. 

3.  Intent  to  defraud. 
III.  Prosecution  for  offense. 

4,  Evidence. 

II.    OoNSTRUCTIOX   and   APPLICATlOlf 

3.  Intent  to  Defraud  (p.  519) 

Purpose  of  section. — This  section  should 
be  construed  in  harmony  with  its  aim  which 
is  not  merely  to  protect  innocent  persons 
from  actual  loes  through  reliance  on  false 
aasumptione  of  federal  authority,  but  to 
maintain  the  general  good  repute  and  dig- 
nity of  the  service  itself.  Russell  v,  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  684. 

III.  Prosecution  fob  Offense 

4.   Evidence    (p.   522) 

False  personation  —  Sufficiency  of  evidence. 
— Evidence  that  the  accused  went  to  the 
home  of  the  prosecuting  witness  and  after 
stating  that  he  was  "from  the  federal  gov- 
ernment "  pulled  back  the  lapel  of  his  coat 
and  showed  a  badge,  and  stated  that  he  had 
been  informed  that  the  prosecuting  w^itness 
had  intoxicating  liquor  on  his  premises  and 
that  he  had  come  to  search  for  the  same, 
whereupon  he  was  paid  a  sum  of  money  to 
desist,  has  been  held  to  be  sufficient  to  sus- 
tain a  conviction  under  this  section;  and 
furthermore  the  fact  that  the  accused  'was 
in  fact  an  officer  employed  by  the  United 
States  Xavy  Department  was  no  defense,  as 
an  employee  of  one  department  of  the  gov- 
ernment may  be  held  guilty  of  falsely  im- 
personating an  officer  of  another  department. 
Russell  f.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  271 
Fed.  684. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  523,  sec.  35.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  414.] 

V.  Indictment. 

1.  For   making;    and    presenting   false 

claim, 
a.  Joinder  of  counts. 
VI.  Trial. 

2.  Evidence  and  variance. 

a.  Evidence. 

b.  Variance. 

V.  Indictmbitt 

1.  For  Making  and  Presenting  False  Claim 

a.  Joinder  of  Counts  (p.  528) 

In  a  prosecution  against  an  agent  of  Gen- 
eral Land, Office  for  making  and  presenting 
fakte  claims  against  the  United  States  by 
means  of  an  itemized  statement  of  expenses, 
several  items  of  which  are  alleged  to  be 
false,  each  item  may  be  regarded  as  a  sepa- 
rate claim  and.  violation  of  this  section,  and 
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set  forth  in  separate  counts  in  the  same  in- 
dictment. Fain  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)  2e5  Fed.  473. 

VI.  Trial 
2.  Evideftce  and  Variance 

a.  Evidence   (p.  532) 

AdmiMibility.— The  admission  in  evidence 
of  a  written  confession  made  by  one  of  sev- 
eral defendants  charged  with  conspiracy  un- 
der this  section  has  been  he'd  not  to  be 
error  where  the  court  instructed  the  jury 
that  the  confession  was  not  to  be  ''consid- 
ered evidence  against  any  one  in  the  case  " 
except  the  one  by  whom  it  was  made.  Hagcn 
1-.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
344. 

In  a  prosecution  under  this  section  against 
a  special  agent  of  the  General  Land  Office 
for  making  and  presenting  false  claims 
against  the  United  States,  there  is  no  error 
in  excluding  testimony,  offered  by  a  special 
land  agent  called  as  a  witness  for  the  de- 
fense, that  the  rules  and  regulations  of  tlie 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  were  not  technically 
observed  and  followed  by  the  agents  in  the 
field  and  that  in  the  Forest  Service  and 
Agricultural  Department  of  the  United 
States  it  was  the  custom  to  use  cars  in  the 
transaction  of  field  work  and  to  charge  the 
expense  thereof  to  the  government.  Fain 
r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
473. 

b.  Variance  (p.  533) 

The  fact  that  an  indictment  alleges  that 
tihe  defendant  presented  fake  claims  and 
vouchers  against  the  United  States  for  cer- 
tain anaounts,  where  as  the  proof  sliows  that 
the  claims  presented  were  for  larger  amounts 
but  that  only  the  amounts  alleged  in  the 
indictments  were  false,  does  not  constitute 
a  fatal  variance.  Fain  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)   265  Fed.  473. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  533,  sec.  36.    [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  415.1 

Constitutionality.— It  has  been  held  that 
this  section  is  inoperative  as  a  criminal 
statute  because  of  the  indefmiteness  of  the 
punishment  presented  in  that  the  preceding 
section  to  which  reference  is  made  prescribes 
different  punishment  for  different  offenses. 
Holmes  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920) 
267  Fed.  529.    The  court  said : 

"  In  the  instant  case,  who  can  say  what 
punishment  the  lawmakers  intended?  The 
section  itself  is  silent  as  to  that  punish- 
ment, and  refers  us  to  section  35  to  ascer- 
tain it.  When  we  look  at  tlie  last-named  sec- 
tion, we  find  two  punishments  prescribed  of 
very  different  severity:  One,  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  $o,000  or  imprisonment  of  five 
years,  or  both;  and  the  other  a  fine  of  not 
more  than  $500  and  imprisonment  of  not 
more  than  two  years.  It  is  contended  for 
both  plaintiffs  in  error  that  the  lesser  pun- 


ishment must  have  been  intended,  because 
the  subject-matter  of  the  last  portion  of  the 
section  is  germane  to  the  subject  treated 
of  in  section  36.  But  this  contention  is  in 
our  judgment  untenable.  In  a  criminal  stat- 
ute the  citizen  mnat  not  be  left  in  uncer- 
tainty or  to  speculation  or  argument  as  to 
what  acts  constitute  a  violation,  or  what 
punishment,  if  any,  is  visited  upon  a  viola- 
tion when  the  terms  are  definite.  There  was 
no  error  in  the  view  taken  by  the  trial 
court." 

Indictment. — An  indictment  which  alleges 
that  the  defendant  applied  to  his  own  use 
•*  certain  property  "  of  the  United  States  gov- 
ernment which  had  theretofore  been  furnished 
for  military  service  but  which  in  no  way 
indicates  the  nature,  character  or  value  of 
the  propertv  is  insufficient.  Edwards  r. 
r.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  848. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  534,  sec.  37.    [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  415.] 

I.  CJon^ipiracy,  in  general. 

1.  Definition    and    nature    of    con- 
piracy. 
11.  Concspiracy  to  commit  offen^te. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  "  Oileuse      against     the     United 

Slates." 

III.  Conspiracy  to  defraud. 

1.  Xot  limited  to  property  rights. 

IV.  Overt  acts. 

2.  Act  of  one,  act  of  all. 

i3.  Nature  and  quality  of  act. 
VII.  Jurisdiction  and  venue. 
VIII.  Indictment. 

1.  In  general. 

a.  Joinder  of  offenses. 

b.  Parties  defendant. 

2.  Charging  the  conspiracy. 

b.  Relation  to  charge  of  overt 
acts. 

3.  Charging  overt  acts. 

4.  For  conspiracy  to  commit  offense. 

a.  Sufficiency  in -general. 

b.  Duplicity., 

j.  Scheme  to  defraud  by  use  of 
mails. 

p.  Unlawfully  bringing  in 
Chinese. 

q.  Interstate  shipment  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors. 

5.  For  conspiracy  to  defraud. 

h.  Fraud  in  public  contracts. 
IX.  Evidence. 

2.  .Admissibility  and  competency,  in 

general. 

3.  Knowledge,  motive  or  intent. 

b.  Other  offenses. 

5.  Variance.  , 

6.  Acts     and     declarations     of     co- 

conspirators. 

8.  Overt  acts. 

9.  Testimony  of  accomplices. 
10.  Weight  and  sufficiency. 
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X.  Tri&l,     acquittal     or     conviction,    and 
punishment. 
3.  Instructions. 
6.  Effect  of  acquittal  as  bar. 

I.  CoNSpiBACT,  IN  General 

1.  Definition  and  Nature  of  Conspiracy 

(p.  536) 

Conapiracy  defined. — A  conspiracy  is  an 
agreement  between  two  or  more  parties  to 
do  an  unlawful  thing,  or  to  do  a  lawful  thing 
in  an  unlawful  manner.  Cumberland  Tele- 
phone, etc.,  Go.  1?.  Stevens,  (S.  D.  Miss.  1021) 
274  Fed.  746. 

AccompUshment  of  object  of  conspiracy. — 
It  is  not  necessary  to  a  conviction  for  con- 
spiracy that  the  object  of  the  conspiracy  be 
accomplished.  Grayson  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  10(21)   272  Fed.  553. 

II.    OONSPIBACY    TO    COMMIT    OfFBNBE 

1.  In  General  (p.  &37) 

As  including  attempt  to  commit  crime. — 
A  conspiracy  to  oonunit  an  offense,  and  an 
act  done  in  pursuance  and  to  effectuate  the 
object  thereof,  may  easily,  if  it  does  not 
necessarily  comprehend  an  attempt  to  com- 
mit the  crime  as  to  which  the  conspiracy  re- 
lates. It  has  been  the  practice  where  more 
than  one  person  has  been  engaged  upon  an 
attempt  to  commit  an  offense  against  the 
United  States,  to  use  the  conspiracy  section 
of  the  Penal  Law  as  a  medium  of  prosecution 
of  persons  whose  efforts  at  law  breaking  fall 
short  of  the  eucceesful  accomfplishment  of 
their  ultimate  object.  U.  S.  v.  Bachmil, 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1021)  270  Fed,  860. 

Proof  of  names  of  persons  unknown  at 
time  of  indictment. — The  names  of  perstHis, 
unknown  to  the  grand  jury,  who  participated 
in  a  conspiracy  to  violate  certain  statutes 
of  the  United  States,  need  not  be  proved  in 
order  to  obtain  a  conviction-,  if  the  conspi- 
racy charged  among  the  defendants  and  die 
overt  acts  alleged  are  proven.  Nee  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1020)  267  Fed,  84. 

Appointment' of  commission  to  take  newly 
discovered  evidence  as  discretionary. —  The 
granting  of  the  prayer  of  a  petition  of  de- 
fendants in  a  prosecution  under  thia  section 
for  the  appointment  of  a  commissioner  to 
take  newly  discovered  evidence,  is  within 
the  discretion  of  the  court,  and  its  refusal 
to  grant  such  petition  does  not  constitute 
error  where  it  appears  that  the  court  has 
not  abused  its  diecretion.  Nee  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1020)   267  Fed.  84. 

2.  "Offense  Against  the  United  States*' 

(p.  637) 
Offense  punishable  by  suit  for  penalty ^-t 

♦A  conspiracy  to  commit  any  offense  which, 
by  an  act  of  Congress,  is  prohibited  in  the 
interest  of  the  public  policy  of  the  United 
States,  although  not  of  itself  made  punish- 
able  by   criminal    prosecution,   but   only   by 


t»uit  for  a  penalty,  is  a  conspiracy  to  com- 
mit an  "  offense  against  the  United  States," 
within  the  meaning  of  this  section,  and,  pro- 
vided there  be  the  necessary  overt  act  or  acts, 
is  punishable  under  the  terms  of  this  section. 
U.  S.  V.  Hutto,  (1021)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct. 
641,  05  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein  the  court 
said: 

"  Section  37,  Criminal  Code,  is  violated 
by  a  conspiracy  *  to  commit  any  offense 
against  the  United  States'  accompanied  or 
followed  by  an  overt  act  done  to  effect  the 
object  of  the  conspiracy.  It  does  not  in 
tcfrms  require  that  the  contemplated  offense 
shall  of  itself  be  a  criminal  offense;  nor 
does  the  nature  of  the  subject-matter  require 
this  construction.  A  combination  of  two  or 
more  persons  by  concerted  action  to  accom- 
plish a  purpose  either  criminal  or  otherwise 
unlawful  oomes  within  the  accepted  defini- 
tion of  conspiracy.  Pettibone  r.  United 
States,  148  U.  S.  197,  208,  37  L.  ed.  419, 
422,  13  Sup.  Ot.  Rep.  542.  The  distinction 
between  a  conspiracy  and  the  contemplated 
offense  that  form^  its  object  has  often  been 
pointed  out.  United  States  v.  Rabinowieh, 
238  U.  S.  78,  85,  86,  50  L.  ed.  1211,  1213, 
1214,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  682,  and  cases  cited. 
And  we  deem  it  clear  that  a  conspiracy  to 
tmmmit  any  offense  which,  by  act  of  Con- 
gress, is  prohibited  in  the  interest  of  the 
public  policy  of  the  United  States,  although 
not  of  itselif  made  punishable  by  criminal 
prosecution,  but  only  by  suit  for  penalty,  is 
a  conspiracy  to  commit  an  "offense  againert; 
the  United  States "  within  the  meaning  of 
§  37,  Criminal-  Code,  and,  provided  there  be 
the  necessary  overt  act  or  acts,  ie  punishable 
under  the  terms  of  that  section."  See  to  the 
same  effect,  U.  S.  v.  Hutto,  (1021)  266 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  643,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

A  post  exchange  established  near  or  on  n 
military  post  is  not  such  a  lawful  depart- 
ment of  the  government  as  will  make  a  con- 
spiracy transaction  with  it  subject  to  an 
indictment  under  this  section.  Keane  e. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1021)  272  Fed,  577. 

III.    CONSPIRAOT    TO   DeFKAUD 

1.  Not  Limited  to  Property  Rights  (p.  545) 

To  same  effect  as  third  paragraph  of  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  U.  S.  v,  Amster,  (&.  D. 
N.  Y.  1021)  273  Fed.  632. 

rv.  Overt  Acts 
2.  Act  of  One,  Act  of  AU   (p.  561) 

That  the  overt  act  of  one  conspirator  ia 
the  act  of  all. — To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  Qrayson  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1021 )  272  Fed.  553 ;  U.  S.  v.  Berg- 
doll,  (£.  D.  Pa.  1921)  272  Fed.  408. 

5.  Nature  and  Quality  of  Act   (p.  562) 

Necessity  of  criminality  of  overt  act. — 
The  overt  act  alleged  in  an   indictment  for 
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conephracy  need  not  be  a  crime,  but  of  itaelf 
mfiiy  be  innooent.  Clark  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Oir.  1920)   265  Fed.  104. 

Act  aa  tending  to  consummate  conspiracy. 
—  In  an  indictment  for  ocmspiracy  it  is  not 
necessary  to  allege  the  exact  method  by 
which  the  overt  act  would  tend  to  consum- 
mate the  con«piracv.  Clark  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)   265  Fed.  104. 

VII.  JuBiSDicnoN  AND  Veioje   (p.  56iQ) 

Venue  of  federal  prosecution. — To  same 
effect  as  fourth  paragraph  of  original  annota- 
tion, see  Harrington  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.   1920)   267  Fed.  97. 

Section  42  of  the  Judicial  Code  provides 
that  an  offense  begun  in  one  district  and 
completed  in  another  may  be  tried  and 
punished  in  either  district;  "and  it  is 
settled  that  in  view  of  this  section  of  the 
Judicial  Code,  and  of  section  S7  of  the 
Criminal  Code,  prosecutions  for  conspiracy 
may  be  maintained  either  in  the  district  in 
which  the  conspiracy  was  formed  or  in  any 
district  in  which  an  act  was  done  to  effectu- 
ate its  object."  Cfrayson  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  653. 

VIII.  Indictment 
1.  In  General 

a.  Joinder  of  Offenses  (p.  558) 

It  is  proper  to  charge  in  different  counts 
of  an  indictment  a  conspiracy  to  commit  an 
offense  against  the  United  States  where  the 
offenses  charged  all  belong  to  the  same  class 
of  crimes.  Anderson  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  20. 

b.  Parties  Defendant  (p.  559) 
Joinder  of  defendants. — All  the  conspira- 
tors need  not  be  joined  in  a  single  indict- 
ment but  only. such  as  may  well  be  tried  in 
one  case  should  be  named  in  any  one  indict- 
ment. U.  S,  V.  Heitler,  (N.  D.  111.  1921) 
274  Fed.  401. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  join  all  the  co- 
conspirators in  an  indictment  or  to  explain 
why  any  were  not  indicted.  Katz  v.  U,  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  167. 

2.  Charging   the   Conspiracy 
b.  Relation  to  Charge  of  Overt  Acts  (p.  560) 

The  statement  of  overt  acts  cannot  be 
used  to  supply  deficiencies  in  the  charge  of 
conspiracy. 

"  The  charging  portion  of  the  indictment 
must  define  all  the  necessary  elements  of 
the  conspiracy,  and  also  all  the  necessary 
elements  of  the  acts  which  are  alleged  to 
constitute  either  an  offense  under  the  laws 
of  the  United  States  or  a  fraud  upon  the 
United  States.  But  the  defendant  cannot, 
by  misinterpreting  or  assvmiing  according 
to  his  own  ideas  the  crime  or  fraud  charged, 
present  successfully  a  demurrer  upon  the 
theory  that  the  indictment  fails  to  set  forth 


all  the  elements  which  he  thinks  are  neces- 
sary to  support  the  charge  which  he  has  in 
mind."  U.  S.  r.  Amster.  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921) 
273  Fed.  632. 

3.    Charging  Overt   Acta    (p.    563) 

In  general. —  On  a  prosecution  for  a  con- 
spiracy to  defeat  and  evade  the  income  tax 
it  is  necessary  to  allege  and  prove  an  overt 
act  done  in  pursuance  of  and  to  effectuate 
the  object  of  the  conspiracy.  Such  an  in- 
dictment sufficiently  sets  forth  an  overt  act 
where  it  alleges  the  filing  of  a  false  return 
with  the  collector  of  internal  revenue.  By 
the  filing  of  the  return  it  is  then  placed  be- 
yond the  control  of  the  defendant  and  the 
collector  in  the  usual  course  will  use  auch 
return  as  a  basis  of  assessing  the  tax.  U.  S. 
t\  Rachmil,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270  Fed. 
869. 

4.  For  Conspiracy  to  Commit  Offense 
a.    Sufficiency  in  General   (p.  566) 

Failure  to  allege  division  of  district  where 
offense  was  committed. —  An  indictment 
under  this  section  for  a  conspiracy  to  com- 
mit an  offense  against  the  United  States,  is 
not  defective  because  it  fails  to  allege  the 
division  of  the  district  where  the  offense 
was  committed,  except  by  reference  to  the 
caption.  'Harrington  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A 
8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  97. 

Conspiracy  to  violate  Selective  Service 
Act. —  Indictment  held  sufficient,  see  Ander- 
son V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  269 
Fed.  65. 

Conspiracy  to  violate  Lever  Act. —  A  count 
in  an  indictment  which  charges  a  conspiracy 
under  this  section  to  violate  subdivision  (a) 
of  section  9  of  the  Lever  Act  (1918  Supp. 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  185),  charges  a  conspiracy 
to  commit  the  offense  of  conspiracy  and 
should  be  quashed.  U.  S.  v.  Awnstrong, 
(D.  C.  Ind.  1920)  265  Fed.  683. 

b.    Duplicity   (p.  566) 

A  count  in  an  indictment  for  conspiracy 
against  the  United  States  is  not  duplicitous 
because  the  object  and  purpose  of  the  con- 
spiracy charged  therein  is  the  commission 
of  more  than  one  offense  against  the  United 
States.  Anderson  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  20. 

j.     Scheme    to   Defraud    by    Use    of    Mails 

(p.  569) 

An  indictment  setting  forth  fraudulent 
representations  to  induce  the  purchase  of 
mining  stock  which  representations  were 
known  to  the  defendants  to  be  false  and 
fraudulent  and  that  to  effect  the  object  of 
the  scheme  the  defendants  placed  or  caused 
to  be  placed  certain  letters  in  the  mail 
which  letters  are  set  forth,  is  sufficient 
tinder  this  section.  Rows  v.  Boyle,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th    Cir.    1920)     268    Fed.    809,      See    also 
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Tjosevig  r.  BotIc.   (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  813.  * 

p.    Unlawfully  Bringing  in  Chinese  (p.  577) 

In  Kaphan  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)  264  Fed.- 323,  in  which  in  one  indict- 
ment it  was  charged  that  Kaphan  and  others 
conspired  to  bring  into  the  United  States, 
and  to  cause  to  be  brought  into  and  to  aid 
and  abet  the  bringing  into  and  landing  in 
the  United  States,  through  the  port  of  San 
Francisco,  Chinese  persons  who  were  not 
lawfully  entitled  to  enter  or  remain  in  the 
United  States;  in  the  other  (6273)  he,  with 
others,  was  charged  with  having  conspired 
to  w^illfuUy  and  unlawfully  conceal,  remove, 
mutilate,  obliterate,  and  destroy  records, 
papers,  <and  other  documents  filed  and  de- 
posited in  a  public  office,  to  wit,  the  immi- 
gration office  at  Angel  Island,  Cal.,  the  court 
said:  **  It  is  said  that  the  indictment  (6272) 
is  defective,  in  that  there  is  no  allegation  as 
to  what  Kaphan  did  with  the  records  which 
he  would  use  in  bringing  and  causing  to  be 
brought  into  the  United  States  Chinese  per- 
sons not  entitled  to  enter  or  remain  in  the 
United  States.  The  point  is  not  well  taken. 
The  Indictment,  after  alleging  that  Kaphan 
with  o>thers  conspired  to  do  the  things 
charged  as  heretofore  stated,  averred  that  in 
furtherance  of  the  conspiracy  and  to  effect 
the  object  thereof  one  of  the  defendants, 
Yow,  delivered  to  another  defendant,  Akers, 
certain  letters  addressed  to  Chinese  appli- 
cants for  admission  to  the  United  States 
awaiting  examination  to  enter  the  United 
States  at  the  immigration  Htation  at  Angel 
Island,  Cal.,  and  that  the  letters  contained 
questions  and  answers  to  be  used  by  the 
applicants  as  a  means  of  gaining  admission 
to  the  United  States.  The  indictment  was 
drawn  under  section  37  of  the  Penal  Code, 
and  section  11  of  the  Chinese  Immigration 
Act  (section  11,  Act  May  6,  1S82,  as  amended 
by  Act  of  July  5,  1884).  Section  11  provides 
that  any  person  who  shall  knowingly  bring 
into  or  cause  to  be  brought  into  the  United 
States,  or  aid  or  abet  the  landing  in  the 
United  States,  from  any  vessel,  of  any 
Chinese  person  not  lawfully  entitled  to  enter 
the  United  States,  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor.  Inasmuch  as  the  charge 
was  for  conspiring  to  violate  the  section  just 
referred  to,  it  was  unnecessarv  to  allege  in 
detail  what  Kaphan  did  with  the  records 
which  were  delivered,  and  which  contained 
questions  to  be  used  by  the  applicants  as  a 
means  of  gaining  admission  to  the  United 
States.  ...  In  the  charge  of  conspiracy  to 
violate  .  .  .  section  [128  of  the  Penal  Code] 
it  was  unnecessary  to  set  forth  what  was 
done  with  the  files  or  whetlier  the  Chinese 
were  actually  entitled  lawfully  to  enter  the 
United  States.  The  material  matter  was 
whether  there  was  an  unlawful  conspiracy 
to  conceal,  remove,  or  destroy  records  and 
documents  filed  in  the  immigration  office  at 
Angel  Island,  Cal.,  and  whether  defendant 
was  a  guilty  member  of  such  conspiracy." 


q.  Interstate    Shipment    of    Intoxicating 
Liquors    (p.  678) 

In  GravsoTi  v  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)  272  Fed.  553,  it  was  held  to  be  un- 
necessary to  allege  that  the  shipments  con- 
stituting the  overt  acts  were  made  for  bever- 
age purposes. 

5.  For   Conspiracy   to  Defraud 

h.  Fraud  in  Public  Contracts  (p.  589) 

Fraudulent  bid8.-^In  U.  S.  r.  Amster,  (E. 
D.  N.  Y.  1921)  273  Fed.  532,  an  indictment 
charging  conspiracy  to  defraud  the  United 
States  by  collujsively  presenting  three  false 
and  fraudulent  bids  for  tea  the  highest  of 
which  bids  was  below  the  market  price,  was 
held  sufficient. 

IX.   FVIDBNCE 

2.  Admiaaihility  and  Competency  in  General 

(p.  591) 

To  same  effect  as  first  paragraph  of  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  Nee  t*.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A, 
3d  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  84. 

Acts  in  pursuance  of  conspiracy. —  In  a 
prosecution  under  this  section  for  a  conspir- 
acy to  violate  the  Act  of  December  17,  1914 
(4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  177),  evidence 
that  one  of  the  defendants  sent  a  check  to  a 
person  in  Canada,  who  received  from  the 
custom  officials  there  drugs  of  the  nature 
specified  in  the  indictment,  either  as  agent 
of  a  drug  company  or  as  a  principal,  is  ad- 
missible. Nee  r.  U.  S.,  (C,  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1920)  267  Fed.  84. 

Effect  of  dismissal  of  indictments  against 
part  of  defendants. —  Where  indictments 
against  part  of  the  defendants,  charged  with 
a  conspiracy  to  conmait  an  offense  against 
the  United  States  by  a  violation  of  the  postal 
laws,  have  been  dismissed  the  failure  to 
prove  either  the  necessary  intent  or  action 
in  respect  of  the  use  of  the  mail  as  to  some 
of  the  defendants  does  not  eliminate  from 
the  conspiracy  or  fraudulent  scheme  those 
who  did  not  happen  to  go  the  statutory 
length  of  using  or  causing  to  be  used  the 
postal  establishment  of  the  United  States  in 
the  execution  of  what  all  the  defendants  in- 
tended to  accomplish,  to  wit,  the  defrauding 
of  a  portion  of  the  public,  and  evidence  show- 
ing their  participation  in  devising  the  scheme 
is  nevertheless  proper.  Lefkowiti!  t*.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  664. 

3.  Knmoledge^   Motive   or  Intent 

b.  Other  Offenses    (p.  594) 

On  the  trial  of  an  indictment  for  con- 
spiracy to  defraud  the  United  States  by  the 
use  of  counterfeiting  stamping  devices  in  a 
factory  engaged  in  the  manufacture  of  shoes 
for  the  government,  the  general  rule  applies 
that  on  the  trial  for  one  offense  evidence 
of  another  distinct  and  unrelated  offense 
committed  by  the  defendant  is  not  admis- 
sible,  unless  it  is  offered  for  one  of  the  pur- 
poses   which    constitute    exceptions    to    this 
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general  rule.  On  siichr  a  trial  evidence  of 
other  ofTenses  is  not  admissible  to  show  guilty 
knowledge  where  neither  guilty  knowledge 
nor  intent  are  in  issue.  Macdonald  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  €.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)   264  Fed.  733. 

But  on  a  proeecution  under  this  section 
for  conspiracy  to  deal  in  and  sell  morphine 
sulphate,  a  derivative  of  opium,  in  violation 
of  the  registration  and  tax  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  December  17,  1914  (4  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  177),  evidence  is  admiesible 
of  a  violation  of  the  state  law,  where  it  ap* 
pears  that  the  evidence  of  such  violation  was 
concealed  in  the  same  wav  and  in  the  same 
place  that  evidence  of  tne  offense  against 
the  federal  law  was  charged  to  be  concealed. 
Nee  c.  U,  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 

5.  Voiriance    (p.  505) 

Where  an  indictment  charges  persons 
named  with  having  conspired  "  with  divers 
other  persons  to  said  grand  jurors  unknown  " 
it  is  not  a  fatal  variance  that  evidence  offered 
would  have  shown  that  the  names  of  such 
persons  were  known  to  the  grand  jurors, 
where  the  means  are  set  out  with  sufficient 
particularity  and  the  variou»  overt  aets  give 
dates,  places  and  names  with  so  much  par> 
ticularity  that  no  defendant  could  be  taken 
by  surprise  by  any  of  the  testimony  offered 
by  the  government  the  defendant  thus  being 
informed  of  the  nature  and  cause  of  the 
accusation  as  required  by  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  U.  S.  v,  Heitler,  <N. 
D.  111.  1921)   274  Fed.  401. 

6.  Acts  and  Declaraiione  of  Co-conspirator9 

(p.  596) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation*  see 
Harrington  v.  V.  8.,  (€.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1980) 
207  Fed.  97. 

Acts  of  conspiratora  aa  showing  common 
design. — ^The  common  design:,  whicfh  is  the 
essence  of  the  conspiracy,  may  be  diown  by 
the  doing  of  different  acts  by  various  actors, 
from  which  a  mutual  understanding  may  be 
inferred,  U.  S.  Silverthome,  (W.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)    265  Fed.  853. 

8.   Overt  Acts    (p.   698) 

To  same  effect  a»  original  annotation,  see 
Tacon  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C,  A.  5th  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  88. 

9.  Testimony  of  Accomplices  (p.  598) 

To  same  effect  as  first  paragraph  of  origi- 
nal annotation,  see  U.  S.  v.  Heitler,  (N.  D. 
111.  1921)  274  Fed.  401;  Harrington  f.  U.  S,, 
(C.   C.  A.  8th  Cir.   1920)    207   Fed.  97. 

10.  Weight  and  Sufficiency   (p.   598) 

In  general. — "A  charge  of  conspiracy  is 
one  that  is  not  easily  susceptible  of  direct 
proof,  nor  is  it  essential  to  establish  con- 
spiracy that  actual  proof  be  offered  of  a 
definite  plan  or  agreement  entered  into  by 
conspirators.  It  is  sufiicient  if  the  evidence 
shoe's  such  a  concert  of  action  in  the  com- 
mdesion  of  the  unlawful  act,  or  such  other 


facts  and  circumstances  upon  which  the  natu- 
ral.  inference  arises,  that  the  unlawful,  overt 
act  was  in  furtherance  of  a  common  design, 
intent,  and  purpose  of  the  alleged  conspira- 
tors to  commit  the  same.''  Davidaon  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  285. 

To  establish  a  conspiracy  to  violate  a 
certain  criminal  statute,  the  evidence  must 
convince  a  Jury  that  defendants  did  some- 
thing  other  than  participate  in  the  sub- 
stantive offense  whic'h  is  the  object  of  the 
conspiracv.  U.  S.  v.  Heitler,  (N.  D.  Ill 
1921)   274  Fed.  401. 

See  also  Peterson  r.  U.  S..  (C.  C.  A.  9th 
Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  929;  Hardy  v.  U.  8., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  ar.  1920)  269  Fed.  134; 
Clark  r.  U.  S..  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  265 
Fed.   104. 

Sufficiency  of  evidence  on  a  proseemtion 
under  Reed  Amendment,  see  Gravson  r.  U.  8., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  CHr.  1921)  272  Fed.  553:  Block 
D.  IT.  a.,  (C.  O.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
524. 

X.  Trial,  AcqixnTTAL  ob  Conviction,  and 

Punishment 

3.  Instructions   (p.  601) 

Testimony  of  accomplices. —  In  a  prosecu- 
tion under  this  section  the  failure  of  the 
court  to  instruct  the  jury  as  to  the  value 
of  tlie  testimony  of  an  accomplice,  and  to 
call  its  s/ttention  to  the  danger  of  placing 
too  much  reliance  upon  such  testimony,  and 
to  their  rights  to  require  corroborating  testi- 
mony before  giving  credence  to  such  evidence, 
is  not  error.  Nee  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A,  3d  Cir. 
1920)  267  Fed.  84,  wherein  it  was  said: 

*'The  point  made  by  the  defendants  and 
refused  by  the  court  was  as  follows: 

'''The  testimony  of  an  accomplice  should 
be  received  with  caution  and  scrutinized  with 
great  care  by  the  jury,  who  should  not  rely 
upon  it,  unless  it  produces  in  their  minds 
the  most  positive  conviction  of  its  truth.* 

'*  In  support  of  this  point  the  defendants 
roljpH  of>  C«niiT)€tti  r.  Ignited  States,  242 
IT.  S.  470,  37  Sup.  Ct.  192.  61  L.  ed.  442, 
L.  R.  A.  1917F,  502,  Ann.  Cas.  1917B.  We 
are  not  familiar  with  any  rule  warranting 
an  instruction  in  thi«  form.  While  the  Su- 
preme Court  said  in  the  case  cited,  that 

"  *  It  is  the  better  practice  of  a  trial  judge 
in  instructing  a  iurv  to  caution  them  to 
scrutinize  the  testimonv  of  an  accomplice  J 
that  court  exnressly  ruled  in  the  same  ca«w 
that  mere  failure  sO  to  do  is  not  reversible 
error.  Nor  do  we  see  the  pertinencv  of  the 
defendants'  contention  that  the  jurv  should 
have  been  csutioned  not  to  credit  the  testi- 
mony of  an  accomplice  unless  sustained  bv 
corrr)borating  evidence,  in  view  of  the  proof 
of  the  overt  acts  averred.  Gretsch  v.  United 
St«t«9  (C.  C.  A.  3d).  242  Fed.  897.  898,  155 
C.  C.  A.  485:  Knoell  v.  United  States  (C.  C. 
A.  3d)    239  Fed.  165,  152  C.  C.  A.  66. 

''This  we  think  disposes  of  this  assign- 
ment. If,  however,  there  was  sufficient  sub- 
stance in  the  contention  to  embody  it  in 
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assignment  of  error,  it  disappears  from  the 
case  on  the  evidence  that  Gamble,  Smith  and 
Acker,  who  purchased  drugs  from  one  or  the 
other  of  the  defendants,  were  not,  under  au- 
thority of  Wallace  v.  United  States,  243  Fed. 
300,  156  C.  C.  A.  80,  accomplices.  They  were 
purchasers,  and  as  such  were  not  amenable  to 
the  Act.  In  consequence,  any  rule  of  cau- 
tion with  respect  to  the  testimony  of  accom- 
plices does  not  apply  to  their  testimony." 

6.  Effect  of  Acquitted  as  Bar   (p.  602) 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion, eee  Harris  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
Ift21)  27'3  Fed.  785, 

An  acquittal  on  the  charge  of  committing 
one  of  the  overt  acts  alleged  in  the  indict- 
ment is  not  a  bar  to  a  prosecution  for  a 
conspiracy  to  commit  such  act.  Moorehead 
V.  U.  S.,  (O.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
210.  The  court  said:  "  To  sustain  the  charge 
made  against  Shackelford  by  the  count  on 
which  he  was  convicted,  it  was  not  necessary 
to  prove  his  participation  in  the  theft  of 
which  he  was  acquitted.  All  that  was  re- 
quired to  sustain  that  charge  was  proof 
that  the  defendants  conspired  as  alleged,  and 
that,  to  effect  the  object  of  the  conspiracy, 
any  one  of  them  conmiitted  or  participated 
in  the  theft  alleged.  The  plea  under  con- 
sideration amounted  to  the  assertion  by  the 
defendant  Shackelford  that  he  was  not  sub- 
ject to  be  convicted  of  the  alleged  conspiracy 
because  he  had  been  acquitted  of  another  and 
different  offense  not  necessary  to  be  proved 
to  sustain  the  conspiracy  charge.  We  are 
of  opinion  that  that  plea  was  bad  because 
the  former  acquittal  it  set  up  was  of  an 
offense  other  than  the  one  charged  in  the 
instant  case,  the  same  evidence  not  being 
required  to  sustain  both  charges.  There  was 
not  the  required  identity  between  the  offense 
presently,  charged  and  the  one  which  was  the 
subject  of  the  alleged  acquittal.  The  fact 
that  both  charges  related  to  and  grew  out 
of  one  transaction  made  no  difference.*' 

But  where  on  a  charge  for  conspiracy  the 
government  elected  to  prove  as  a  part  of  the 
charge  the  larceny  of  certain  goods  which 
it  failed  to  prove,  it  is  held  that  there  can 
be  no  subsequent  prosecution  for  a  larceny  of 
the  same  goods.  U.  S.  v.  Clavin,  (E.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)   272  Fed.  985. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  602,  sec.  39.    [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  416.] 

I.  Construction  and  application,  in  general. 

4.  "Official  function." 
II.  Prosecution  for  offense. 

3.  Indictment. 

5.  Evidence. 

I.  CONSTBUCTIOIT   AHD  APPLICATION,   IN  GeW- 

EBAL 

4.  "Offioial  Function*'  (p.  604) 

Baggage  porter  on  railroad  under  federal 
control. —  Bribery  or  attempted  bribery  of  a 


baggage  porter  while  the  railroad  was  under 
the  control  of  and  operated  by  the  United 
States  is  not  comprehended  by  the  provision 
of  this  section,  making  it  a  criminal  offense 
to  bribe  or  attempt  to  bribe  an  officer  of  the 
United  States,  or  a  person  acting  for  or  on 
behalf  of  the  United  States  in  an  official 
function  under  or  by  the  authority  of  a  de* 
partment  or  office  of  the  government.  Krich- 
man  v.  U.  S.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct. 
614,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —  {reveraing  (C.  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  263  Fed.  638,  which  affirmed 
<S.  D.  N.  Y.  1919)  266  Fed.  974),  wherein 
the  court  said:  "In  order  to  sustain  the 
conviction,  the  bribe  must  have  been  given  to 
an  officer  of  the  United  States,  or  to  a  person 
acting  for  or  on  behalf  of  the  United  States 
in  an  official  function  under  or  by  the  au- 
thority of  a  department  or  office  of  the 
government. 

'*  Clearly,  the  porter  was  not  an  officer  of 
the  United  States.  United  States  v.  Maurice, 
2  Brock.  96,  Fed.  Cas.  No.  15,747;  United 
States  V.  HartweU,  6  Wall.  385,  393,  18  L. 
ed.  830,  832.  We  need  not  dwell  upon  this 
point,  as  the  government  concedes  that  the 
porter  was  not  an  officer  within  the  meaning 
of  the  statute. 

"The  point  to  be  decided  depends  upon 
whether,  when  the  bribe  was  offered  to  the 
porter,  he  was  acting  for  the  United  States 
in  an  official  function.  The  decided  cases 
do  not  afford  much  aid  in  reaching  a  solu- 
tion of  this  problem,  and  in  our  view  the 
cases  cited  in  the  opinion  in  the  courts 
below  throw  little  light  upon  the  subject. 
The  statute  creating  the  offense  was  passed 
long  before  there  was  any  thought  of  the 
government  taking  over  the  railroads.  That 
does  not  prevent  its  application  if  the  thing 
done  offends  against  it.  It  is,  however,  a  cir- 
cumstance proper  to  be  considered  in  deter- 
mining whether  the  situation  is  one  intended 
to  be  dealt  with  by  Congress. 

"The  act  aims  to  punish  the  attempted 
bribery  or  bribery  of  officials  and  those  exer- 
cising official  functions  imder  or  by  the  au- 
thority of  a  department  or  office  of  the 
government.  Not  every  person  performing 
any  service  for  the  government,  however 
humble,  is  embraced  within  the  terms  of  the 
statute.  It  includes  those,  not  officers,  who 
are  performing  duties  of  an  official  char- 
acter. As  was  well  suggested  by  Judge  Ward 
in  his  dissenting  opinion  in  the  circuit  court 
of  appeals,  not  every  employee  of  the  gov- 
ernment is  covered  by  the  act,  but  a  limita- 
tion is  made,  applying  to  those  acting  in 
official  functions.  And  he  added:  'The  con- 
struction adopted  by  the  court  gives  these 
words  no  meaning.  They  might  as  well,  or 
indeed  better,  have  been  omitted,  because 
window-cleaners,  scrub  women,  elevator  boys, 
doorkeepers,  pages, —  in  short,  anyone  em- 
ployed by  the  United  States  to  do  anything, — 

is  included.' 

"  The  government  admits  that  the  con- 
struction contended  for  will  include  the  em- 
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ployeee  suggested  by  Judge  Ward.  Indeed, 
the  ooDstruetion  giyen  bj  the  courts  below 
would  bring  within  the  statute  every  em- 
ployee acting  under  the  Director  General  in 
the  operation  of  the  railroads.  We  are  un- 
able to  accept  this  construction  of  a  criminal 
statute." 

Govemment  inspectors  in  a  plant  where 
goods  were  manufactured  under  contract  for 
the  United  States  during  war,  were  held  to 
be  performing  official  duties  for  the  United 
States  within  the  meaning  of  this  section* 
Sears  v.  U.  S.,  {C.  €.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  267. 

II.  PBOsEonnoN  fob  OrrEirsE 

3.  Indictment  (p.  606) 

Overt  acts. —  See  section  37,  IV,  5,  supra, 
p.  602. 

Charging  ofiense. —  It  is  proper  to  charge 
the  same  offense  specified  in  an  indictment 
in  different  ways  in  the  several  coimts;  the 
differences  mainly  having  relation  to  the 
official  name  or  title  of  the  person  sought  to 
be  bribed.  And  an  indictment  under  this 
section  need  not  charge  that  the  property 
ooncerning  which  an  indictment  was  offered 
was  the  property  of  the  United  States.  This 
is  not  necessary  under  the  statute  under 
which  the  prosecution  is  had.  It  would  have 
been  as  much  an  offense  to  bribe  an  officer 
under  the  circumstances  here,  in  handling 
the  property  of  a  stranger,  passing  through 
government  channels,  intended  for  govern- 
ment use,  as  if  it  actually  belonged  to  the 
United  States.  Sneierson  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
4th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  268. 

5.  Evidence    (p.   606) 

Errors  in  admission  of  evidence. —  Where 
the  guilt  of  the  accused  is  clearly  and  con- 
clusively established  under  this  section  in- 
dependent of  any  error  in  the  admission  of 
evidence,  such  an  error  will  be  regarded  as 
harmless  on  appeal  by  virtue  of  s^ion  200 
of  the  Judicial  Code  as  amended  by  Act  of 
Feb.  26,  1919  (1919  Supp.  Fed.  Stat,  Ann. 
p.  231).  Sneierson  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  G.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  268. 

Sufficiency  of  evidence. —  In  Sneierson  v, 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  268, 
it  was  said  as  to  the  evidence  of  the  official 
duties  and  character  of  a  person  whom  it 
was  alleged  there  had  been  an  attempt  to 
bribe,  much  time  was  spent  in  the  contentitm 
that  Fox's  appointment,  his  authority  espe- 
cially to  act  in  reference  to  the  disposition 
of  the  nitrate  of  soda  bags,  and  the  relation 
that  he  occupied  between  the  Atlas  Powder 
Company  and  the  United  States  ammonia 
nitrate  plant,  should  all  have  been  shown, 
either  by  specific  act  of  Congress,  or  copies 
of  records  of  the  War  Department,  pursuant 
to  section  882  of  the  Revised  Statutes.  As- 
suming the  way  indicated  to  have  been 
proper,  can  there  be  any  reason  why  the 
same  facts  could  not  have  been  proven  by 


other  competent  evidence  of  those  having 
personal  knowledge  of  the  matters  to  which 
they  deposed?  Why  should  not  the  witness 
Fox  testify  as  to  what  his  official  duties 
were,  and  be  allowed  to  introduce  the  orig- 
inal evidence  of  his  appointment,  and  the 
original  instructions  issued  to  him?  More- 
over, he  was  the  official  in  possession  of  and 
having  control  of  the  bags,  the  subject  of 
the  alleged  bribery.  He  was  the  person, 
after  the  official  correspondence  in  relation 
thereto,  and  inspection  of  the  bags,  that  the 
defendant  saw  proper  to  offer  and  pay  the 
bribe  to,  to  secure  a  fraudulent  advantage 
against  the  United  States;  and  the  defend- 
ant should  not  now,  when  the  government 
and  the  party  sought  to  be  bri^d  are  en- 
deavoring to  punish  him  for  the  great  wrong 
attempted  to  be  perpetrated,  be  heard  to  in- 
terpose mere  flimsy  and  fallacious  objections, 
in  order  to  escape  liability  for  the  crime 
committed. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  607,  sec.  41.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  416.] 

Inspector  of  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation 
as  agent  of  United  States.— The  United 
States  Shipping  Board  Eknergency  Fleet  Cot- 
poration,  controlled  and  managed  aa  it  was 
by  its  own  cheers,  and  appointing  its  own 
servants  and  agents,  who  became  directly 
responsible  to  it,  must  be  regarded  as  an 
entity  separate  from  the  United  States,  not- 
withstanding the  ownership  by  the  govern- 
ment of  all  its  capital  stcnrlc,  and  a  person 
employed  by  such  Fleet  Corporation  as  an 
inspector  is  not  an  a^nt  of  the  United 
States,  within  the  meaning  of  this  section. 
U.  S.  V.  Strang,  ( 1921 )  254  U.  S.  491,  41  S. 
Ct.  165,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  VII,  p.  612,  seo.  47.     [First  ed., 
1909  S.upp.,  p.  418.] 

Construction. — "  Section  47  of  the  Crim- 
inal Code  relates  to  the  same  subject-matter 
and  defines  a  crime  kindred  in  its  nature  to 
the  crime  deffned  in  section  46,  and  is  there- 
fore subject  to  the  same  construction,  as  to 
the  value  of  the  thing  taken,  as  the  con- 
struction given  section  46."  Clark  v.  U.  6., 
(C.  C.  A.  «th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  S2&. 

Larceny  defined. —  If,  at  the  time  of  get- 
ting possession  lawfully,  the  one  to  whom 
property  is  intrusted  has  the  intention  of 
appropriating  it  to  his  own  use,  the  crime 
thus  conunitted  is  the  crime  of  larceny. 
Tredwell  t?.  U.  S.,  (CCA-  4th  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  350. 

Embezzlement  defined^ — Where  one  comes 
lawfully  into  the  possession  of  property,  and 
afterwards  and  while  it  is  in  his  possession 
forms  and  carries  out  the  purpose  of  appro- 
priating it  to  his  own  use,  the  'crime  thus 
conunitted  is  the  crime  of  onbezzlement. 
Tredwell  v.  U.  S.,  (CCA.  4th  Cir.  1920. 
266  Fed.  960. 
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Embezzlement  and  larceny. —  In  Tredwell 
r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1»20)  266  Fed. 
350,  the  contractors  engaged  to  perform  the 
transportation  service  employed  defendant, 
who  was  a  stevedore,  to  unload  the  nitrate 
from  the  vessels,  reload  it  into  the  cars* 
and  bill  the  cars  to  the  munition  plants  as 
directed  by  the  Ordnance  Department.  The 
defendant  billed  a  number  of  cars  to  certain 
fertilizer  companies  and  other  consumers,  to 
whom  he  sold  the  nitrate  through  a  broker. 
In  the  instances  in  which  this  was  done  he 
sent  fictitious  bills  of  lading  to  the  officers 
in  charge  of  the  munition  plants,  thus  ap- 
parently c(Hnplying  with  the  directions  of 
the  department,  though  of  course  the  di- 
verted nitrate  never  reached  its  proper  desti- 
nation. This  being  the  methcnl  of  opera- 
tion,  it  was  claimed  that  the  property  came 
lawfully  into  the  possession  of  defendant 
under  his  employment  by  the  contractors, 
and  therefore  it  was  not  larceny,  but  em- 
bezzlement, if  he  appropriated  some  part  of 
it  to  his  own  use.  The  court  said:  "The 
first  answer  to  the  contention  is  this: 
Granted  that  defendant  had  lawful  posses- 
sion of  the  nitrate  for  the  purposes  of  his 
employment,  we  think  it  clear  that  such  pos- 
session ceased  when  the  loading  of  the  cars 
was  completed,  and  that  the  property  then 
passed  into  the  possession  of  the  railroad 
company.  When  he  thereupon  caused  it  to 
be  billed  to  his  own  customers,  instead  of 
the  munition  plants,  his  diversion  of  the 
property  was  in  substance  a  felonious  taking 
of  it  from  the  railroad  company,  and  this 
brought  his  act  within  the  accepted  defini- 
tion of  larceny.  There  was  evidence  to  the 
effect  that  defendant,  as  agent  of  the  con- 
tractors and  with  the  government's  consent, 
had  the  custody  of  the  nitrate  for  the  gov- 
ernment up  to  the  time  it  was  delivered  to 
the  railroad,  and  that  he  was  the  agent  of 
the  railroad  in  loading  it  into  the  cars. 
Therefore,  when  the  nitrate  was  placed  in 
the  cars,  it  was  in  the  custody  and  posses- 
sion of  the  railroad,  and  under  control  of 
defendant  as  the  railroad's  agent,  and  not 
as  the  government's  agent.  It  follows  that 
his  conversion  of  the  nitrate  at  any  time 
after  that  was  not  the  embezzlement  of  prop- 
erty which  he  held  for  the  government,  but 
the  stealing  of  government  property  in  the 
hands  of  the  railroad. 

"There  is  another  and  equally  conclusive 
answer.  Where  one  comes  lawfully  into  the 
possession  of  property,  and  afterwards  and 
while  it  is  in  his  possession  forms  and  carries 
out  the  purpose  of  appropriating  it  to  his 
own  use,  the  crime  thus  committed  is  the 
crime  of  embezzlement;  but  if,  at  the  time 
of  getting  possession  lawfully,  the  one  to 
whom  property  is  intrusted  has  the  intention 
of  appropriating  it  to  his  own  use,  the  crime 
thus  committed  is  the  crime  of  larceny." 

Checki. — A  government  pay  check  may  be 
the  subject  of  larceny  by  reason  of  the  in- 
trinsic value  of  the  paper,  but  its  value 
is  by  no  means  the  measure  of  the  defend- 


ant's guilt.  And  where  pay  checks  of  pos- 
tal employees  are  placed  on  a  table  near 
the  desk  of  the  superintendent  of  em- 
ployees and  under  his  supervision  and  con- 
trol, each  pay  check  is  still  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  government  until  the  particu- 
lar employee  for  whom  it  is  intended  has 
taken  possession  of  his  check  and  signed 
the  pay  roll  as  required.  Clark  v.  U.  S.,  ( C. 
C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  329!,  wherein 
it  was  held  that  a  government  pay  check 
might  be  regarded  as  a  "record"  or 
"voucher"  within  the  meaning  of  those 
words  as  used  in  this  section,  this  conclusion 
being  reached  in  the  case  of  a  mail  carrier's 
pay  check.  The  court  said:  "This  check  is 
signed  by  the  postmaster  and  countersigned 
by  the  assistant  postmaster.  It  not  only 
authorized  the  bank  to  pay,  out  of  the  funds 
of  the  United  States  on  deposit  in  that  bank, 
the  amount  named  therein  to  the  mail  car- 
rier in  whose  favor  it  was  drawn,  but  in 
effect  certified  the  amount  due  him  from  the 
United  States  for  his  services.  It  is  not 
substantially  different  from  a  separate  pay 
voucher,  signed  and  attested  by  the  post- 
master and  assistant  postmaster,  that  mierht 
be  presented  by  the  mail  carrier  at  the 
window  of  the  post  office  cashier  for  pay- 
ment. To  all  intents  and  purposes  it  is  a 
*  voucher,'  within  the  meaning  and  intent  of 
section  47,  of  the  Penal  Code. 

"Not  only  is  it  a  voucher,  but  it  is  in 
fact,  and  was  no  doubt  intended  to  be,  a 
record  of  payment  by  the  United  States  to 
this  mail  carrier  of  the  amount  due  him. 
In  the  ordinary  course  of  business,  it  evi- 
denced that  payment  as  fully  as  any  other 
record  could  evidence  it.  It  was  all-sufficient 
as  a  record  of  payment,  without  the  receipted 
pay  roll.  That  it  had  not  yet  been  delivered 
to  the  payee,  or  canceled  and  returned  to 
the  bank,  cannot  change  its  character  in 
that  respect,  if  in  fact  it  was  intended,  at 
the  time  it  was  written  to  serve  the  dual 
purpose  of  voucher  and  record  of  payment.** 

Vol.  VII,  p.  626,  sec.  65.    [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  422.] 

Officer  acting  nnder  Toid  search  warrant. — 
A  defendant  cannot  be  convicted  of  resistins: 
with  a  deadly  weapon  a  person  authorized 
to  make  searches  or  seizures  where  the  war- 
rant under  which  the  officer  acts  is  void. 
"  It  is  only  when  the  officer  resisted  is 
authorized  by  valid  warrant  to  make  search 
and  seizure  that  the  statute  under  which 
the  indictment  is  preferred  may  be  invoked." 
U.  S.  v.  Pitotto,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  267  Fed. 
603. 

Sufficiency  of  indictment. — An  indictment 
under  this  section  must  set  out  the  authority 
under  which  the  search  and  seizure  waa 
made  in  order  to  be  good,  as  indictmenta 
under  this  section  do  not  fall  within  the  class 
of  cases  where  the  charge  may  be  made  in 
the    language    of   the    statute    creating    the 
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offense.     U.  S.  v.  Hallowell,    (W.  I).  Wash. 
1921)   271  Fed.  796. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  650,  sec.  97.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  430.] 

Officers  within  section. —  In   reply  to  the 
contention  that  this  section  relates  only  to 
embezzlement  by  revenue  officers^  it  has  been 
8aid :     "  We  see  no  force  in  the  contention 
that  section  97  of  the  Criminal  Code  relates 
only    to   embezzlement   by    internal    revenue 
ollicers.    While  the  first  clause  of  the  section 
is  so  limited,  this  clause  is  followed  by  the 
express   and    unequivocal    provision    for   the 
punishment    of    '  any    officer    of    the    United 
States   •    •    •   who  shall  emibezzle  or  wrong- 
fully  convert   to   his   own   use   any   money ' 
the  custody  of  'which  may  have  come  into 
his  possession  or  under  his  control '  by  vir- 
tue of  his  official  employment  or  authority. 
The  fact  that  the  headline  to  the  section  us 
contained  in  the  Criminal  Code  reads  *  Em- 
bezzlement by  internal  revenue  officer;  pun- 
ishment for/  cannot  change  the  positive  pro- 
vision of  the  statute,  which,  indeed,  before 
its    incorporation    into    the    Criminal    Code, 
had  no  such  headline.     The  question,  how- 
ever, is  in  our  opinion  set  at  rest  by  United 
States  i;.  Davis,  243  U.  S.  670,  37  Sup,  Ct. 
442,  61  L.  Ed.  906,  where  a  deputy  clerk  of 
a   District  Court  of  Hawaii  was  held   pun- 
ishable under  section  97  of  the  Penal  Code 
for   embezzlement  of   fees  deposited  by  liti- 
gants to   secure  payment  of  costs;    and  see 
the  Weitzel  Case  at  page  543,  of  246  U.  S. 
(38  Sup.  Ct.  381,  as  L.  Ed.  872)."    Weitzel 
©.    U.    S.,    (C.  C.    A.    6th    Cir,    1021)     274 
Fed.   101,  wherein  an  indictment  under  this 
section  was  objected  to  on  the  ground  that 
the    accused,    the    receiver    of    an    insolvent 
national   bank,  was  not  an   "officer  of   the 
United  States."    The  court  said:     "Each  in- 
dictment   is    criticized    as    fatally    defective 
because,  as  asserted,  the  receiver  of  an  in- 
solvent   national    bank,    appointed    by    the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  is  not  an  officer 
of  the  United  States  and  in  its  employment. 
We   think   this   objection   foreclosed   by   the 
■  decision   of   the    Supreme    Court   in    United 
States  V.  Weitisel,  246  U.  S.  53d,  38  Sup.  Ct. 
381,  62  L.  Ed.  872,  where,  on  review  of  an 
order   dismissing  a  demurrer   to  an   indict- 
ntent  charging  this  plaintiff  in  error,  under 
section   6-209  of  the  Revised   Statutes,   with 
em>bezzlement  and  making  false  entries  as  an 
agent  of  the  bank  here  in  question,  it  was 
held   (affirming  the  judgment  of  the  District 
Court)    that   *  the   receiver,   unlike   a   presi- 
dent, director,  easier  or  teller,  is  an  otlic-er, 
not   of  the  corporation,   but   of   the   United 
States.'     True,   it  was  not  necessary   to  an 
affirmance  of  the  judgment   below   that  the 
Supreme    Court   should   affirmatively    define 
the  actual  legal  status  of  the  receiver.    It  is 
enough  that  it  imequi  vocally  did  so.     That 
this  was  a  considered  conclusion  is  evidenced 
by  the  citation  of  several  prior  decisions  of 
that   court,   holding   the    receiver   of   a   na- 


tional  bank  to  be  an  officer  ol  the  United 
States. 

*•  While  these  prior  decisions  might  be  dif- 
ferentiated from  the  case  under  considera- 
tion, in  that  they  did  not  deal  with  identical 
relation  involved  here,  the  Supreme  Court  in 
fact  applied  them  to  that  identical  relation. 
It  is  thus  not  important  to  consider  whether 
plaintiff  in  error  was  such  an  ofl&oer  as  is 
defined  in  article  2,  f  2,  of  the  federal  Con- 
stitution. Lamar  r.  United  States,  240  U. 
S.  00,  65,  36  Sup.  Ct.  255,  60  L.  Ed.  526.  It 
ia  also  unnecessary  to  consider  the  argument 
tJiat  section  97  of  the  Criminal  Code  is  shown 
to  be  inapplicable  by  its  noninclusion  in  the 
National  Banking  Act  (Act  June  3,  1884,  c. 
106,  13  Stat.  99),  especially  in  view  of  what 
is  said  in  the  Weitzel  Case,  246  U.  S.  542, 
643,  38  Sup.  Ct.  381,  62  L.  Ed.  872,  regard- 
ing the  Act  of  Feb.  3,  1879  (20  Stat.  280). 
which  is  substantially  section  97  of  the 
Criminal  Code.  Nor  are  we  impressed  by 
the  fact  that  Congress,  subsequent  to  the 
decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Weitzel 
Case,  6o  amended  section  5209  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  as  to  make  the  receiver  of  a 
national  banking  association  liable  under 
the  banking  act  for  embezzlement  or  mis- 
application of  any  of  the  assets  of  his  trust. 
Such  amendment  does  not.  in  our  opinion, 
indicate  more  than  a  congressional  intent 
to  supply  a  defect  in  the  National  Bankinir 
Act  itself."  ** 

Vol.  VII,  p.  655,  sec.  109.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  433.] 

Officer  in  Reserve  Corps  on  inactive  status. 
— An  attorney  holding  a  commission  in  the 
Officers'  Reserve  CJorps,  and  on  inactive 
status  therein,  is  not  barred  from  prosecut- 
ing a  claim  in  the  Court  of  Claims  by  this 
section.  Simmons  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  55  Ot. 
CI.  56. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  670,  sec.  125.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  437.] 

V.  Oath  "  authorized  **  by  "  law." 
IX.  Evidence. 
XI.  Questions  of  fact  and  law, 

V.  Oath  "Authorized"  by  "Law"  (p.  674) 

Bankruptcy  proceedings.— A  faUo  answer 
made  by  the  president  of  a  corporation  un- 
der examination  in  bankruptcy  to  the  effect 
that  certain  money  received  had  been  used  to 
nav  the  creditors  of  the  corporation  was 
held  material  in  Epstein  f.  U.  S.,  (a  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  282. 

IX.  Evidence  (p.  678) 

Taking  of  oath  and  qualifications  of  officer. 
—  Proof  that  the  oath  was  taken  before  the 
officer  alleged  and  proof  that  such  officer 
was  qualified  to  administer  the  oath  are 
essential  to  a  conviction  under  this  section. 
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Levy  t?.  U.  S.,   (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)   271 
Fed.  042. 

XL  Questions  of  Factt  and  Law   (p.  679) 

To  the  some  effect  as  the  firet  paragraph 
of  original  annotation,  see  Epstein  t;.  U.  8., 
(O.  C.  A.  2d  Oir.  1921)   271  Fed.  282. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  684,  sec.  128.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  438.] 

Indictment. —  In  Kaphan  t\  U.  9,,  (C.  C. 
A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  323,  in  determin- 
ing the  sufficiency  of  an  indictment  alleging 
a  violation  of  this  section  it  was  said :  "  The 
indictment  follows  the  statnte  and  pleads  as 
Ofyert  acts  the  delivery  of  certain  letters  ad- 
dressed to  Chinese  applicants  for  admission 
to  the  United  States  awaiting  examination 
at  the  immigration  ^rtation,  and  that  certain 
of  the  defendants  did  deliver  such  letters 
to  certain  Ohinesd  applicants,  and  that  to 
effect  the  object  of  the  conspiracy  one  of  the 
defendants  paid  to  another  defendant  ^5, 
and  that  one  of  the  defendants  at  the  immi- 
gration station  did  abstract  from  the  files  of 
the  record  ro<«i  certain  official  files  of  the 
government  of  the  United  States,  pertaining 
to  certain  Chinese  persons  and  deliv^ered  the 
files  to  one  of  the  defendants.  In  the  charge 
of  conspiracy  to  violate  section  [128  of  the 
Penal  Code],  it  was  unnecessary  to  set  forth 
what  was  done  with  the  files  or  whether  the 
Chinese  were  actually  entitled  lawfully  to 
enter  the  United  States.  •  The  material  mat- 
ter was  whether  thei«  was  an  unlawful  con- 
spiracy to  conceal,  remove,  or  destroy  records 
and  documents  filed  in  the  immigration  office 
at  Angel  Island,  Oal.,  and  whether  defendant 
was  a  guilty  member  of  euch  conspiracy." 

Vol.  VII,  p.  688,  sec.  135.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  440.] 

I.  In  general. 
III.  Words  defined. 

3.  "Obstruct"  and  "impede." 
5.  "Witness." 
VIIL  Assaulting  witness. 

I.  In  General  (p.  689) 

Purpose. —  The  purpose  of  Congress  in  en- 
acting this  section  was  not  to  charge  wit- 
nesses with  duty  or  liability,  but  to  protect 
them  and  the  administration  of  justice  from 
corruptly  threatening  and  intimidating  acts 
by  third  persons.  Smith  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  351. 

III.  Words  Defined 

3.  "Obstruct*'  and  *' Impede"   (p.  689) 

Attempt  to  influence  juror. — Experimental 
approaches  to  the  corruption  of  a  petit  juror 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duty,  though  before 
he  was  selected  or  sworn,  are,  without  re- 
gard to  success  or  failure,  within  the  scope 
of  this  section.  U.  S.  v.  Russel,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  138,  41  S.  Ct.  260,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
wherein   the  court  said :     "  Necessarily,  the 


first  impression  of  the  case  is  that  defend- 
ant had  some  purpose  in  his  approach  to 
Lucy  Russell  and  in  the  proposition  he  made 
to  her.  What  was  it,  and  how  far  did  he 
execute  it?  Counsel  admits  that  defend- 
ant's purpose  was  to  'find  out  what  his  LW. 
D.  RusselVs]  attitude  was  towards  the  de- 
fendants to  be  tried.'  And  that  this  (we  are 
stating  the  effect  of  counsel's  contention) 
was  only  in  preparation  of  a  sinister  pur- 
pose; that  the  defendants  in  the  case  did 
not  wish  to  undertake,  or,  to  use  the  lan- 
guage of  the  indictment,  did  not  '  want  to 
pay  monev  to  any  of  the  petit  jurors  sitting 
at  the  trial  of  said  case  unless  they  knew 
such  petit  jurors  would  favor  their  acquit- 
tal.' And  this,  counsel  says,  '  only  amounted 
to  a  solicitation  of  a  third  person  who  did 
not  accept  or  act  in  furtherance  of  such 
solicitation,'  and  'could  be  interpreted  only 
.  .  .  to  be  preparation  [italics  counsel's]  for 
an  '  endeavor '  or  '  attempt '  to  influence  the 
juror,  but  falls  far  short  of  an  actual  en- 
deavor to  do  so.' 

"  Counsel  enters  into  quite  a  discussioa, 
with  citation  of  cases,  between  preparati<m 
for  an  attempt  and  the  attempt  itself,  and 
charges  that  there  is  a  wide  difference  be- 
tween them. 

"  We  think,  however,  that  neither  the  con- 
tention nor  the  cases  are  pertinent  to  the 
section  under  review  and  upon  which  the 
indictment  was  based.  The  word  of  the  seo- 
tion  is  'endeavor,'  and  by  nsing  it  the  sec- 
tion got  rid  of  the  technicalities  which  might 
be  urged  as  besetting  the  word  'attempt^' 
and  it  describes  any  effort  or  essay  to  do 
or  accomplish  the  evil  purpose  that  the  sec- 
tion was  enacted  to  prevent.  Criminality 
does  not  get  rid  of  its  evil  quality  by  the 
precautions  it  takes  against  consequenceSy 
personal  or  pecuniary.  It  is  a  somewhat 
novel  excuse  to  urge  that  Russell's  action 
was  not  criminal  because  he  was  cautious 
enough  to  consider  its  cost  and  be  sure  of 
its  success.  The  section,  however,  is  not 
directed  at  success  in  corrupting  a  juror, 
but  at  the  'endeavor'  to  do  so.  Experi- 
mental approaches  to  the  corruption  of  a 
juror  are  the  '  endeavor '  of  the  section. 
Guilt  is  incurred  by  the  trial,— success  may 
aggravate,  it  is  not  a  condition  of  it. 

"The  indictment  charges  that  defendant 
knew  that  William  D.  Russell  was  a  petit 
juror,  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty  as  such 
juror,  and,  therefore,  an  endeavor  to  cor- 
ruptly influence  him  was  within  the  section, 
though  he  was  not  yet  selected  or  sworn. 
State  r.  Woodson,  43  La.  Ann.  906,  9  So. 
903.  The  court,  hence,  erred  in  sustaining 
the  demurrer  and  dismissing  the  indictment." 

Attempting  to  obtain  statement  of  facts 
from  witness. —  It  is  not  an  unlawful  at- 
tempt to  influence  or  impede  a  witness,  or 
the  due  administration  of  justice,  for  one 
to  seek  to  obtain  from  a  witness  a  statement 
of  the  facts  as  he  believes  them  to  be,  with- 
out the  exercise  of  undue  influence,  even 
though  such  a  statonent  may  conflict  with 
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prior  testimony  given  by  the  one  making  the 
statement.  Such  an  effort  is  not  regarded 
with  favor,  because  of  the  temptation  to 
influence  the  witness  tmduly;  but  the  mere 
request  for  a  statement  believed  to  be  true 
does  not  offend  against  the  statute  under 
which  this  indietanent  was  drawn,  because 
it  is  not  corrupt  conduct.  Harrington  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  W. 

5.  Witness   (p.  690) 

Persons  indnded  in  term  ''witness." — 
"The  terms  of  the  statute,  the  evil  it  was 
enacted  to  prevent,  and  the  protection  it  was 
intended  to  provide,  leave  no  doubt  that 
under  its  true  interpretation  each  of  those 
who  are  subpoenaed  to  come,  of  those  who 
are  called  and  accept  the  call  to  come  with- 
out subpoenas,  of  those  who  are  prompted 
to  come  by  their  interests,  of  those  who 
expect  to  come,  and  of  those  who  are  se- 
lected and  expected  to  come  to  testify  in 
any  case  in  any  court  of  the  United  States, 
falls  within  the  class  described  by  the  terms 
'any  witness,  in  any  court  of  the  United 
States.' "  Smith  v.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  &th  Cir. 
1921)   274  Fed.  361. 

VIII.  ASBAtTLTINO   WITNESS     (p.    691) 

A  person  may  ^be  convicted  under  this  sec- 
tion for  assaulting  a  witness  who  has  testi- 
fied in  a  case  where  such  witness  is  on  his 
way  to  testify  in  rebuttal,  although  the  ac- 
cused testifies  that  he  did  not  know  that  the 
witness  was  to  testify  again.  Smith  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  192^1)  274  Fed.  361,  hold- 
ing  that  in  such  a  prosecution  it  is  no  de- 
fense that  the  witness  was  not  tmder  sub- 
poena, or  other  order  or  direction  of  the 
court,  and  might  lawfully  have  refused  to 
come  on  the  telegraphic  call  to  the  court, 
or  might  have  departed  therefrom,  and  was 
not  a  witness  in  the  court,  within  the  mean- 
ing of  this  section.  The  court  said :  **  Many, 
probably  a  majority,  of  all  the  witnesses 
who  testify  in  courts  of  justice,  do  so  with- 
out the  service  of  a  subpoena  or  other  order 
of  the  court,  pursuant  to  the  request  of  the 
parties  to  the  litigation  or  to  the  prompt- 
ings of  interest.  They,  however,  are  not  less 
witnesses  than  those  who  testify  under  sub- 
poenas. The  corrupt  threatening  or  force- 
ful influencing  or  intimidation  of  witnesses 
who  testify  without  subpoenas  is  not  less 
pernicious  than  that  of  witnesses  under  or- 
ders of  the  court,  and  a  construction  which 
would  limit  the  protection  of  this  section  to 
the  latter  class  of  witnesses  is  too  narrow 
and  unreasonable." 

Vol..  VII,  p.  695,  sec.  140-     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  441.] 

IV.  "Obstruct." 
X.  Proof. 

rv.  "Obstruct"  (p.  696) 

Purpose    and    construction. —  "It    is    un- 
doubtedly the   purpose   of   this   statute  not 


only  to  prevent  any  persons  from  knowingly 
and  willfully  obstructing,  resisting,  and  op- 
posing an  oflScer  in  the  execution  of  a  writ, 
but  also  to  protect  the  person  of  public 
officers  while  they  are  in  the  discharge  of 
their  official  duties.  Such  officer  is  not  re- 
quired to  disclose  to  every  one  or  any  one 
he  meets  that  he  is  then  and  there  engaged 
in  serving  such  writ  or  process.  On  the 
contrary,  whoever  assaults  and  beats  him, 
knowine  him  to  be  such  officer,  does  so  at 
his  peril,  if  it  should  later  appear  by  the 
evidence  that  the  officer  was,  at  the  time  of 
such  assault,  i)eating,  or  wounding,  actually 
engaged  in  the  service  of  a  writ,  warrant, 
or  other  judicial  process,  regardless  of 
whether  the  accused  knew  that  fact  or  not. 
Any  other  construction  of  this  particular 
provision  of  this  section  of  the  Criminal 
Code  would  make  it  meaningless  and  practi- 
cally impossible  of  enforcement.  In  the  great 
majority  of  cases  the  government  would  be 
unable  *  *  *  to  prove  that  the  accused 
had  knowledge  that  the  officer  was  in  pos- 
session of  such  writ  or  warrant,  or  that  he 
was  engaged  in  and  about  its  execution." 
Coleman  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  468. 

What  constitutes  obstructing. —  The  fact 
that  the  person  for  whom  the  warrant  was 
issued  was  not  in  the  immediate  vicinity  at 
the  time  the  offense  set  forth  in  this  section 
was  committed  is  not  important.  If  it  were 
not  then  and  there  the  purpose  of  the  officer 
in  making  the  trip  to  arrest  the  person 
named  in  the  warrant  then  the  mere  fad) 
that  he  had  such  a  warrant  in  his  possession 
would  furnish  no  basis  for  the  prosecution. 
On  the  other  hand,  if '  it  were  conceded  or 
proven  that  this  officer  of  the  United  State? 
was  on  his  way  to  execute  this  warrant,  that 
the  accused  had  full  knowledge  of  that  fact, 
and  that  with  such  knowledge  he  willfully 
obstructed,  resisted,  or  opposed  him  in  the 
execution  of  this  writ  at  any  point  along 
the  line  of  travel  to  the  residence  or  the  loca- 
tion of  the  person  named  in  the  warrant, 
it  would  be  idle  to  say  that  such  an  offense 
would  not  come  within  the  purview  of  this 
statute.  Such  a  construction  would  permit 
persons  of  evil  design  to  ambush  an  officer 
on  his  way  to  execute  a  writ,  and  thereby 
knowingly  and  willfully  obstruct,  resist,  op- 
pose, and  even  prevent  the  officer  from  the 
performance  of  his  official  duties,  without 
being  subject  to  the  penalty  imposed  by  the 
provisions  of  this  section.  Coleman  v.  V.  S.» 
(C.  C.  A,  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  468.      \ 

X.  Pboof  (p.  701) 
Burden  of  proof. —  "This  section  expressly 
provides  that  the  offense  charged  in  the  first 
count  of  this  indictment  must  be  knowingly 
and  willfully  committed  by  the  accused.  The 
burden  is  upon  the  government  to  establish 
these  essential  elements  by  the  degree  of 
proof  requisite  in  criminal  cases."  Coleman 
r.  V.  S.,  (0.  C.  A.  0th  Cir.  1980)  268  Fed. 
468. 
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Sufficiency  of  evidence. —  Under  the  ex- 
press terms  of  this  section  it  is  sufficient  to 
sustain  a  verdict  of  guilty,  if  the  proof  shows 
that  the  accused  knew  at  the  time  he  com- 
mitted the  assault  and  battery  upon  a  person 
that  such  person  was  an  officer  of  the  United 
States,  provided,  however,  that  such  person 
was  then  engaged  in  serving  this  warrant, 
or  any  other  legal  or  judicial  writ  or  process 
issued  out  of  any  court  of  the  United  States 
or  by  a  United  States  ccHnmissioner.  Cole- 
man V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268 
Fed.  468,  wherein  it  was  held  that  the  evi- 
dence was  insufficient  to  show  a  violation  of 
this  section. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  705,  sec.  148.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  443.] 
War  savings  certificates  and  war  saving 
certificate  stamps  become  obligations  of  the 
United  States  only  when  a  stamp  or  stamps 
shall  have  been  affixed  to  the  certificates  and 
the  name  of  the  owner  or  owners  shall  have 
been  written  upon  the  certificate.  Such  cer- 
tificates, when  so  made  up  and  completed  are 
obligations  or  securities  of  the  United  States 
within  the  purview  of  this  section.  And  they 
must  be  deemed  to  be  altered,  within  the 
meaning  of  this  section,  when  the  stamps 
have  been  removed  from  the  certificates  to 
which  they  have  been  annexed,  with  intent 
to  defraud,  or  to  utter  and  pass  the  same 
(the  stamps)  as  true  and  genuine.  It  is  not 
significant  whether  the  stamps  so  detached 
are  transferable  or  not  transferable.  But  it 
is  significant  that  the  person  so  having  such 
altered  obligations  is  attempting  to  deal 
with  them  with  the  intent  to  defraud,  or  as 
true  and  genuine.  "  It  is  not  an  alteration 
or  forgery  of  such  war  savings  certificates, 
fully  made  up,  to  erase  or  remove  the  seriill 
num'ber  thereof,  because  such  serial  number 
is  not  a  material  element  of  the  obligation. 
'  The  obligation  is  just  as  potent  in  the  hands 
'  of  the  holder  without  as  with  the  serial 
I  number.  But  if  the  certificate  has  been  reg- 
istered, as  provided  by  the'  departmental 
regulations,  and  given  a  registration  num- 
ber, it  would,  without  question,  constitute  a 
forgery  or  an  alteration  to  erase  or  remove 
the  registration  number  with  intent  to  de- 
fraud, within  the  meaning  of  the  sections 
of  the  Penal  Code  referred  to,  because  such 
number  is  made  an  essential  element  to  the 
validity  of  the  obligation.  The  purpose  of 
afiixing  the  number  or  numbers  is  for  identi- 
fication of  the  obligation  at  the  post  office 
where  payable,  and  for  the  protection  of  the 
government,  to  ward  against  payment  to  the 
wrong  person,  or  double  payment,  as  well  as 
for  the  protection  of  the  lawful  owner  and 
holder  of  the  certificate  or  certificates."  U. 
S.  V.  Jlossi,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  268  Fed.  620. 
Indictment — Setting  forth  instrument, — 
An  indictment  for  forging  or  altering  a  gov- 
ernment obligation,  or  for  passing  the  same 
or  having  it  in  possession  with  intent  to  de- 
fraud,  or   to   pass   it  as   true   and   genuine, 


should  set  forth  the  obligation  in  hmc  verba, 
or  some  potent  reason  should  be  alleged 
showing  why  that  cannot  be  done.  U.  S.  v. 
Rossi,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  268  Fed.  620. 

Altering  war  savings  certificate. — An  in- 
dictment purporting  to  charge  the  defendant 
with  having  erased  or  effaced  the  registration 
and  identification  number  of  a  war  savings 
certificate  is  bad  where  it  does  not  allege  by 
appropriate  averments  that  such  certificates 
have  been  previously  registered.  Such  an  in- 
dictment for  altering  a  war  savings  certifi- 
cate is' not  predicated  upon  any  violation  of 
the  departmental  regulations  respecting  wmr 
savings  certificates,  or  disobedience  of  any  of 
such  regulations.  The  charges  are  predicated 
alone  upon  a  violation  of  the  designated 
sections  of  the  Penal  Code.  The  regulations 
have  to  do  with  the  regularity  and  validity 
of  war  savings  certificates  as  obligations  of 
the  United  States,  and  when  the  war  sav- 
ings certificates  become  such  obligations,  then 
the  sections  of  the  code  denouncing  altera- 
tion, purchase,  sale,  transfer,  possession,  or 
utterance,  with  the  intoit  to  defraud,  or  to 
pass  as  true  and  genuine,  become  applicable. 
If  the  validity  of  the  paper  itself  were  at- 
tacked, that  would  be  quite  another  thing. 
Then  it  would  be  pertinent  to  examine  the 
act  and  the  regulations  to  determine  whether 
the  certificates  were  legal  and  valid  obliga- 
tions of  the  United  States.  It  requires  no 
pleading  of  the  statute  or  the  regulations 
for  a  regular  presentation  of  the  subject  for 
consideration.  The  court  takes  judicial  no- 
tice of  these.  U.  S.  r.  Rossi,  (D.  C.  Ore. 
1920)   268  Fed.  620. 

Sufficiency  of  evidence. —  Under  an  indict- 
ment charging  a  person  together  with  five 
others  with  a  conspiracy  falsely  to  make  and 
alter  United  States  War  Savings  Certificates 
and  United  States  War  Savings  Certificate 
Stamps  and  to  publish,  utter  and  sell  such 
altered  obligations,  a  conviction  was  reversed 
where  there  was  testimimy  that  altered 
stamps  were  found  in  the  possession  of  the 
plaintiff  in  error,  and  that  he  had  pleaded 
guilty  to  an  indictment  which  charged  him 
with  having  in  his  possession  such  altered 
stamps  with  the  intention  to  pass  and  sell 
them;  but  there  was  no  testimony  or  evi- 
dence of  any  kind  to  show  that  he  conspired 
with  his  codefendant,  or  with  any  one,  to 
steal  or  alter  such  stamps,  or  that  there  was 
any  concert  of  action  between  the  plaintiff 
in  error  and  any  of  the  defendants,  or  that 
there  was  a  conspiracy.  Peterson  r.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  929. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  712,  sec.  151.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  445.] 

I.  Scope  of  section. 
V.  Indictment. 

■    I.  Scope  of  Section  (p.  712) 

War  savings  certificates  and  war  saving 
certificate    stamps. —  Such    obligations    must 
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be  deemed  to  be  altered,  within  the  meaning 
of  this  section,  when  the  stamps  have  been 
removed  from  the  certificates  to  which  thev 
have  been  annexed,  with  intent  to  defraud, 
or  to  utter  and  pass  the  same  (the  stamps) 
as  true  and  genuine.  It  is  not  significant 
whether  the  stamps  so  detached  are  trans- 
ferable or  not  transferable.  But  it  is  signifi- 
cant that  the  person  so  having  such  altered 
obligations  is  attempting  to  deal  with  them 
with  the  intent  to  defraud,  or  as  true  and 
genuine.  ^  It  is  not  an  alteration  or  forgery 
of  such  war  savings  certificates,  fully  made 
up,  to  erase  or  remove  the  serial  number 
thereof,  because  such  serial  number  is  not  a 
material  element  of  the  obligation.  The  obli- 
gation is  just  as  potent  in  the  hands  of  the 
holder  without  as  with  the  serial  number. 
But  if  the  certificate  has  been  registered,  as 
provided  by  the  departmental  regulations, 
and  given  a  registration  number,  it  would, 
without  question,  constitute  a  forgery  or  an 
alteration  to  erase  or  remove  the  registration 
number  with  intent  to  defraud,  within  the 
meaning  of  the  sections  of  the  Penal  Code 
referred  to,  because  auch  number  is  made  an 
essential  element  to  the  validity  of  the  obli- 
gation. The  purpose  of  affixing  the  number 
or  numbers  is  for  identification  of  the  obli- 
gation at  the  post  office  where  payable,  and 
for  the  protection  of  the  government,  to  ward 
against  payment  to  the  wrong  person,  or 
double  payment,  as  well  as  for  the  protection 
of  the  lawful  owner  and  holder  of  the  certifi- 
cate or  certificates."  U.  S.  v.  Rossi,  (D.  G. 
Ore.  1920)  268  Fed.  620. 

V.  iHIHOrMENT  (p.  713) 

111  general. — ^An  indictment  for  forging  or 
altering  a  government  obligation,  or  for  pass- 
ing the  same  or  having  it  in  possession  with 
intent  to  defraud,  or  to  pass  it  as  true  and 
genuine,  should  set  forth  the  obligation  in 
hsec  verba,  or  some  potent  reason  should  be 
aliecred  showing  why  that  cannot  be  done. 
V.  S.  V,  Rossi,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  268  Fed. 
620. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  716,  sec.  154.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  445.] 
War  savings  certificates  and  war  saying 
certificate  stamps  become  obligations  of  the 
United  States  only  when  a  stamp  or  stampe 
shall  have  been  affixed  to  the  certificate  and 
the  name  of  the  owner  or  owners  shall  have 
been  written  upon  the  certificate.  Such  cer- 
tificates, when  so  made  up  aVid  completed 
are  obligations  or  securities  of  the  United 
States,  within  the  purview  of  this  section. 
And  such  obligations  must  be  deemed  to  be 
altered,  within  the  meaning  of  this  section, 
when  the  stamps  have  been  removed  from 
the  certificates  to  which  they  have  been  an- 
nexed, with  intent  to  defraud,  or  to  utter 
and  pass  the  same  (the  stamps)  as  true  and 
genuine.  It  is  not  significant  whether  the 
stamps  so  detached  are  transferable  or  not 


transferable.  But  it  is  significant  that  the 
person  so  having  such  altered  obligations  is 
attempting  to  deal  with  them  with  the  in- 
tent to  defraud,  or  as  true  and  genuine. 
U.  S.  r.  Rossi,  (D.  S.  Ore.  1920)  268  Fed. 
620,  wherein  it  was  said :  *'  It  is  not  an 
alteration  or  forgery  of  such  war  savings 
certificates,  fully  made  up,  to  erase  or  re- 
move the  serial  number  thereof,  because  such 
serial  number  is  not  a  material  element  of 
the  obligation.  The  obligation  is  just  as 
potent  in  the  hands  of  the  holder  without 
as  with  the  serial  number.  But  if  the  cer- 
tificate has  been  registered,  as  provided  by 
the  departmental  regulations,  and  given  a 
registration  number,  it  would,  without  ques- 
tion, constitute  a  forgery  or  an  alteration 
to  erase  or  remove  the  registration  number 
with  intent  to  defraud,  within  the  meaning 
of  the  sections  of  the  Penal  Code  referred  to, 
because  such  number  is  made  an  essential 
element  to  the  validity  of  the  obligation. 
The  purpose  of  aflSxing  the  number  or  num- 
bers is  for  identification  of  the  obligation  at 
the  poet  office  where  payable,  and  for  the 
protection  of  the  government,  to  ward  against 
payment  to  the  wrong  person,  or  double  pay- 
ment, as  well  as  for  the  protection  of  the 
lawful  owner  and  holder  of  the  certificate  or 
certificates.'* 

Indictment. — An  indictment  for  forging  or 
altering  a  government  obligation,  or  for  pass- 
ing the  same  or  having  it  in  possession  with 
intent  to  defraud,  or  to  pass  it  as  true  and 
genuine,  should  set  forth  the  obligation  in 
hsec  verba,  or  some  competent  reason  should 
be  alleged  showing  why  that  cannot  be  done. 
U.  8.  r.  Rossi,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1920)  268  Fed. 
620. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  729,  sec.  169.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  450.] 

Constitutionality. —  Making  the  conscious 
and  willful  possession  without  lawful  author- 
ity, of  a  die  in  the  likeness  or  similitude  of 
one  used  or  designated  for  making  genuine 
coin  of  the  United  States,  a  criminal  offense, 
as  was  done  by  this  section,  was  a  valid 
exercise  by  Congress  of  the  power  conferred 
by  the  clause  of  U.  S.  Const.,  art.  1,  §  8, 
investing  Congress  with  power  to  coin  money 
and  regulate  the  value  thereof,  such  power 
being  in  no  wise  limited  by  the  following 
clause  relating  to  the  punishment  for  coun- 
terfeiting. Baender  r.  Barnett,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  224,  41  S.  Ct.  271,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Purpose. —  The  object  and  purpose  of  the 
law  was  to  prevent  the  counterfeiting  of  the 
coin  of  the  United  States.  Cole  r.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  250. 

Scienter  necessary. — A  possession  which  is 
not  conscious  and  willing  is  not  included  and 
made  criminal  by  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion. Baender  t*.  Barnett.  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
224,  41  S.  Ct.  271,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
wherein  the  court  said:  "The  statute  is  not 
intended  to  include  and  make  criminal  a  pos- 
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session  which  is  not  oonsciious  and  willing. 
While  its  words  are  general,  they  are  to  be 
taken  in  a  reasona^ble  sense,  and  not  in  one 
which  works  manifest  injustice  or  infringes 
constitutional  safeguards.  In  so  holding  we 
but  give  effect  to  a  cardinal  rule  of  construc- 
tion recognized  in  repeated  decisions  of  this 
and  other  courts." 

"Die"  and  "mold." — "Congress  must  be 
presumed  to  have  known  that  the  words  '  die ' 
and  '  mold/  while  for  some  purposes  indicat- 
ing different  instruments,  so  far  as  the  mak' 
ing  of  the  coins  of  the  United  States  was 
concerned,  the  instrument  used  might  be 
called  a  die  or  mold  interchangeably.  .  .  . 
That  the  words  '  die '  and  '  mold '  may  be 
used  interchangeably  to  indicate  the  same 
instrument  is  shown  by  standing  authority. 
.  .  .  Congress  did  not  intend  to  use  the  words 
'die'  and  'mold'  in  a  technical  sense,  but 
intended  to  prevent  the  making  or  having  in 
possession  an  instrument,  whether  called  a 
die  or  mold,  of  the  likeness  and  similitude 
as  to  the  design  or  the  inscription  thereon  of 
any  instrument  designated  for  the  coining 
or  making  of  any  of  the  genuine  coins  of  the 
United  States,  whether  called  a  die  or  mold." 
Cole  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  269 
Fed.  2d0,  wherein  it  was  held  that  the  indict- 
ment was  sufficient. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  754,  sec  194.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  457.] 

II.  Pbocedurb 

2.  Indictment  or  Information    (p.   759) 

Allegation  as  to  specific  pieces  of  money. — 
An  indictment  which  charges  the  specific 
amount  alleged  to  have  been  stolen  "  a  more 
correct  and  complete  description  of  the  kind 
and  character  of  said  money  being  to  the 
grand  jurors  unknown,"  is  not  subject  to 
demurrer  because  it  fails  to  describe  the 
specific  pieces  of  money  or  coin  which  made 
up  the  total  amount  taken.  Ossendorf  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
257.  The  court  said:  "Although  this 
assignment  of  error  is  not  argued  in  the 
brief;  it  was  urged  in  the  oral  argument, 
and  we  wore  asked  to  consider  it  as  though 
fully  presented  in  the  brief.  We  have  done 
so,  and  conclude  that  the  indictment  was 
not  demurrable  because  of  failure  to  describe 
the  coins  or  other  money  taken.  While 
particularity  in  the  description  of  the  prop- 
erty is  desirable,  to  require  the  impossible 
would  be  absurd.  In  this  case  the  safe  was 
brdcen  into  and  the  money  stolen.  The 
postmaster  had  the  record  of  the  total 
amount  of  cash  on  hand,  but  not  of  the 
specific  coins  that  made  up  the  total.  The 
grand  jurors  could  not,  therefore,  '  on  oath ' 
specify  the  coins  with  greater  particularity. 
Their  position  was  made  known  to  the  de- 
fendant by  the  statement  in  the  indictment 
just  quoted.  This  was  all  the  government 
was  required  to  allege  and  all  the  defendants 
could  expect." 


Vol.  VII,  p.  788;  see.  211.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  462.] 

1.  Genehal  Considebation  (p.  790) 

Matter  "  tending  to  incite  murder,  arson 
qr  assassination." — The  exclusion  of  a  pub- 
lication from  the  press  as  being  of  the 
character  described  in  this  section  does  not 
constitute  a  censorship  of  the  press,  but 
merely  evidences  the  unwillingness  of  the 
government  to  lend  its  aid  to  those  who 
would  destroy  it  in  the  dissemination  of 
"  matter  of  a  character  tending  to  incite 
arson,  murder,  and  assassination."  Thus, 
where  a  publication  constantly  has  sought  to 
imbue  its  readers  with  the  idea  that  it  is 
their  duty  to  overthrow  the  government,  dis- 
regard all  law,  and  seize  for  themselves  the 
property  and  belongings  of  others,  irrespec- 
tive of  means  and  regardless  of  consequences, 
it  is  held  that  postal  privileges  may  prop- 
erly be  refused.  Burleson  i;.  U.  S.,  (App. 
Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  274  Fed.  749. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  803,  see.  212.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Snpp.,  p.  463.] 

Indictment. —  Under  the  provision  of  this 
section  making  it  a  punishable  ofTense  to 
mail  "matter  otherwise  mailable  by  law, 
upon  the  envelope  or  outside  cover  or 
wrapper  of  which,  or  any  postal  card  upon, 
which,"  is  any  indecent,  lewd,  obscene,  libel- 
ous, scurrilous,  or  defamatory  matter  or 
epithet,  an  indictment  has  been  held  suffi- 
cient though  there  is  no  allegation  as  to  the 
contents,  of  the  envelope.  U.  S.  v,  Anderson, 
(D.  C.  Mont.  1920)  268  Fed.  69fi.  The  court 
said: 

"The  evil  at  which  the  statute  aims  la 
not  contents,  'but  envelopes,  neither  greater 
nor  less  by  reason  of  contents  or  absence  of 
them.  The  object  is  not  regulation  of  con- 
tents, but  of  envelopes.  The  intent  is  not  to 
penalize  mailing  matter  in  denounced  en- 
velopes, but  mailing  the  envelopes  them- 
selves; and  all  to  the  end  that  not  only  may 
postal  patrons  be  protected  from  defamation 
exposed  to  postal  employees,  but  also  that 
postal  employees  may  be  protected  from  ob- 
scenity exposed  to  and  thrust  upon  them. 
There  may  be  none  to  defame;  the  addresa 
mav  be  fictitious  or  absent;  for  matter  is 
mailable  though  not  addressed. 

"The  gist  of  the  offense  is  the  exposed 
objectionable  matter  itself  in  due  course  of 
mail,  not  that  it  is  exposed  inclosing  other 
matter.  The  statutory  words,  '  matter  other- 
wise mailable,'  in  view  of  t^e  legislative 
intent  and  object,  may  reasonably  be  taken, 
not  as  defining  the  offense,  but  only  aa 
*  words  that  are  but  circumstances  and  con- 
veyance in  the  putting  of  the  case,'  and  not 
controlling  construction.  See  Potter's  Dwar- 
ris,  246  et  seq.  Strict  construction  is  not 
absolute  in  the  case  of  all  penal  statutes, 
nor  in  all  terms  thereof. 

"  Intent  and  object  ascertained,  words  may 
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be  giTen  their  fullest  meaning,  and  common 
■ense  applied  to  avoid  abeurdity.  Laws  for 
the  suppression  of  a  public  wr<mg,  or  to 
effect  a  public  good,  or  to  supply  a  remedy 
for  a  general  mischief,  are  not  always  in 
the  strict  sense  penal  laws,  to  be  giren  strict 
construction.  Taylor  v.  U.  S.,  3  How.  210, 
11  L.  Ed.  659;  Potter's  Dwarris,  261;  End- 
lich,  Stats,  f  857.  An  envelope  without 
contents  is  in  its  nature  so  far  a  postal 
card  that  in  that  aspect  it  is  within  the 
statute.  The  instant  case  is  within  the  mis- 
chief of  the  statute,  and,  having  in  mind  the 
rule  illustrated  by  Lacher's  Case,  134  U.  8. 
024,  is  believed  also  sufficiently  within  the 
letter  of  the  statute,  unless  construction  that 
sticks  in  the  baric  be  adopted.' 
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VoL  VII,  p.  812,  see.  215.     [First 

ed.y  1909  Supp.,  p.  464.] 

III.  Essentials. 

3.  Scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud,  etc. 

a.  What  constitutes. 

4.  Use  of  mails. 

IV.  Procedure. 

2.  Indictment. 

a.  In  general. 

b.  Scheme  to  defraud, 
c  Use  of  mails. 

d.  Intent. 
4  Trial. 

b/  Evidence  and  instructions. 

c.  Question  for  jury. 
6.  Appeals. 

III.  Essentials 

8.  Scheme  or  Artifice  to  Defraud^  eie, 

a.  What  Constitutes  (p.  816) 

Schemes  included. —  Under  this  section 
"as  it  now  stands,  any  Icind  or  species  of 
scheme  or  artifice  to  defraud  is  punishable 
in  the  national  courts,  if  and  whenever  for 
the  purpose  of  executing  that  scheme  the 
postal  establishment  is  used  in  the  statutory 
manner  and  form.  Under  such  a  statute.no 
reason  can  exist  whv  a  scheme  or  artifice 
to  defraud  the  United  States  .  .  .  should 
not  be  punishable  thereunder  when  —  per- 
haps especially  when  —  the  United  States 
mail  is  used  in  the  prosecution  of  a  scheme 
to  defraud  the  United  States."  Gouled  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  506. 

Success  of  scheme  ImmateriaL — The  statute 
does  not  malce  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  one 
who  devises  such  a  scheme  dependent  on  its 
actual  success.  Bryon  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  769;  Grant  v.  U.  S., 
(CCA.  6th  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  443. 

Pecuniary  loss  to  government. — An  agree- 
ment to  defraud  need  not  contemplate  any 
pecuniary  loss  on  the  part  of  the  govern- 
ment. Gouled  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)    273  Fed.  506. 

Impossibility  of  ezecntion  of  scheme. — 
The  objection  that  on  its  face  the  scheme 
was    impossible   of   execution   and   that  no 
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one  would  have  been  deceived  thereby  is 
without  merit.  Byron  t.  U.  S.,  (C  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.   1921)    273  Fed.  769. 

Erroneous  statement  of  point  of  Uw. — 
In  a  case  where  it  was  contended  that  an 
erroneous  statement  concerning  a  point  of 
law  was  not  indictable,  it  was  said:  ''If 
such  a  statement  is  honestly  made,  of  course, 
no  criminal  charge  will  stand;  but  if  there 
is  a  willful  misstatement,  made  deliberately 
and  with  intent  to  deceive,  and  with  a  pur- 
pose to  perpetrate  a  fraud,  it  is  plain  the 
statement  may  become  an  essential  element 
in  crime."  Byron  v.  U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  9th 
Cir.  1921 )  273  Fed.  769. 

False  claim  mailed  by  partner. — A  person 
who  knows  of  the  preparation  by  his  partner 
of  a  false  claim  for  services  rendered  by 
the  partnership  and  of  the  mailing  of  that 
claim  and  a  letter  accompanying  it  to  the 
person  whom  it  is  sought  to  defraud  may 
be  convicted  under  this  section.  Estelle  v. 
U.  S.,  (C  C  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
530. 

4.  Use  of  MaiU   (p.  825) 

Mailing  of  letter,  etc.,  as  element  of 
offense. —  The  mailing  of  any  letter  or  writ- 
ing for  the  purpose  of  executing  the  fraudu- 
lent scheme  is  what  the  statute  makes  an 
element  of  the  offense.  Byron  v.  U.  S.,  (C. 
C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  769.  See 
also  Smith  v.  U.  S,,  (C  C  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 

267  Fed.  665. 

IV.  Pboceoubk 

2.  Indictment 

a.  In  General  (p.  828) 

A  motion  for  a  bill  of  particulars  in  the 
case  of  an  indictment  under  this  section  is 
addressed  to  the  discretion  of  the  court  and 
ordinarily  is  not  reviewable.  Savage  v. 
U.  S.,  (C  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  14. 

b.  Scheme  to  Defraud  (p.  828) 

How  allaged. —  It  is  not  necessary  in  an 
indictment  luider  this  section  that  the 
scheme  itself  appear  to  be  fraudulent  on 
its  face  or  that  it  alleged  that  any  one  has 
actually  lost  money  or  been  defrauded. 
Howe  V.   Boyle,    {C.   C.  A.   9th   Cir.    1920) 

268  Fed.  809.  See  also  Tjosevig  v.  Boyle, 
(C.  C  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  813. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  allege  or  to  prove 
that  the  letters  mailed  in  pursuance  of  the 
scheme  to  defraud  under  this  section  of  the 
Penal  Code  are  calculated  to  be  effective  in 
carrying  out  tiie  seheme.  Savage  v.  U.  Sk, 
(CCA.  8th  Cir.  1920)   270  Fed.  14. 

**  The  particulars  of  the  scheme  are  matters 
of  substance,  and  must  be  set  forth  with 
sufficient  certainty  as  to  its  existence  and 
character  that  the  indictment  will  fairly 
acquaint  the  defendant  with  the  scheme 
charged  against  him;  but  the  gist  of  the 
offense  in  the  mailing  of  the  letter,  writing, 
or  article  in  pursuance  of  the  scheme,  and 
the  scheme  itself  need  not  be  pleaded  with 
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all  the  certainty  as  to  time,  place,  and  cir- 
cumstance that  10  required  in  charging  the 
gist  of  the  offense,  the  mailing  of  the  matter 
in  execution  or  attempted  execution  of  the 
scheme."  Savage  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)   270  Fed.  14. 

Illustrations. —  Where  the  only  allegation 
in  the  indictment  as  to  the  specific  means  by 
which  defendants  were  to  fraudulently  obtain 
possession  of  the  draft  or  its  proceeds  is 
that  — 

"  By  trickery,  artifice,  chicanery,  cheating, 
and  by  making  false  and  fraudulent  state- 
ments, representations  and  pretenses,  and  by 
other  artifices,  false  representations,  pre- 
tenses and  deceptions,  to  the  grand  jurors 
unknown,  to  the  said  Fred  Kaiser,  the  de- 
fendants would  obtain  possession  of  the  said 
draft,*  etc.,  a  demurrer  challenging  the  suffi- 
ciency of  this  statement  should  be  overruled. 
Grant  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  443. 

In  case  of  a  prosecution  under  this  sec- 
tion where  the  substance  of  the  scheme 
charged  was  not  the  mere  use  of  a  corporate 
name  similar  to  the  name  of  an  existing 
association,  but  to  use  it  so  as  to  have  the 
credit  and  reputation  of  the  other  company 
in  order  to  obtain  goods  not  intended  for 
defendant,  and  for  which  he  would  not  pay, 
the  failure  to  allege  that  the  unincorporated 
partnership  or  association,  then  doing  busi- 
ness and  in  actual  operation,  was  duly 
organized,  was  held  not  to  be  prejudicial 
to  the  defendant,  and  make  the  indictment 
fatally  defective,  in  view  of  the  provisions 
of  R.  6.  sec.  1025  (2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  2d 
ed.  p.  681).  Savage  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  14. 

An  indictment  has  been  held  sufficient 
under  this  section  where  it  alleges  the  nature, 
etc.,  of  the  scheme  with  sufficient  particu- 
larity to  acquaint  the  defendant  with  the 
value,  etc.,'  of  the  charges  made.  Green  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  779. 

c.  Use  of  Mails    (p.  833) 

Scheme  to  be  effected  through  use  of 
audli. — ^An  indictment  is  insufficient  which 
charges  that  the  defendant  did  devise  and 
intend  to  devise  a  scheme  and  artifice  to 
defraud  the  United  States  and  that  in 
furtherance  of  such  scheme  he  used  the 
United  States  mail  to  forward  an  applica- 
tion for  employment  which  contained  false 
and  fraudulent  statements  and  promises,  and 
that  the  purpose  of  the  defendant  in  making 
such  false  representations  was  to  defraud 
the  United  States  by  reason  of  his  employ- 
ment by  the  adressee,  thus  exempting  him- 
self from  military  duty  under  the  Selective 
Service  Law  (Act  May  18,  1917,  9  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.')  1136).  Underwood  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  412.  The 
oonrt  said:  ''At  the  time  alleged  in  the 
indictment  the  Selective  Service  Law  con- 
tained no  provision  whatever  exempting  an 
employee    of    the    Young    Men's    Christian 


Association  from  its  terms  and  provisions. 
Had  Underwood  succeeded  in  securing  em- 
ployment with  the  Young  Men's  Christian 
Association  through  any  fraudulent  scheme 
or  artifice,  the  fact  that  he  was  so  employed 
would  not  then  in  any  way  have  operated  to 
exempt  him  from  military  duty  under  the 
provisions  of  that  act  or  in  any  way  to 
hinder  or  delay  the  United  States  govern- 
ment in  raising  an  army  and  navy  for  its 
defense.^' 

An  indictment  charging  the  use  of  the 
United  States  mail  in  furtherance  of  a 
scheme  to  defraud  in  that  the  accused  sought 
to  obtain  employment  through  the  mail  on 
the  basis  of  a  salary  and  expenses  by  means 
of  a  letter  containing  false  statements  and 
representations,  is  insufficient  where  the  pri- 
mary purpose  of  the  accused  was  to  secure 
employment,  and  there  is  no  averment  in 
the  indictment  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
perform  any  services  or  that  whatever  serv- 
ices he  might  perform  by  reason  of  such 
employment  would  have  been  of  no  value 
or  of  materially  less  value  than  the  salary 
and  expenses.  Underwood  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  6th  Cir.  1920)   267  Fed.  412. 

The  use  of  the  mails  in  the  execution  of  a 
scheme  to  defraud  is  held  to  be  sufficiently 
alleged  where  after  setting  forth  the  scheme 
and  its  purpose  the  indictment  further  states 
that  "the  defendant  .  .  .  did  wilfully, 
.  .  and  for  .  the  purpose  of  executing 
the  aforesaid  echeme  or  artifice  to  defraud," 
mail  a  writing  styled  an' appeal  The  court 
said  in  such  a  case:  "Of  course,  it  cannot 
be  said  that  on  its  face  the  paper  called 
notice  of  appeal  indicated  any  intention  to 
defraud  or  was  in  execution  of  such  an  in- 
tention. But  if  one  with  corrupt  intent  has 
devised  a  scheme  to  defraud  by  getting 
money  from  people  through  deceit  and  mis- 
representation, and  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing out  a  described  scheme  or  artifice  puts  a 
writing  in  the  mails,  it  is  not  material 
whether  the  writing  is  valid."  Byron  ©. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  769. 

d.  Intent  (p.  834) 

Charging  intent  unnecessary. —  It  is  not 
.necessary  for  an  indictment  to  charge  that 
the  scheme  to  defraud  devised  by  the  de- 
fendants was  intended  to  be  effective  by  the 
use  of  the  post  office  establishment  of  the 
United  States.  Smith  c.  U.  S.,  (CCA. 
8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  665.  holding  an 
indictment  to  be  sufficient  which  charged 
such  a  scheme  and  that,  for  the  purpose  of 
executing  it,  newspapers  and  letters  were 
placed  and  caused  to  be  placed  by  them  in 
the  post  office  of  the  United  States  to  be 
carried  by  the  post  c^ce  establishment  to 
certain  persons  named  in  the  indictment. 

4.  THal 

b.  Evidence  and  Instructions    (p.    838) 

Admissibility  in  general. — ^On  a  prosecu- 
tion  for  conspiracy  to  defraud  by  the  use 
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of  the  mails  great  latitude  is  allowed  in  the 
introduction  of  testimony,  aa  in  most  in- 
stances the  ofltense  can  onlv  be  established 
by  circumstantial  evidence.  Smith  tr.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   267  Fed.  665. 

Declarations  and  admissions. —  It  is  proper 
to  permit  a  witness  to  testify  to  representa- 
tions made  in  his  presence  by  the  defendant 
to  a  person  named  as  one  of  the  "  victims  " 
in  the  indictment.  Bryon  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  9th  Cir.  1»21)   273  Fed.  769. 

Intent  —  In  general. —  It  is  competent  to 
show  every  part  and  parcel  of  the  business 
conducted  by  the  defendants,  or  the  method 
of  conducting  it,  calculated  to  shed  light 
on  the  intent  and  purpose  of  its  managers. 
Lefkowitz  v.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  664. 

Similar  schemes. — Evidence  of  participa- 
tion of  the  defendants  in  a  prior  similar 
scheme  to  defraud  has  been  held  admissible 
although  there  is  no  proof  that  the  prior 
scheme  involved  a  use  of  the  mails.  Grant 
f.  U.  S.,  (0.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
443. 

Documentary  evidence  —  Copies  of  iorit- 
ings. —  In  a  prosecution  under  thie  section 
copies  of  writings,  where  the  original  are 
shown  to  have  been  in  the  possession  of  the 
defendant  or  companies  controlled  by  him, 
are  admissible  without  notifying  the  defend- 
ant to  produce  the  originals.  Savage  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  14. 

Overt  acts. — Hie  admission  of  testimony  as 
to  overt  acts  of  fl<»ne  of  the  defendants  be- 
fore the  conspiring  has  been  established  has 
been  held  to  be  within  the  discretion  of  the 
court.  Smith  a.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  267  Fed.  665. 

In  Grant  v.  V.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920) 
268    Fed.   443,    special   delivery   letters    and 
telegrams  addressed   to   two   of   the   defend- 
ants were  held  admissible  as  being  acts  iti 
the  furtherance  of  the  scheme  to  defraud. 

Sufficiency. —  In  Savage  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  14,  the  evidence  was 
held  sufficient  to  sustain  a  conviction  un- 
der this  section  where  the  scheme  charged 
was  the  use  of  a  corporate  name  similar  to 
the  name  of  an  existing  aseociation  so  as 
to  have  the  credit  and  reputation  of  the 
other  company  in  order  to  obtain  goods  not 
intended  for  defendant  and  for  which  he 
would  not  have  to  pay. 

c.  Question  for  Jury   (p.  843) 

Intent  and  purpose. — The  question  of  in- 
tent and  purpose  are  for  the  jury.  Byron 
r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
769, 

6.  Appe€Lls   (p.  844) 

Insufficiency  of  evidence  as  to  one  of  sev- 
eral counts. — A  judgment  of  conviction  un- 
der this  section  will  not  be  reversed  for 
inaufficiency  of  the  evidence,  if  it  is  suflicient 
to  support  one  of  several  counts  in  the  in- 
dictment  and   the   penalty    imposed   is   not 


in  excess  of  tiiat  which  could  be  imposed 
under  that  count.  Savage  c.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1920)   270  Fed.  14. 

6.  Appeals   (p.  844) 

Where  defendant  was  convicted  on  both 
counts  of  an  indictment  under  tiiis  section 
and  the  judgment  imposed  could  have  been 
inflicted  on  either  count,  the  judgment 
should  not  be  reversed  on  account  of  any 
defect  in  or  failure  of  proof  as  to  one  of 
the  counta  if  the  other  count  is  good.  Grant 
f.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
443. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  851,  sec.  225.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  468.] 

Evidence  —  Different  offence. —  Evidence 
of  a  failure  to  deposit  money  order  funds 
with  the  depository  designated  is  not  ad- 
missible on  the  trial  of  one  chained  with 
embezzling  postal  funds.  Youmans  r.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  426.  The 
court  said: 

"  The  prosecution  offered  in  evidence  rule 
1241  of  the  Postal  Laws  and  Regulations  d 
the  Post  Office  Department,  which  in  sub- 
stam'C  requires  all  postmasters  to  remit 
daily  to  the  depository  designated  by  spe- 
cial instructions  to  each  office  all  surplus 
monev  order  funds,  unless  the  amount  is 
less  than  $.50,  in  which  case  no  remittance 
is  required.  The  evidence  was  duly  objected 
to,  on  the  grounde  that  it  vras  not  material, 
and  because  the  defendant  was  not  diarged 
with  failing  or  refusing  to  remit  or  deposit 
money  order  funds  when  required  to  do  so. 
The  defendant  excepted  to  the  overruling 
of  the  objection  and  the  admission  of  the 
evidence.  Other  evidence  adduced,  con- 
sidered in  the  light  of  the  existence  of  the 
rule  mentioned,  tended  to  prove  the  de- 
fendant guilty  under  that  part  of  section 
225  of  the  Criminal  Code,  which  makes  a 
postmaster  guilty  of  embezzlement  if  he 
fails  or  refuses  to  remit  or  deposit  postal 
funds  when  required  to  do  so  by  regulations 
of  the  Post  Office  Department.  The  admis- 
sion of  the  rule  under  the  circumstances 
stated  was  calculated  to  make  the  impres- 
sion on  the  jury  that,  in  determining  the 
question  of  the  defendant's  guilt  or  inno- 
cence of  the  charge  made  in  the  indictment, 
they  could  consider  his  guilt  of  conduct 
other  than  that  so  charged  against  him. 
The  indictment  charged  him  with  willfully 
and  feloniously  converting  to  his  own  use 
postal  money  order  funds.  His  guilt  of  con- 
duct other  than  that  charged  was  not  a 
matter  proper  to  be  considered  by  the  jury. 
A  violation  of  the  rule  in  question  was  not 
within  the  is&ues  to  be  tried.  An  effect  of 
the  admission  of  it  in  evidence  was  to  enable 
the  jury  to  consider  the  defendant's  guilt 
in  a  respect  not  a  proper  subject  of  in- 
quiry in  the  case  on  trial.*' 
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Tranaoript. —  The  certificate  attached  to 
the  transcripit  must  show  that  it  is  a  true 
copy  of  the  books  of  the  auditor  of  the  Post 
Office  Department.  Youmans  v.  U.  S., 
(€.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)    264  Fed.  425. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  861,  sec.  237.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  472.] 

Transportation  to  Porto  Rico. —  In  Ayala 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1©20)  268  Fed. 
296,  it  was  held  that  as  there  was  no  sub- 
stantial evidence  that  the  defendant  had 
brought  or  caused  the  lottery  liste  and 
tickets  to  be  bioughit  from  Santo  Domingo, 
which  was  an  essential  part  of  the  govern- 
ment's case,  the  conviction  of  the  defendant 
in  the  lower  court  should  be  set  aside.  The 
reasons  for  the  decision  sufficiently  appear 
in  the  following  extract  from  the  opinion: 

"  The  only  evidence  upon  which  the  de- 
fendant was  convicted  was  that  he  was 
found  with  these  lists  and  tickets,  and  that 
when  they  were  demanded  from  him  he  threw 
them  overboard.  There  was  no  direct  evi- 
dence, as  stated  by  the  court,  that  he  had 
any  accomplices  aboard  the  Santiago  de 
Cuba,  or  that  he  had  been  in  any  way  con- 
nected with  bringing  the  li»ts  or  tickets  from 
Santo  Domingo.  There  was  evidence  that 
the  steamer  had  touched  at  San  Juan  and 
Mayaguez,  upon  the  island  of  Porto  Rioo, 
before  it  came  to  Ponce,  and  from  the  de- 
fendant's possession  of  the  lists  and  the 
lottery  tickets,  and  his  conduct,  the  infer- 
ence could  aa  well  have  been  drawn  by  the 
jury  that  the  tickets  and  lists  were  obtained 
at  San  Juan,  or  Mayagues,  or  that  the  de- 
fendant hfad  obtained  them  in  the  harbor 
of  Ponce  from  somebody  aboard'  the  steamer 
Santiago  de  Cuba,  as  that  he  had  caused 
them  to  be  brought  from  Santo  Domingo. 
While  it  was  the  province  of  the  jury  to 
weigh  the  evidence,  and  to  draw  all  rea- 
sonable inferences  that  might  be  drawn  there- 
from, we  do  not  think,  when  inferences '  as 
consistent  with  innoc^ice  as  with  guiVt  may 
be  drawn  from  the  proven  facts,  it  can  be 
said  that  there  was  substantial  evidence  to 
support  a  verdict  of  guilty.  The  a/btempt  of 
the  plaintiff  to  destroy  the  evidence  against 
himself  evidently  had  great  weight  with  the 
jury. 

"It  is  pointed  out  in  Hickory  v.  United 
States,  160  U.  S.  40S,  416,  16  Sup.  Ct.  327, 
40  L.  ed.  474,  that  evidence  of  acts  of  con- 
cealment '  are  competent  to  go  to  the  jury  as 
tending  to  establish  guilt,  yet  they  are  n<it  to 
be  considered  as  alone  conclusive,  or  as  cre- 
ating a  legal  presumption  of  guilt;  they  are 
mere  circumstances,  to  be  considered  and 
weijrhed  in  connection  with  other  proof,  with 
that  caution  and  circumspection  which  their 
in  conclusiveness  when  standing  alone  require.' 

"  In  our  view  of  the  case,  we  do  not  deem 
St  necessary  to  discuss  the  other  errors  as- 
eigned,  because  we  feel  that  there  was  no 


substantial  evidence  that  the  defendant  had 
brought  or  caused  the  lists  and  lottery 
tickets  to  be  brought  from  Santo  Domingo, 
which  was  an  essential  part  of  the  govern- 
ment's case." 

Vol.  VII,  p.  863,  sec.  238.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  472.] 

Shipments  within  section. — ^This  section  has 
reference  only  to  shipments  by  a  common 
carrier.  One  Truck  Load  of  Whisky  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  99. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  864,  sec.  239.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  473.] 

Transportation  within  prohibition  of  sec- 
tion.— This  section  refers  to  transportation 
by  any  person  as  well  as  by  a  common  car- 
rier. One  Truck  Load  of  Whisky  i?.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  99. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  865,  sec.  240.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  473.] 

Relation  to  sections  138  and  239. — Thi€  sec- 
tion must  be  considered  as  in  aid  of  and 
supplemental  to  sections  238  and  239  of  the 
Penal  Laws.  One  Truck  Load  of  Whisky 
V.  V.  a,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  99. 

Construction. —  In  construing  a  statute  of 
this  character  creating  a  new  offense  the 
rule  applies  that  it  should  not  be  extended 
to  include  acts  which  may  or  may  not  have 
been  within  the  legislative  intent.  One 
Truck  Load  of  Whieky  v.  U.  S.,  (CCA. 
6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  99. 

Shipment— W^at  constitute: — Where  the 
o\i^er  of  whisky  did  not  give  up  its  custody 
but  hired  a  truck  and  driver  from  a  firm 
which  was  in  the  business  of  letting  for  hire 
trucks  with  drivers  for  the  transportation 
of  merchandise,  it  was  held  that  in  thus 
carrying  the  whisky  from  one  state  to  an- 
other there  was  not  a  shipment  within  the 
meaning  of  the  statute.  One  Truck  Load 
of  Whisky  i?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1921 ) 
274  Fed.  99. 

A  shipment  as  hagqage  is  within  this  sec- 
tion. Shannon  v,  Hines,  (1921)  205  Mo. 
Apip.  629,  226  S.  W.  283. 

Carrier  excused  from  delivery. — A  carrier 
is  not  liable  for  failure  to  deliver  a  packa/^ 
shipped  in  violation  of  this  section.  Shan- 
non r.  Hines,  (1921)  205  Mo.  App.  629,  226 
S.  W.  283. 

Right  to  seise. — "The  trial  court  also  de- 
clared the  law  to  be  that  if  the  trunk  con- 
tained whisky  and  was  checked  for  trans- 
portation as  an  interstate  shipment  then 
the  seizure  of  the  whisky  by  the  United 
States  revenue  officer  and  its  confiscation  bv 
him  was  a  proper  and  lawful  act.  Thia, 
we  think,  is  correct,  at  least  so  far  as  the 
seizure  is  concerned,  in  view  of  section  ^0, 
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U.  S.  Criminal  Code,  above  quoted,  and  which 
pr;>hibits  any  one  from  shipping  or  causing 
to  be  shipped  from  one  rtate  to  another  any 
'  package  of  or  package  containing '  intoxi- 
cants in  a  disguised  or  secret  manner,  and 
which  further  declares  that  *  such  liquors 
shall  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States  and 
may  be  seised/  etc.  Whether  such  Hquor 
could  be  confiscated  without  first  being  con- 
demned by  legal  proceedings  makes  no  dif- 
ference here,  since  defendant  had  nothing  to 
do  with  the  destruction  of  the  liquor  after 
its  seizure.  The  lawful  seizure  of  the  liquor 
destroys  defendant's  liability  therefor, 
though  its  destruction  was  without  authority 
of  law."  Shannon  v.  Hines,  (1921)  205  Mo. 
Af^.  0d9,  226  S.  W.  283,  in  which  case, 
howerer,  it  was  said,  ''the  whisky  could 
readily  have  been  removed  from  the  trunk 
and  its  other  contents.  It  was  so  removed* 
in  fact,  and  destroyed,  and  the  officer  then 
confiscated  and  converted  to  his  own  use 
the  trunk  and  its  entire  contents.  The  same 
was  held  at  the  defendant's  depot  only  a 
day  and  was  then  taken  to  a  private  house, 
and  after  being  kept  there  some  time  was 
again  removed,  no  one  knows  where.  .This, 
it  seems  to  us,  was  unlawful  and  is  not  justi- 
fied by  the  United  States  statute  above 
quoted,  and  which  did  justify  the  seizure 
of  the  whisky." 

Indictment—  It  is  held  that  an  indictment 
under  this  section  need  not  allege  that  the 
8tat«  into  which  the  liquor  was  shipped  was 
dry  territory,  it  being  declared  that  it  is 
sufficient  answer  to  an  objection  on  such 
ground  to  «ay  that  the  law  presumes  that 
all  of  the  alleged  conspirators  had  knowl- 
edge of  the  prohibitory  statute  referred  to. 
Richards  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  654. 

Evidence. — In  Richards  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  654,  the  evidence 
was  held  sufficient  to  show  a  conspiracy  in 
violation  of  this  section. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  890,  sec.  272.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  481.] 

III.  Third    Pabagraph 

1.  Lands  Reserved  or  Acquired 

a.  In  General  (p.  896) 

Allegation  of  character  of  public  use. — 
Brown  v.  U.  S.,  cited  under  this  catchline  in 
1920  Supplement  at  p.  716  was  reversed 
in  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  501,  65  U. 
S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  but  not  on  the  point  discussed 
in  the  1920  Supplement.  The  court  however 
referred  to  that  point  in  language  as 
follows : 

"  The  petitioner  was  convicted  of  murder 
in  the  second  degree,  committed  upon  one 
Hermis  at  a  place  in  Texas  within  the  ex- 
clusive jurisdiction  of  the  United  States, 
and  the  judgment  was  affirmed  by  the  circuit 
court  of  appeals.     168  C.  C.  A.  258,  257  Fed. 


46.  A  writ  of  certiorari  was  granted  by  this 
court.  250  U.  S.  637,  63  L.  ed.  1183,  30 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  494.  Two  questions  are  raised. 
The  first  is  whether  the  indictment  is  suffi- 
cient, inasmuch  as  it  does  not  allege  that 
the  place  of  the  homicide  was  acquired  by 
the  United  States  'for  the  erection  of  a 
fort,  magazine,  arsenal,  dockyard,  or  other 
needful  building,'  although  it  does  allege 
that  it  was  acquired  from  the  state  of  Texas 
by  the  United  States  for  the  exclusive  use 
of  the  United  States  for  its  public  purposes, 
and  was  under  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of 
the  same.  Penal  Code  of  March  4,  1909, 
chap.  321,  §  272,  subd.  3,  96  Stat,  at  L. 
1088,  7  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  890. 
Constitution,  art.  1,  §  8.  In  view  of  our 
opinion  upon  the  second  point,  we  think  it 
unnecessary  to  do  more  than  to  refer  to  the 
discussion   in   the   court  below  upon   this." 

Vol.  VII,  p.  905,  sec.  273.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  481.] 

II.  Justifiable  ob  Unjvstifiablk  Hoicicide 
4.  Self-defense  (p.  900) 

A  person  attacked  by  another  with  a 
knife  does  not,  as  a  matter  of  law,  exceed 
the  bounds  of  lawful  self-defense  if  he  stands 
his  ground  and  kills  his  assailant,  where  he 
has  sufficient  reason  to  believe  that  he  is  in 
imminent  danger  of  death  or  grievous  bodily 
harm  from  his  assailant.     Braun  17.  U.  S., 

(1921)   256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  501,  66  U.  B. 

(L.  ed.)  618,  reversing  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir. 
1919)   257  Fed.  46,  168  C.  C.  A.  268. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  916,  sec.  274.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  482.] 

Admissibility  of  evidence. —  See  Sinclair 
r.  U.  S.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  266  Fed. 
991. 

Instmctions. —  In  a  prosecution  for  man- 
slau^ter  for  causing  the  death  of  a  person 
by  the  negligent  operation  of  an  automobile, 
it  is  not  error  for  the  court  to  refuse  to 
charge  that,  if  the  jury  And  that  the  proxi- 
mate cause  of  the  death  was  the  breaking 
of  a  part  of  the  steering  wheel  of  the  auto- 
mobile thereby  rendering  it  useless,  they 
should  acquit,  since  such  a  charge  omits  the 
element  of  the  defendants'  carelessness.  Nor 
is  it  error  for  the  court  to  refuse  to  give 
an  instruction  substantially  covered  by  one 
already  given  on  its  own  motion.  Sinclair 
r.  U.  S.,   (App.  Cas.  1920)   266  Fed.  901. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  936.  sec.  288.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  485.] 

Guilty  knowledge. —  The  essence  of  the 
offense  penalized  by  this  section  is  guilty 
knowledge,  and  such  knowledge  may  be 
brought  home  to  the  defendant  by  circum- 
stantial evidence.  Degnan  v.  U.  8.,  (C.  0. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  291. 
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Vol.  VII,  p.  945,  sec.  292.    [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  486.] 

II.  Endeavor  to  Make  Revolt  (p.  947) 

Agreement  to  refuse  to  obey  orders. — 
This  Bection  covers  an  endeavor  or  con- 
spiracy to  make  a  revolt  by  such  combina- 
tion and  co-operation  in  refusal  to  obey  as 
deprives  the  master  of  his  authority  and 
command  or  amounts  to  resistance  or  pre- 
vention of  his  free  and  lawful  exercise  of 
his  authority  and  command.  Thus,  the 
agreement  of  the  entire  crew  of  a  ship 
anchored  in  a  port  of  refuge  before  the  end 
of  a  voyage  to  refuse  to  obey  the  orders  of 
the  master,  and  their  united  action  in  carry- 
ing out  the  agreement  while  remaining  on 
board,  is  endeavoring  to  make  a  revolt. 
Hamilton  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1&20) 
268  Fed.   15.     The  court  said: 

"  This  was  not  usurpation  of  the  command 
from  the  master,  for  there  was  no  effort  to 
take  charge  of  the  ship.  But  evidently  it 
was  a  successful  endeavor  to  deprive  him  of 
authority  and  command  on  board,  and  to 
resist  and  prevent  him  in  the  free  and  law- 
ful exercise  of  his  command.  The  united 
action  of  a  crew  in  refusing  to  yield  obedi- 
ence to  the  lawful  command  of  the  master 
deprives  him  of  the  authority  and  command 
he  was  in  duty  bound  to  exercise.  This  is 
as  much  resistance  and  prevention  of  the 
free  and  lawful  exercise  of  his  authority  and 
command  as  an  undertaking  by  a  crew  to 
deprive  him  of  any  inanimate  instrumentality 
necessary  to  the  command  and  management 
of  the  ship.  A  master  may  have  possession 
of  the  ship  alone,  but  he  cannot  be  in  com- 
mand of  it  if  the  crew  unite  in  refusing  to 
carry  out  his  orders." 

Mistaken  belief  or  ignorance  of  crew  aa 
defense. —  Regarding  this  question  the  court, 
in  Hamilton  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1920)  268  Fed.  15,  said: 

^*  There  is  authority  for  the  position  that 
seamen's  refusal  to  obey  the  master  imder 
mistaken  belief,  having  reasonable  founda- 
tion, in  the  existence  of  a  fact  which,  if  it 
existed,  would  justify  their  refusal,  is  not 
criminal.  United  States  17.  Givings,  25  Fed. 
Cas.  1331.  But  the  defendants  were  ignorant 
of  no  fact  necessary  to  constitute  the  crime. 
The  most  that  can  be  said  for  them  is  that, 
in  doing  the  acts  which  constituted  crime, 
they  deliberately  took  the  risk  of  their  own 
opinion  of  the  law,  in  the  face  of  the  warn- 
ing of  the  master  and  the  American  consul. 
It  is  not  even  claimed  that  they  were  ignor- 
ant of  the  existence  of  the  statute,  but  only 
that  they  relied  on  their  own  construction  of 
it,  that  they  were  entitled  to  discharge 
before  they  had  reached  the  port  of  destina- 
tion merely  because  the  term  of  6  months 
had  expired,  which  we  hare  seen  was  with- 
out reasonable  foundation  in  the  language 
of  the  statute  or  in  the  decisions  of  the 
courts.     Confidenoe  in  their  construction  of 


the  statutes  may  be  a  ground  for  such 
judicial  clemency  as  was  actually  exercised 
in  this  case — the  sentence  being  two  days* 
imprisonment  and  a  fine  of  $50,  without 
costs  —  or  for  executive  clemency.  It  is  not 
a  ground  of  acquittal." 

Vol.  VII,  p.  951,  sec.  293.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  486.] 

Agreement  to  refuse  to  obey  commands. — 
This  section  covers  the  offense  of  revolt  by 
such  combination  and  co-operation  in  re- 
fusal to  obey  as  deprives  the  master  of  bis 
authority  and  command  or  amounts  to  re- 
sistance or  prevention  of  his  free  and  law- 
ful exercise  of  his  authority  and  command. 
Hamilton  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  15. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  976,  sec.  328.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Snpp.,  p.  494.] 

III.  Inman  Rbsesvation   (p.  978) 

Jurisdiction. — A  federal  court  has  no  juris- 
diction of  a  Coeur  d'Alene  Indian  charged 
with  the  murder  of  another  member  of  the 
same  tribe  within  the  limits  of  the  Coeur 
d'Alene  Indian  reservation  in  Idaho.  Eugene 
Sol  Louie  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  47. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  984,  sec.  332.     [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  495.] 
Offenses  against  internal  revenue. —  Under 
this  section  which  makes  one  a  principal 
who  at  the  common  law  would  have  been  an 
accessory  before  the  fact,  it  has  been  held 
that  a  physician  who  issues  a  prescription 
which  is  illegal  under  the  Harrison  Narcotic 
Law  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  177] 
may  be  prosecuted  and  convicted  as  a  prin- 
cipal, and  in  such  a  case  it  is  not  necessary 
to  set  out  the  facts  by  which  he  aided  or 
advised  and  procured  the  commission  of  the 
crime.  Harris  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)    273  Fed.  786. 

Keeping  house  of  ill  fame  in  violation  of 
Selective  Service  Act. — ^A  person  charged 
with  having  set  up  a  hotel  as  a  house  of 
ill  fame  and  with  being  the  keeper  of  it 
was  held  to  be  liable  as  a  principal  regard- 
less of  whether  he  was  the  owner  or  lessee 
of  the  hotel  or  a  participant  in  its  conduct. 
Hunter  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  19ai) 
272  Fed.  235. 

Indictment. —  In  a  prosecution  under  this 
section  for  aiding  and  abetting  in  a  viola- 
tion of  section  2  of  the  Harrison  Act  the 
acts  of  the  principal  beojme  the  acts  of  the 
accessory  or  aider,  and  such  accessory  may 
be  charged  in  the  indictment  as  having  done 
the  act  himself,  and  punished  accordingly, 
and  exceptions  in  that  act  in  favor  of  physi- 
cians need  not  be  negatived.  Di  Preta  t?. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir,  1920)  270  Fed.  7a. 
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1919   SupPv   p.   291.      [Making  or 

presenting  false  claims,  etc] 
Allegation   of   ownership. — An   indirtinent 
for    conspiracy   to   yiolate    this    section    by 


purloining  property  from  railroad  care  which 
allepfed  ownership  in  the  government  was 
held  sufficient,  the  government  at  the  time 
being  in  control  of  the  railroads.  Fowler 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  15. 


PORTO  RICO 


Vol.  VII,  p.  1267,  sec.  14.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  767.] 

Procedure  and  rights  in  bankruptcy  pro* 
ceodings  under  Law  of  Procedure  of  x886  in 
Porto  Rico,  see  Franceschi  v.  Mercado,  (C. 
C.  A.  let  Crir.  1920)   269  Fed.  954. 

Vol.  VII,  p.  1273,  sec.  33.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  772.] 

Preaumption  at  to  appointment  and  con- 
firmation of  judge. —  \\Tiere  an  objection 
was  raised  that  the  district  judge  of  Porto 
Rico  was  without  jurisdiction  as  his  appoint- 
ment had  not  been  confirmed,  it  was  said: 
"The  last  assignment  of  error  is  that  Judge 
Sepulveda  was  without  jurisdiction  to  try 
the  case.  The  Supreme  Court  found  that 
there  was  no  evidence  that  the  appointment 
of  Judge  Sepulveda  had  not  been  confirmed 
when  he  heard  the  case,  and  in  this  we 
concur.  It  is  true  that  he  announced  that 
he  had  notice  of  his  appointment,  but  had 
not  been  notified  that  the  appointment  had 
been  confirmed;  but,  if  it  had  not  been  oon- 
firmed,  this  could  have  been  easily  proven. 
This  was  not  done,  and  the  presumption 
must  stand  that  he  had  been  legally  appointed 
and  confirmed."  Fordham  v.  Marrero,  (C. 
C.  A.  let  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  61. 


1918  Supp.,  p.  626,  sec.  41. 

Jurisdiction  —  Diversity  of  citisBenahip  of 
parfiea.^The  District  Court  of  the  United 
States  for  the  District  of  Porto  Rico  has  no 
jurisdiction  of  a  suit  by  a  citizen  of  Spain 
domiciled  in  Porto  Rico  against  a  defendant 
also  resident  in  Porto  Rico.  Diez  f7.  Green, 
(C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)   265  Fed.  890. 

Where  the  defendant  is  a  citizen  of  Porto 
Rico,  to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the  federal 
District  Court,  a  plaintiff  must  allege  and 
prove,  not  only  that  he  is  a  foreign  citizen 
or  a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  but  that 
he  is  not  domiciled  in  Porto  Rico.  Porto 
Rico  R.,  Light,  etc.,  Co.  v,  Diaz  Mor,  (C.  C. 
A.   Ist  Cir.  1920)    266  Fed.  616. 

Where  in  an  action  in  the  District  Court 
of  the  United  States  for  Porto  Rico  there 
are  no  allegations  or  proof  that  the  parties 
on  eiUier  side  of  the  controversy  are  citizens 
or  subjects  of  a  foreign  state  or  states  not 
domiciled  in  Porto  Rico,  or  that  thej  are 
citizens  of  a  state,  territory,  or  district  of 
the  United  States  not  domiciled  in  Porto 
Rioo,  the  requisite  diversity  of  citizenship 
to  confer  jurisdiction  on  the  federal  District 
Court  for  Porto  Rico  is  wanting.  Vere  v. 
Bianchi,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
367,  applying  the  rule  in  an  action  where 
the  complainant  alleged  that  the  plaintiff 
was  a  citizen  of  the  republic  of  France  now 
residing  in  Porto  Rico  and  that  the  defend- 
ants were  residents  of  Porto  Rico. 


POSTAL  SERVICE 


Vol.  VIII,  p.  20,  sec.  396.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  6.] 

Mail  truck  subject  to  local  speed  regula- 
tions.—  The  various  federal  statutes  rela- 
ting to  post  routes  and  the  fixing  of  schedules 
by  the  Post  Office  Department  Spor  the  carry- 
ing of  the  mails  do  not  prevent  the  applica- 
tion to  a  mail  tnick  of  a  state  statute  pre- 
scribing the  maximum  speed  of  automobiles 
on  public  highwavs.  Hall  t?.  Com.,  (Va. 
1921)    105  S.  E.  551. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  46,  sec.  3841.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  798.] 

Mail  truck  subject  to  local  speed  regula- 
tions.—  The   various   federal   statutes  relat- 


ing to  post  routes  and  the  fixing  of  schedules 
by  the  Post  Office  Department  for  the  carry- 
ing of  the  mails  do  not  prevent  the  applica- 
tion to  a  mail  truck  of  a  state  statute  pre- 
scribing the  maximum  speed  of  automobiles 
on  public  highways.  Hall  v.  Com.,  (Va. 
1921)    105  S.  E.  551. 


Vol.  VIII,  p.  71,  sec.  1.     [Clerks  and 

carriers    graded,    etc.]      [First 

ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  522.] 

Reduction  of  salaries  of  letter  carrien. — 
See  annotation  under  Vol.  VIII,  p.  956,  sec. 
6,  infra.,  p.  727. 
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Vol.  VIII,  p.  98,  sec.  14.     [First  ed., 
vol.  V,  p.  830.] 

Conatitntionality. — ^Federal  legialation  con- 
ferring upon  tlie  Postmaster  General  power 
to  revoke  the  second-class  mail  privilege  en- 
joyed by  a  newspaper  which  that  official 
finds,  after  a  hearing  fairly  conducted, 
systematically  to  have  contained  false  reports 
and  false  statements  published  with  intent 
to  interfere  with  the  success  of  the  military 
operations  of  the  federal  government,  to 
promote  the  success  of  its  enemies,  and  to 
obstruct  its  recruiting  and  enlisting  service, 
in  violation  of  the  Espionage  Act  of  June 
15,  1917  Il»18  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  120 
et  seq.],  is  not  unconstitutional,  either  as 
not  anording  the  publisher  a  trial  in  a  court 
of  competent  jurisdiction,  or  as  infringing 
the  constitutional  freedom  of  speech  and 
press^  or  as  taking  property  without  due 
process  of  law.  U.  S.  v.  Burleson,  (1921) 
265  U.  S.  407,  41  8.  Ct.  S52,  65  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — ,  AffirnUng  (1919)  49  App.  Cas.  (D. 
C.)   26,  258  Fed.  282. 

ReTocation  of  priyilege. — Admission  to 
second-class  mail  privileges  is  obtained  for 
a  publication  only  by  a  permit  issued  by 
the  Postmaster  General  after  a  hearing  and 
upon  a  showing  made,  satisfactory  to  him 
or  his  authorized  assistants,  that  it  con- 
tains and  will  continue  to  contain  only  mail- 
able matter,  and  that  it  will  meet  the  various 
statutory  and  other  requirements. 

The  power  of  the  Postmaster  General  to 
fluspend  or  revere  second-class  mail  privi- 
leges is  a  necessary  incident  to  his  poww  to 
grant  such  privileges. 

If  a  newspaper  enjoying  second-class  mail 
privileges  comes  to  be  so  edited  that  it  con- 
tains other  than  mailable  matter,  it  is  the 
plain  intention  of  Congress  that  it  shall  no 
longer  be  carried  as  second-class  mail.  U. 
S.  17.  Burleson,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  407,  41 
e.  Ct.  362,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —,  affirming 
(1919)  49  App.  Cas.  (D.  C.)  26,  258  Fed. 
282. 

Violation  of  Stpionage  Act — ^Authority 
to  revoke  the  second-class  mail  privileges  of 
a  newspaper  which,  contrary  to  the  Espion- 
age Act  of  June  15,  1917  [1918  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann*  ik  120  et  seq.],  systematically 
contained  false  reports  and  false  statements, 
published  with  intent  to  interfere  with  the 
success  of  the  military  operations  of  the 
federal  government,  to  promote  the  success 
of  its  enemies,  and  to  obstruct  its  recruiting 
and  enlistment  service,  was  conferred  upon 
the  Postmaster  General,  not  merely  as  to  a 
•ingle  issue  of  such  paper,  but  until  a  proper 
application  and  showing  shall  be  made  for 
a  renewal  of  such  privilege,  by  the  provision 
of  title  12  of  that  act  that  any  newspaper 
published  in  violation  of  any  of  its  terms 
shall  be  "nonmailable,"  and  shall  not  be 
"conveyed  in  the  mails  or  delivered  from 


any  postofflce  or  by  an^  letter  carrier,"  when 
read  in  connection  with  the  declaration  of 
R.  S.  §  396  [8  Fed.  Stot.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
201,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Postmaster 
General  to  superintend  regularly  all  the 
business  of  the  Post  Office  Department,  and 
to  execute  all  laws  relating  to  the  postal 
service,  and  with  the  federal  l^islation 
classifying  the  mails,  which  deals  only  with 
"mailable  matter."  U.  S.  r.  Burleson, 
(1921)  265  Fed.  407,  41  6.  Ct.  362,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1919)  49  App.  Cas. 
(D.  C.)   26,  258  Fed.  282. 

Hearing  before  revocatiom^ — ^A  newspaper 
publisher  whose  second-class  mail  privileges 
have  been  revoked  for  the  publication  of 
articles  that  offended  against  the  Espionage 
Act  of  June  15,  1917  [191d  Supp.  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  120  et  seq.l,  was  accorded  a  hearing 
which,  if  fairly  conducted,  satisfies  the  re- 
quirements of  due  process  of  law,  where  due 
notice  was  given  of  the  time  and  character 
of  the  hearing,  the  publisher  was  represented 
there<«  by  its  president,  and,  so  far  as  ap- 
pears, all  that  it  desired  to  say  or  offer 
was  heard  and  received.  U.  S.  v.  Burleson, 
( 1921 )  255  U.  S.  407,  41  S.  Ct.  352,  66  U.  S- 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1919)  49  App.  Cas. 
(D.  C.)  26,  258  Fed.  282. 

Review  of  xeTocation. —  The  conclusion  of 
the  Postmaster  (General  that  the  second-class 
mail  privileges  of  a  newspaper  should  be 
revoked,  which  rests  upon  his  finding,  after 
a  hearing  fairly  conducted,  that  such  news- 
paper has  systematically  contained  false  re- 
ports and  false  statements  published  with 
the  intent  to  interfere  with  the  military 
operation  of  the  federal  government,  to  pro- 
mote the  success  of  its  enemies,  and  to  ob- 
struct its  recruiting  and  enlistment  service, 
in  violation  of  the  Espionage  Act  of  June 
15,  1917  [1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  p.  120 
et  seq.],  will  not  be  disturbed  by  the  courts 
unless  they  are  clearly  of  the  opinion  that 
his  conclusion  is  wrong.  U.  S.  r.  Burleson, 
(1921)  255  U.  8.  407,  41  S.  Ct.  352,  65 
U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1919)  49  Api^ 
Cas.    (D.  C.)   26,  258  Fed.  282. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  137,  sec  3929.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  872.] 

III.  AscERTAiinagifT    Ain>    Determination 
BT  Posthastes  General  (p.  143) 

Scope  of  Postmatter  Geaeral't  authority. — 

It  was  not  the  design  of  this  section  and 
R.  S.  sec  4041  [8  Fed.  SUt.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
231]  to  vest  the  Postmaster  General  with 
authority  to  determine  between  contradiotory 
views  held  in  apparent  good  faith  upon  a 
subject  the  merits  or  demerits  of  which  may 
fairly  be  said  to  be  a  matter  of  opinion 
amonff  those  who  ought  to  know.  Leach  r. 
Carlisle,  (C.  C.  A.  7tb  Cir.  1920)  207  Fed.  61. 
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Vol.  Vill,  p.  163,  sec.  3962.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  893.] 

Kail  track  lubject  to  local  ipeed  mgula- 
tiona. — The  rarioua  fed«ral  statutes  relat- 
ing to  poet  routes  and  the  fixing  of  ached- 
ules  by  the  Post  Office  Department  for  the 
carrying  of  the  mails  do  not  prevent  the 
application  to  a  mail  truck  of  a  atate  stat- 
ute prescribing  the  maximum  speed  of  auto- 
mobUea  on  public  highways.  Hall  r.  Com., 
(Va.   1921)    105  S.   £.   5d1. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  181,  sea  8.    [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  321.] 

Seadjnatment  of  companiatioa  hj  Post- 
master General  as  diacretioiiary.— The 
Poatmaater  Qeneral  has  exclusive  juriadietion 
to  readjust  the  compenaation  of  star  route 
and  screen-wagon  contractors  under  this  sec- 
tion, and  unleas  there  has  been  a  clear  abuse 
of  his  official  discretion  the  court  has  no 
jurisdiction  to  consider  the  claim.  Thus, 
where  a  mail  contract  provides  for  increases 
in  the  mails,  increased  service,  and  neces- 
sary additional  trips,  and  increases  caused 
by  the  establishment  of  the  parcel  post  sys- 
tem are  not  so  great  as  to  materially  change 
the  contract,  the  contractor  cannot  main- 
tain an  action  for  additional  compenaaticm. 
Halstead  r.  U.  S.,  (1920)  &5  Ct.  01.  317. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  181,  sec.  3964.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  900.] 
Mail  truck  labjact  to  local  spaed  regula- 


tiona. — The  varioue  federal  statutes  relating 
to  post  routes  and  fixing  of  schedules  by 
the  Post  Office  Department  for  the  carrying 
of  the  mails  do  not  prevent  the  application 
to  a  mail  truck  of  a  state  statute  prescrib- 
ing the  maximum  speed  of  automobiles  on 
publie  highways.  Hall  v.  Com.,  (Va.  1921) 
105  &  E.  551. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  182,  sec.  3965.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  V,  p.  901.] 

Ifail  track  aubjact  to  local  spaed  regola* 
tions. — The  varioue  federal  statutes  relating 
to  post  routes  and  the  fixing  of  achedulea 
by  &e  Poat  Office  Department  for  the  carry- 
ing of  the  mails  do  not  prevent  the  applica- 
tion ^  a  mail  truck  of  a  state  statute  pre- 
scribing the  maximum  »eed  of  automobiles 
on  public  highways.  Hall  r.  Com.,  (Va. 
1921)   105  8.  £.  551.  . 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  205.  [Readjustment  of 
rates,  etc.]  [First  ed.,  1909 
Sapp.,  p.  523.] 

Purpose  of  act. — ^To  oame  effect  as  1918 
Sirpplement  annotation,  eee  Mo.,  etc.,  R.  Co. 
V.  U.  S.,  (1920)   55  Ct.  CI.  405. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  639,  sec.  1. 

A  state  statute  passed  to  take  advantage 
of  the  provisions  of  this  act,  was  sustained 
and  construed  in  Williamson  County  v. 
Franklin,  etc.,  Turnpike  Co.,  (1921)  143 
Tenn.  628,  228  S.  W.  714. 
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Vol.  VIII,  p.  277,  sec.  5539.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  35.] 
Compensation  to  prison  officers. —  Under 
this  section  and  several  California  statutes 
it  has  been  held  that  "  all  moneys  coming 
into  the  hands  of  the  sheriff  for  the  sup- 
port of  federal  prisoners  is  for  the  use  of 
ihe  county,  and  that  it  was  and  is  the  duty 
of  the  sheriff  to  account  for  and  pay  over 
to  the  county  treasurer  all  money  so  re- 
ceived  by  him,  and  to  put  in  his  claim  to 
the  county  for  expenees  incurred  for  support 
of  federal  prisoners  in  the  same  manner  and 
at  the  same  rates  as  for  prisoners  committed 
by  the  state  of  California,  and  that  it  is 
the  function  of  the  board  of  supervisors,  as 
the  conetituted  business  agents  of  the  county, 
to  contract  with  the  federal  authorities  as 
to  the  compensation  to  be  demanded  for 
cariilg  for  federal  prisoners  while  confined 
in  the  county  jail."  Los  Angeles  County  r. 
Cline,  (Cal.  1921)   197  Pac.  67. 


Vol.  VIII,  p.  278,  sec.  5541.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  36.] 
Seateace  of  oae  year  or  leas. — ^This  section 
only  authorizes  imprisonment  in  a  peniten- 
tiary where  the  imprisonment  ia  for  a  longer 
term  than  one  year.  Braden  v.  U.  S., 
(a  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  441. 

Vol.  VIM,  p.  295,  sec.  1.     [UnUed 

States  Penitentiary  at  Atlanta, 

etc.]  [First  ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  80.] 
Petaoni  convicted  of  infamous  crimes. — 
A  person  convicted  in  a  United  States  court 
of  an  infamous  offense  may  be  sentenced  for 
a  year  or  more  at  Atlanta,  although  there  is 
no  provision  for  hard  Ishor  imposed  in  de- 
fining the  punishment  for  euch  offense. 
Rogers  r.  Desportes,  (E.  D.  S.  C.  1920)  208 
Fed.  83,  affirmed  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  308. 
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PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 


Vol.  VIII,  p.  355,  sec.  3733-    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  119.] 

Hotice  of  restricted  cost. — ^The  provisions 
of  this  section,  R.  S.  sec.  37^2,  and  the  Act 
of  June  30,  1906,  ch.  3914,  sec.  9  [3  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  (ad  ed.)  153],  prohibit  the  mak- 
ing of  a  contract  with  the  United  States 
for  work  in  excess  of  a  specific  appropria- 
tion therefor  by  Congress,  and  where  a 
contractor  enters  into  an  agreement  for  such 
work  he  must  be  held  to  have  notice  of  the 
law,  especially  where  the  contract  itself  pro- 
vides that  the  work  shall  be  done  "within 
the  limits  of  available  funds."  Sutton  v. 
U.  S.,  (1920)   55  Ct.  CI.  193. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  374.  [Bonds  of  con- 
tractors, etc.  ]  [First  ed.,  vol.  VI, 
p.  125.] 

I.  Construction. 

4.  Labor  and  materials  included. 
III.  Bights  and  liabilities  of  sureties. 
VI.  Action  on  bond. 

I.  Construction 
4.  Labor  €Md  Materials  Included  (p.  379) 

Effect  of  priorities. — This  section  does  not 
affect  the  priority  of  labor  and  materialmen 
recognized  by  the  government  in  a  contract 
for  public  work  entered  into  before  its  adop- 
tion. Belknap  Hardware,  etc.,  Co.  v,  Ohio 
River  €k>ntract  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  dr.  1921) 
271  Fed.  144,  reversing  (W.  D.  Ky.  1020) 
204  Fed.  676. 

Transporting  stone. — There  may  be  a  re- 
covery on  the  bond  of  a  public  contractor 
for  the  rent  of  a  derrick  or  lighter  used  in 
transporting  stone  from  a  quarry  to  the 
place  of  deposit  designated  in  the  contract. 
U.  S.  V.  Port  Deposit  Quarry  Co.,  (D.  C. 
Md.  1921)   272  Fed.  698. 

Dredging  necessary  to  enable  barges  to  ap- 
proach a  pier  so  as  to  be  loaded  with  stone 
for  transportation  in  connection  with  the 
construction  of  a  breakwater,  is  within  the 
terms  of  this  section.-  U.  S.  v.  Taylor  Co., 
(E.  D.  N.  C.  1920)   268  Fed.  63i5. 

III.    Rights    and   Liabilities   of    Sureties 

(p.  381) 

Subrogation. — ^Where  the  bonding  company 
although  it  meets  its  obligation  in  the  full 
amount  of  the  penal  sum  does  not  by  so  do- 
ing discharge  the  claims  of  materialmen  in 
full  it  cannot  »tand  in  their  stead  as  a  gen- 
eral creditor,  and  prove  claims  for  the  par- 
tial payments  it  m<ule;  but  before  it  can 
claim  reimbursement  for  such  payments  it 
must  wait  until  the  general  creditors  have 
had  their  claims  paid  in  fulL  American 
Surety  Co.  v.  Finletter,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1921)    274  Fed.   152. 

Deferred     payments    due    contractor. — A 


bonding  company  may  under  its  contract 
with  the  contractor  be  entitled  to  deferred 
payments  due  to  the  contractor.  American 
Surety  Co.  v.  Finletter,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1921)    274  Fed.  152. 

VI.  Action  on  Bond  (p.  384) 

Action  in  equity. — ^A  suit  in  equity  can- 
not be  maintained  under  this  action.  Bel- 
knap Hardware,  etc.,  Co.  t*.  Ohio  River  Con- 
tract Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed. 
144,  reversing  (W.  D.  Ky.  1920)  2M  Fed. 
676. 

Final  settlement  of  the  contract. — To  the 
same  effect  as  the  first  paragrapti  of  the 
original  annotation,  see  U.  S.  v.  Arnold, 
(D.  C.  Conn.  1920)  268  Fed.  130,  holding 
that  a  letter  from  the  Bureau  of  Yards  and 
Bocks  together  with  other  correspondence 
showed  a  "  final  settlemenit "  as  of  the  date 
of  the  letter,  and  that  the  final  date  of  set- 
tlement was  not  affected  by  the  fact  that 
a  few  minor  details  which  were  trivial  in 
their  nature  were  considered  subsequent  to 
such  date. 

Staying  suit. — The  fact  that  the  United 
States  in  its  own  right  has  brought  suit  on 
a  bond  is  not  ground  for  staying  a  suit 
brought  by  individuals  in  the  name  of  the 
United  States  in  another  dis-trict.  U.  Su  r. 
Brown,  (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)  266  Fed.  555,  the 
court  said: 

"I>efendaiit  requests  the  court  to  stay 
proceedings  until  final  determination  of  the 
suit  comimenced  in  the  district  of  Vermont, 
upon  the  ground  that  under  the  act  of  Con- 
gress the  United  States  shall  have  priority 
in  the  enforcement  and  collection  of  its  claim. 
The  United  States  has  not  joined  in  the 
request,  a^d  as  for  the  defendant  surety 
company,  who  has  obtained  this  rule,  it  is 
enough  to  say  that  the  court  will  see  to  it 
that  it  shall  pay  no  more  than  the  face  of 
the  bond,  whether  to  the  United  States,  or 
the  plaintiff  claimants  or  both,  according 
to  its  liability.  Though  the  claims  of  plain- 
tiffs as  against  the  defendant  contractor  are 
determined  in  this  suit,  the  liability  of  the  ' 
defendant  surety  company  upon  its  bond 
being  fixed,  the  application  or  apportionment 
of  the  penalty  of  the  bond  in  proportional 
ratio,  found  due  each  claimant,  including  the 
United  States,  if  necessary,  may  well  be  here- 
after controlled  by  the  court.  .  .  .  Whether 
the  United  States  may  also  maintain  its 
action  in  Vermont,  or  whether  two  actions 
may  be  maintained  at  the  same  time  in  dif- 
ferent places  on  the  same  bond,  one  by  the 
United  States  and  another  by  creditors  of 
the  contractor,  need  not  be  decided  here.' 


n 


1919  Supp.,  p.  304,  sec.  1. 

Section   as   repealing   Act   of   August   lo, 
1917,  ch.  53. — This  act  did  not  repeal  sec- 
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tion  10  of  the  Act  of  Aug^ust  10,  1917,  ch.  53. 
[1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  186.]  U.  S.  v. 
McGrane,  (CCA.  3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
761. 

Scope  of  act. — "  If  the  language  of  aection 
1  is  to  be  limited  to  such  claims  as  arise 
upon  an  *  agreement '  by  an  officer  or  agent, 
acting  under  the  authority  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  or  of  the  President,  for  the  acquisi- 
tion or  use  of  lands  or  for  damages  resulting 
from  notice  of  such  use,  or  for  the  produc- 
tion, etc.,  of  equipment,  material,  or  sup- 
plies, or  services,  or  facilities,  or  other  pur- 
poses connected  with  the  prosecution  of  the 
war,  then  certainly  claims  arising  outside 
of  any  agreement,  just  as  claims  arising  out- 
side of  any  exercise  of  authority  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  or  the  President,  in  the  con- 
duct  of  the  war,  would  not  be  repealed  by 
this  statute,  which  provides  for  the  payment 
of  such  *  adjustments '  as  might  be  made 
respecting  these  particular  sorts  of  'agree- 
ment.' An  '  implied '  agreement  evidently 
means  an  *  implied '  contract  based  on  an 
*  agreement  *  for  the  transaction.  The  other 
lanjruage  of  the  section  contradicts  the  idea 
that  the  words  refer  to  an  entire  obligation, 
into  which  no  element  of  the  meeting  of 
minds  as  to  the  contract  has  entered  at  any 
stage. 

"...  Section  1  authorizes  payment  of 
such  claims  (of  the  nature  covered  by  the 
section)  as  may  be  adjusted  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War.  The  evident  purpose  of  this 
statute  was  to  protect  those  parties  who 
had  entered  into  contracts  with  the  govern- 
ment, that  had  been  undertaken  in  good 
faith  and  for  immediate  needs,  but  which 
had  not  been  expressly  authorised  by  act 
of  Congress,  or  which  had  not  been  con- 
tracted in  exact  accordance  with  the  statute 
law. 

"  Contracts  of  this  sort  were  thus  validated 
and  payment  provided  for,  when  in  effect 
agreed  upon  and  approved  by  the  Secretary 
of  War  and  recommended  for  payment.  Such 
claims  could  not  be  paid,  except  under  this 
statute.  Decisions  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Treasury,  vol.  25,  part  2,  p.  398.  In  order 
to  come  under  this  statute  thev  must  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  of  War  before  Julv  31, 
1919."  Benedict  v.  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920) 
271  Fed.  714. 

Time  for  filing. —  In  order  to  come  within 
this  statute  claims  which  could  not  be  other- 
wise paid  except  by  virtue  of  its  terms  must 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  War  before  the 
date  fixed  by  the  statute.  Benedict  v.  U.  S., 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)    271   Fed.  714. 

Claims  affected  by  failure  to  file.— The 
failure  to  file  claims  which  could  not  be  paid 
except  under  this  statute  forecloses  only 
those  cl&ima  which  would  not  be  paid  under 
this  law  unless  allowed  by  the  Secretary  of 
War.  If  other  statutes  provide  for  a  method 
of  collection,  then  the  parties  would  not  be 
foreclosed  from  all  chance  of  recovery,  but 


they  would  be  foreclosed  from  taking  theee 
claims  up  with  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
obtaining  judgment  from  the  Treasurer  of 
the  United  States  on  his  certificate.  Bene- 
dict V.  U.  a,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  271  Fed. 
714,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"  General  jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of 
Claims  includes  UMt^tters  from  many  other 
branches  of  the  government  than  the  War 
Department  Section  10  of  the  Fuel  and 
Food  Act  relates  to  supplies  for  the  anny 
and  Davy.  Section  I  of  the  Act  of  March  2, 
1919,  ia  limited  to  settlementa  by  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  for  matters  occurring  under 
his  authority,  or  that  of  the  President,  in 
conducting  the  war.  The  general  authority 
of  the  President  dn  the  conduct  of  the  war 
would  include  the  maintenance  of  the  navy 
or  any  other  public  use  connected  with  the 
common  defense.  Thus  the  Secretary  of 
War  may  have  been  given  authority  by  flec- 
tion 1  to  adjust  the  requisitioning  of  sup- 
plies by  an  officer  of  the  navy,  or  even  by 
an  officer  of  some  other  department,  as,  for 
instance,  the  Department  of  State,  in  con- 
nection with  the  prosecution  of  the  war,  for 
the  purpose  of  the  common  defenee.  But  all 
eucJi  claims  are  for  property  obtained  under 
an  *  agreement  *  which  *  has  not  been  exe- 
cuted in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law.* 

"A  requisition,  like  a  taking  by  eminent 
domain,  is  not  a  taking  under  agreement. 
Acquiescence  on  the  part  of  a  loyal  citizen  to 
the  taking  of  his  property  by  the  sovereign 
is  not  the  equivalent  of  the  making  of  a 
contract,  or  the  entering  into  of  an  agree- 
ment, in  the  legal  sense  of  that  term,  for 
the  obtaining  of  the  property  in  question. 
A  requisition  is  a  one-eided  exerciee  of 
authority,  which  depends  either  upon  force 
or  the  acquiescence  and  loyalty  of  the  owner 
of  the  property  requisitioned,  in  order  to 
accomplish  the  taking.  Whether  protest  be 
entered  or  not,  the  obligation  to  repay  is  the 


same. 


1919  Supp.,  p.  305,  sec.  2. 

Section  as  repealing  Act  of  August  xo, 
1917,  chap.  53. —  This  section  does  not  repeal 
the  Act  of  August  10,  1917,  chap.  53,  sec.  10, 
[1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  1851,  givinpf 
jurisdiction  over  claime  for  property  requi- 
sitioned for  war  purposes  to  the  District 
Courts  or  the  Court  of  Claims.  Benedict  r. 
U.  S.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)   27  Fed.  714. 

Decision  of  Secretary  of  War  as  condition 
precedent  to  bringing  suit. —  Section  1  of 
this  act  requires  that  all  claims  filed  there- 
under must  be  finally  decided  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  before  suit  can  be  brought 
thereon  in  the  Court  of  Claims,  and  that 
such  fluit  muet  be  brought  in  the  manner  pre- 
scribed by  this  Act.  The  claim  should  not 
be  tranemitted  to  the  court  under  Judicial 
Code,  sec.  148  [6  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
6621.  U.  8.  Bedding  Co.  v.  U.  8.,  (1920) 
55  Ct.  CI.  459. 


716 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


PUBLIC  DEBT 


Vol.  VIII,  p.  407,  sec.  3701.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  143.] 

Exemption  absolute.— "  The  effect  of  this 
statute,  we  think,  must  be  that  in  any 
scheme  of  state  or  municipal  taxation  such 
securities  must  be  eliminated  from  consid- 
eration in  any  equation  to  reach  the  taxable 
property,  or,  at  least,  when  they  are  included, 
compels  a  deduction  as  such  for  the  amount 
of  the  exempt  bonds."  Waco  r.  Amicable  L. 
Ins.  Oo.,  (Tex.  1921)  230  S.  W.  698. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  675,  sec.  1. 

Interim  negotiable  certificates.— "  We  hold 
this  provision  gave  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  power,  as  one  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  aubject  to  which  he  might  issue 
said  bonds,  to  first  issue  negotiable  interim 
certfioates  therefor.  They  were  appropriate 
and  adapted  to  expedite  the  raising  of  the 
funds  by  the  sale  of  the  bonds  for  cash  in 
advance,  and  the  subsequent  delivery  of  the 
bonds,  when  prepared.  The  bonds  them- 
selves were  to  be  negotiable,  and  to  give  the 
subscribers  of  such  bonds  negotiable  certifi- 
cates therefor  would,  and  without  doubt  did, 
greatly  facilitate  subscriptions  for  the  bonds, 
in  that  the  subscribers  would  receive,  when 
they  paid  their  money  to  the  government,  a 
negotiable  obligation  of  the  government, 
which  would  pass  current  and  be  aa  valuable 
as  the  bonds  they  subscribed  and  paid  for, 
and  which  they  could  use  in  place  of  and 
with  equal  facility  as  the  bonds,  until  they 
received  aucR  bonds."  Security  Nat.  Bank  v. 
People's  Bank,  (Mo.  1921)  230  S.  W.  87, 
wherein  it  was  further  said: 

"  But  it  is  said  by  learned  counsel  that,  in 
order  to  make  sudi  certificates  negotiable, 
the  terms  used  therein  should  confoim  to 
the  common  Iww  or  to  the  statute  law  of  the 
state  where  issued,  which,  in  this  state,  re- 
quired an  instrument  to  be  payable  at  a 
certain  time,  and  in  money,  in  order  to  be 
negotiable.  Whereas,  these  certificates  called 
for  the  delivery  of  other  obligations  of  the 
government,  to  wit.  Liberty  Bonds,  at  an 
uncertain  time,  to  wit,  when  said  bonds  were 
prepared  and  the  certificates  therefor  sur- 
rendered. 

''But  we  hold  that  it  is  not  necessary  to 
inquire  of  the  statutes  of  this  state  or' the 


common  law  of  England  as  to  making  such 
securities  negotiable.     ♦     •    • 

"  What  the  statutes  of  this  state  or  the 
English  common  law  provided  or  required  is, 
therefore,  not  relevant  or  germane  to  the 
question  whether  by  their  terms  said  interim 
c-ertificates  were  negotiable.  The  only  per- 
tinent inquiry  is.  Did  the  government  of  the 
United  States,  through  the  language  used  by 
its  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  intend  to  make 
them  negotiable  —  pass  current  frcmi  hand  to 
hand,  from  bearer  to  bearer,  without  indorse- 
ment—  to  be  'couriers  without  luggage,'  as 
has  been  somewhere  said  by  this  court?  In 
order  to  be  interim  certificates  at  all,  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  be  exchangeable 
for  bonds  at  some  time  certain  or  uncertain. 
There  was  no  law  of  the  United  States  pro- 
hibiting the  provisions  for  such  exchange 
being  contained  therein,  or  in  any  manner 
prescribing  or  limiting  the  contents  of  such 
certificates  or  any  negotiable  securities  to  be 
issued  by  the  United  States.  Being  author- 
ized by  the  act  of  Congress  to  make  such 
certificates  negotiable,  in  his  discretion,  if 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  used  language 
intended  to  convey  the  idea  that  they  were 
to  be  negotiable,  that  is  the  end  of  the  in- 
quiry and  the  end  of  the  discussion. 

"  We  hold  that  the  Secretary  did  so  intend, 
and  that  such  certificates  were  made  ne^O' 
tiable  by  their  terms.  Such  certificates 
expressly  provide  that  '  Upon  surrender  of 
this  Interim  Certificate  the  bearer  hereof  will 
be  entitled  to  receive,  when  prepared,  defini- 
tive bonde  in   the  amount  of  dollars, 

bearing  interest  from  June  15,  1917.  Thia 
certificate,  and  all  rights  under  and  by  vir- 
tue hereof,  shall  pass  by  delivery.'  Also^ 
that  'there  must  be  no  writing  on  this  cer- 
tificate until  it  is  presented  for  exchange  for 
bonds.'  So  that,  clearly,  the  certificates,  with 
the  title  to  the  bonds  called  for,  were  in- 
tended to  pass  by  delivery  without  indorse- 
ment, the  same  as  a  bond  or  note  payable  to 
bearer.  It  waa,  indeed,  expressly  provided 
that  the  '  bearer '  of  the  certificate  should 
on  its  surrender  be  entitled  to  receive  the 
Liberty  Bonds  mentioned  therein.  Nothing: 
could  be  clearer  than  that  they  were  into^rlod 
to  be,  and  therefore  they  were  negotiable 
instruments." 
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Vol.  VIII,  p.  491,  sec.  453.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  212.] 

III.  Concluaiveness   of   decision   of   land   de- 

partment. 

IV.  Supervisory   authority    of   Secretary   of 

Interior. 

III.  Conclusiveness  of  Decision  of  Land 

Department  (p.  493) 

In  general. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  original  annotation, 
see  Muck  v.  Weyerhaeuser  Timber  Co.,  (C.  C. 
A.  »th  Cir.  1921 )  273  Fed.  469. 

InteTpretation  of  snnrey  notes. — A  decision 
of  the  land  department  interpreting  survey 
notes  has  been  held  conclusive  in  a  suit  to 
settle  a  disputed  boundary.  Muck  f.  Weyer- 
haeuser Timber  Co.,  (O.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
273   Fed.   469. 

Judicial  notice  will  be  taken  of  a  decision 
of  the  land  department.  Santa  F6  Pac.  R. 
Oo.  t\  Payne,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  2«7 
Fed.  053,  656. 

IV.  Supebvisoby  Authority   of   Secretary 

OF  Interior   (p.  494) 

ConclnslYeness  of  decision. —  The  findings 
of  the  Secretary  of  Interior  in  a  matter 
properly  before  him,  are  binding  on  the 
courts  unless  there  is  an  absence  of  evidenx^e 
to  support  them.  Stockley  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  5th  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  632. 

Review  of  finding  by  register. —  Super- 
vision of  the  action  of  the  local  register 
and  receiver  in  accepting  or  rejecting  final 
entries  of  homesteads  is  vested  by  this  sec- 
tion in  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 
Land  Office  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
and  the  fact  that  no  appeal  is  taken  from 
the  action  of  such  registers  and  receivers 
does  not  deprive  them  of  jurisdiction  to 
review  the  same.  Stockley  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  &th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  632. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  497,  sec.  458.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  216.] 

Application  to  Indian  lands. —  The  pro- 
visions of  this  section  are  applicable  to 
?atents  in  fee  for  allotted  Indian  lands. 
r.  S.  17.  Caster,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  616. 

Recordation  —  Effect. —  When  a  patent  is 
recorded  as  required  by  this  section  the  title 
passes  to  the  grantee  and  the  fact  that  the 
evidence  of  the  transfer  of  title,  the  patent, 
remains  in  the  hands  of  the  ofRcers  of  the 
government  cannot  restore  the  titles  to  the 
government  of  the  United  States  nor  defeat 
that  of  the  grantee.  U.  S.  v.  Caster,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.,  1921)  271  Fed.  615. 


Vol.  VIII,  p.  555,  sec.  2290.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  290.] 

Sufficiency  of  evidence  as  to  making  of 
contract  with  third  person,  see  Jones  v,  U. 
S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed  235. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  557,  sec.  2291.    [First 

ed.,  1914  Supp.,  p.  336.] 

VII.  Decease  of  Entbyman    (p.  56S) 

Sttccession  of  heirs  to  inchoate  homestead 
right.  To  same  effect  as  original  annota- 
tion, see  Gunberg  r.  Juveland,  (N.  D.  1920) 
179  N.  W.  376. 

Liens  created  by  entT]nDAn.  A  mortgage 
and  seed  lien  agreement,  which  have  been 
executed  by  a  deceased  entryman,  who  dies 
before  making  final  proof,  are  not  liens  upon 
such  real  estate,  and  are  not  assumed  by  or 
enforceable  against  the  heirs  who  receive 
patent  for  and  take  said  land  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section.  Gunberg  i;.  Juveland, 
(N.  D.  1920)  179  N.  W.  376. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  585,  sec.  2302.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  321.] 
Land    known    to    be    valuable    for    iti 
minerals. — To   the   same    effect   as   original 
annotation,  see  Stockley  v.  U.  8.,   (C.  C.  A. 
6th  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  632. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  586,  sec.  2304.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  322.] 
Mandamus. — It  seems  that  if  the  Secretary 
of  Interior  acts  arbitrarily  in  refusing  to 
issue  a  patent  under  this  section  or  section 
2306,  mandamus  will  lie  to  compel  its 
issuance:  but  where  he  acts  within  the 
•  domain  of  his  discretion  his  action  is  not 
subject  to  review.  U.  S.  v.  Lane,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.  1919)  266  Fed.  1005;  Hoy  v.  Lane, 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1919)  266  Fed.  1008. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  588,  sec.  2306.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  324.] 
"Soldier's  additional  right."— The  right 
given  by  this  section  to  a  soldier  who  has 
entered  on  less  than  160  acres  to  receive  as 
much  more  land  as  may  be  necessary  to  make 
up  the  160  acres  is  called  a  "soldier's  addi- 
tional right."  U.  S.  V.  Lane,  (App.  Cas.  D. 
C.  1919)  266  Fed.  1005;  Hoy  v.  Lane,  (App. 
Cas.  D.  C.  1919)   266  Fed.  1008. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  591,  sec.  2307.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  327.] 

Right  of  disposal  by  will.— In  declaring 
that  no  power  exists  to  dispose  of  a  soldier's 
homestead   right  by  will   it  has  been  said: 
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"  Section  2307  declares  that,  in  case  of  the 
death  of  any  person  'who  would  be  entitled 
to  a  homestead  *  under  section  2304,  his 
widow,  if  unmarried,  or  in  case  of  her  death 
or  marriage,  then  his  minor  orphan  children, 
*  shall  be  entitled  to  all  the  benefits  enumer- 
ated in  this  chapter/  This,  of  course,  in- 
cludes those  given  by  section  2906  of  the 
chapter.  It  does  not  say  that  the  widow  or 
the  children  shall  be  entitled  to  the  right 
in  the  event  the  father  had  not  willed  it 
away,  but  their  right  to  it  is  made  to  accrue 
upon  his  death.  If  it  was  the  intention  of 
Congress  that  the  right  could  be  disposed  of 
by  will,  or,  in  the  event  of  no  will,  should 
descend  to  the  father's  heirs,  why  the  pro- 
vision with  respect  to  the  widow  and  chil- 
dren? It  seems  to  us  that  there  is  room 
for  the  construction  that  under  these  stat- 
utes the  right  is  not  subject  to  testamentary 
disposition,  but,  when  not  exercised  or  trans- 
ferred by  the  soldier  in  his  lifetime,  passes 
to  the  widow  or  orphan  children,  as  the  case 
may  be.  And,  if  there  is,  we  cannot  say  that 
the  Secretary  was  guilty  of  an  arbitrary  act 
in  holding  that  the  right  could  not  be  willed." 
U.  S.  V.  Lane,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1019)  266 
Fed.  1005;  Hoy  t?.  Lane,  (App.  Gas.  D.  C. 
1919)  266  Fed.  1008. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  591,  sec.  2309.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  328.] 

Forfeiture  of  right  acquired  by  agent's 
entry. —  The  privilege  secured  by  an  agent's 
entry  is  forfeited  unless  within  six  months 
thereafter  the  soldier  makes  entry  and  actu- 
ally commences  settlement  and  improvement. 
Shanks  v.  Lane,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  269 
Fed.  206.  The  court  said:  "Stress  is  laid 
by  the  appellant  on  that  part  of  section  2309 
which  says  that  the  soldier  may  file  the  dec- 
laration '  as  in  pre-emption  cases.'  From 
this  he  argues  that  it  has  the  same  effect  as 
in  such  cases.  In  support  of  his  position  he 
calls  attention  to  the  decision  in  Whitney 
V.  Taylor,  168  U.  S.  86,  95,  15  Sup.  Ct.  796, 
800  (39  L.  Ed.  906),  wherein  it  is  said  that 
the  '  declaratory  statement  bears  substan- 
tially the  same  relation  to  a  purchase  under 
the  pre-emption  law  that  the  original  entry 
in  a  homestead  case  does  to  the  final  acquisi- 
tion of  title.' 

''  This  docs  not  help  him.  There  is  little, 
if  any,  analogy  between  a  declaratory  state- 
ment under  the  pre-emption  law  and  the  one  in 
the  case  before  use.  *  The  pre-empt ioner  must 
personally  before  "  filing  "  have  actually  en- 
tered upon  the  land,  must  have  commonoed 
settlement  and  improvement.'  United  States 
V.  Morehead,  supra,  243  U.  S.  615,  37  Sup. 
Ct.  461,  61  L.  Ed.  926.  Nothing  of  that  na- 
ture is  demanded  here.  May  it  not  be  said 
with  reason  that  the  provision  relied  on 
deals  only  with  the  manner  of  filing,  not  with 
its  effect? 

"  Believing  that  the  construction  placed 
iip<»i  the  sections  by  the  Secretary  is  not  un- 


reasonable, and  hence  that  he  did  not  act 
arbitrarily,  we  are  constrained,  in  the  light 
of  the  aforementioned  decisions,  to  afllrm  the 
judgment  of  the  lower  court,  at  the  cost  of 
the  appellant." 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  598,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  300.] 

Thirty  days  after  land  restored  to  entry. 
—  The  long-continued,  practical  construction 
by  the  Land  Department  of  the  provision  of 
this  section,  that  "  in  all  cases  where  any 
person  has  contested,  paid  the  land  office 
fees,  and  procured  the  cancellation  of  any 
pre-emption,  homestead,  or  timber-culture  en- 
try, he  shall  be  notified  by  the  register  ni 
the  land  office  of  the  district  in  which  such 
land  is  situated  of  such  cancellation,  and 
shall  be  allowed  thirty  days  from  date  of 
8uch  notice  to  enter  said  lands,"  as  giving  a 
successful  contestant,  when,  at  the  date  of 
the  notice,  the  land,  by  reason  of  an  existing 
withdrawal,  is  not  open,  to  entry,  thirty  days 
after  the  land  is  restored  to  entry  within 
which  to  exercise  his  preferred  right  of  entry, 
— will  not  be  disturbed  by  the  courts.  Mc- 
I^ren  r.  Fleischer,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  ~,  41 
S.  Ct.  577,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(1919)  181  Cal.  607,  185  Pac.  967.  See  fur- 
ther to  the  same  effect,  Culpepper  c.  Ochel- 
tree,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  579,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1W9)  181  CaL 
788,  186  Pac.  971. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  627,  sec.  2357.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  333.1 

Lands  outude  scope  of  proviso. —  "  Neither 
by  direct  declaration  nor  by  any  fair  impli- 
cation did  Congress  intimate  an  intention  to 
fix  the  sale  price  of  all  reserved  lands  —  odd 
numbered  sections  as  well  as  even  numbered 
ones;  on  the  contrary,  the  proviso  has  to  do 
only  with  alternate  reserved  lands,  and  the 
histoiy  of  the  several  railroad  land  grants 
made  prior  to  1873,  and  particularly  those 
grants  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  Western 
roads,  the  line  of  each  of  which  passed 
through  extensive  military  and  Indian  reser- 
vations, would  indicate  that  the  term  *  alter- 
nate '  was  used  advisedly,  and  that  the  leg- 
islative purpose  was  to  restrict  the  price 
fixing  provision  to  the  alternate  sections 
reserved  within  given  territory  which  was 
made  subject  to  the  operation  of  the  respec- 
tive grants.  In  other  words,  the  double  mini- 
mum value  ($2.50  per  acre)  was  intended  to 
apply  only  to  those  sections  reserved  by  the 
government  alternate  to  the  sections  granted 
in  aid  of  a  railroad  construction."  Beagan  17. 
Boyd,  (1921)  59  Mont.  453,  197  Pac.  832, 
holding  the  proviso  to  be  inapplicable  to 
certain  lands  ceded  to  the  United  States  for 
an  Indian  Reservation  and  thereafter  thrown 
open  to  settlement  by  an  act  specifically  fix- 
ing the  price. 
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Vol.  VIII,  p.  657,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  321.] 

Lien  lands  selected  by  a  state  by  virtue 
of  Act  of  Feb.  28,  18^1,  amending  §|  2275, 
2276  (see  8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  765), 
are  not  affected  by  this  act.  Wyoming  v. 
U.  8.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  489,  41  S.  Ct.  393, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)   262  Fed.  676. 

Withdrawals  by  President — The  power  of 
the  President  to  withdraw  lands  from  entry, 
settlement,  or  other  forms  of  appropriation, 
without  special  authority  conferred  by  this 
section,  is  well  settled.  Stockley  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  632. 

The  action  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
ia  a  proper  method  of  exercising  the  power 
of  the  President  in  withdrawing  public  lands, 
and  is  to  be  taken  as  his  act.  Stockley  v, 
U.  a,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  632. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  657,  sec.  2.    [First  e<L, 

1914  Supp.,  p.  340.] 

Pnipose  and  constniction  generally.— This 
act  is  remedial  and  should  be  construed  to 
effectuate  its  purpose.  U.  S.  v.  Standard 
Oil  Co.,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1920)  266  Fed.  751. 

Diligent  prosecution  of  work. — ^A  claim 
that  the  defendants  were  at  the  time  land 
was  withdrawn  making  preparations  by  as- 
sembling material  and  employing  labor  for 
the  future  development  of  the  property,  has 
been  held  not  to  show  **  diligent  prosecution 
of  work "  within  the  meaning  of  this  act, 
where  it  did  not  appear  that  any  work  or 
preparation  therefor  was  designed  or  in- 
tended for  the  develo|Hnent  of  the  particular 
property  in  question  as  distinguished  from 
the  defendant's  other  holdings.  XJ.  S.  v, 
Chanslor-Canfield  Midway  Oil  Co.,  (S.  D. 
Cal.  1918)  266  Fed.  142.  See  also  U.  S.  v. 
Standard  Oil  Co.,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1920)  265  Fed. 
751,  for  work  held  sufficient  to  meet  require- 
ments of  statute. 

Work  done  upon  precise  land. —  The  fact 
that  no  work  was  being  done  on  the  precise 
land  in  controversy  at  the  time  of  its  with- 
drawal is  immaterial,  where  it  appears  that 
it  was  part  of  a  group  or  unit  owned  by  the 
same  claimant  and  that  work  was  being  done 
on  several  contiguous  claims  which  was  bene- 
ficial to  the  whole  group.  U.  S.  v.  Standard 
Oil  Co.,  (S.  D.  Oal.  1920)  265  Fed.  751, 
wherein  it  was  said:  ''No  work  was  being 
done  on  the  identical  quarter  section  in  con- 
troversy at  the  time  of  the  withdrawal,  or 
for  some  two  or  three  '  months  thereafter, 
except  the  moving  of  the  derrick  in  October, 
1900;  but  I  do  not  regard  that  as  a  con- 
trolling fact  in  the  case.  The  evidence  to 
my  mind  shows  that  the  work  being  done 
at  the  time  of  the  withdrawal  and  continued 
thereafter  was  Intended  to  and  did  directly 
benefit  all  the  claims,  and  that  the  several 
contiguous  claims  were  owned  and  being  de- 
veloped by  the  Oil  Company  in  good  faith 
as  a- group  or  unit,  in  a  practical,  business- 


like, and  economical  way,  and  '  it  has  long 
been  the  established  law  respecting  such 
claims,'  says  the  Court  of  Appeals  in  Con- 
solidated Oil  Co.  V.  U.  S.,  245  Fed.  523,  157 
C.  C.  A.  635,  that,  where  two  or  more  con- 
tiguous ones  are  held  by  the  same  person  or 
persons,  work  done  in  good  faith  upon  any 
one  of  them,  or  outside  of  the  boundaries 
of  either  of  them,  which  directly  tends  to 
the  development  or  benefit  of  all  of  the  claims 
for  mining  purposes,  should  be  held  appli- 
cable to  each  and  all  of  such  claims.'  See, 
also,  U.  S.  1?.  Thirty-Two  Oil  Co.,  supra; 
U.  8.  17.  Honolulu  Cons.  Oil  Co.,  (D.  C.)  249 
Fed.  168. 

''A  clear  and  it  seems  to  me  an  accurate 
statement  of  the  law  applicable  to  the  facts 
in  this  case  is  to  be  found  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Commissioner  of  the  €SeneraI  Land  Office, 
of  date  February  11,  1919,  in  the  Honolulu' 
Case,  as  follows: 

"  *  Work  leading  to  the  discovery  of  oil  or 
gas  may  consist  of  labor  and  improvements 
actuaUy  performed  and  used  in  the  common 
development  of  several  mining  claims,  pro- 
vided it  is  clearlv  shown  that  there  exists  a 
common  ownership,  that  the  work  is  of  such 
a  character  as  to  be  clearly  adapted  to  and 
intended  for  a  unit  development,  that  the 
inclusion  of  each  particular  claim  composing 
such  unit  is  clearly  apparent  from  the  physi- 
cal facts  on  the  ground,  and  that  the  nature 
of  the  common  development  is  consistent  and 
its  extent  commensurate  with  the  character, 
and  area  of  the  group  of  claims  proposed  to 
be  developed  as  a  unit.  If  labor  and  expendi- 
tures have  been  applied  in  the  manner  ac- 
cepted generally  and  in  accordance  with  good 
business  practice,  all  conditions  considered, 
one  act  following  another  in  logical  and  or- 
derly sequence,  as  dictated  by  experience  and 
reasonable  judgment,  with  the  object  of 
reaching  and  discovering  the  oil  or  gas  meas- 
ures  lying  within  the  claim  or  group  of  claims, 
then  due  diligence  has  been  shown,  and  the 
requirements  of  the  act  met  in  this  respect, 
provided  that  at  the  date  of  withdrawal  and 
continuously  thereafter  to  discovery  on  each 
particular  claim  either  (a)  such  common 
development  and  improvement  leading  to  dis- 
covery as  may  be  properly  and  directly  cred- 
ited in  part  to  each  particular  claim,  pur- 
suant to  the  principles  above  stated,  or 
(b)  development  and  improvement  work 
leading  to  discovery  on  the  particular  claim 
itself,  are  continued  diligently  and  without 
interruption,  on  a  scale  commensurate  with 
the  extent  of  the  unit  development  and  in 
accordance  with  good  economic  practice,  the 
required  continuity  of  such  common  or  par- 
ticular development  and  improvement  to  be 
determined  from  the  work  and  improvements 
actually  done  and  made  on  the  ground.' 

"Applying  these  principles  to  the  case  in 
hand,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  defend- 
ants have  brought  themselves  within  the  sav- 
ing clause  of  the  Pickett  Act." 

Effect  of  withdrawal  on  subsequent  claims. 
-^An  order  withdrawing  public  lands,  sub^. 
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ject  to  ezisting  valid  claims,  "from  settle- 
ment and  entry  or  other  form  of  appropria- 
tion **  proTents  a  subsequent  mineral  location 
from  conferring  any  right  on  any  one  claim- 
ing under  it.  Mason  v.  U.  S.»  (C.  C.  A.  5th 
Gir.  1921)  27a  Fed.  135;  Norvell  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  142. 

Liability  of  treapassera  after  withdrawaL 
—  It  has  been  held  that  one  who  takes  oil 
frc«n  public  land  with  knowledge  that  it  has 
been  withdrawn  "  from  settlement  and  entry 
or  other  form  of  appropriation "  is  liable 
for  the  oil  eo  taken  and  is  entitled  to  no 
deduction  for  the  expense  incurred  in  gv't- 
ting  the  oil.  Mason  v.  U.  S.,  (G.  C.  A.  5th 
Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  135;  Norvell  v.  V,  6., 
(G.  G.  A.  5th  Gir.  1921)  279  Fed.  142. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  663,  sec.  2395.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  363.] 

I.  Surveys  in  general. 
II.  Field  books  and  plats. 

I.   SUBVSTS  IN   GsznBBAL    (p.   664) 

Meander  linee — iAb  h<nmdary  line9, —  The 
caaes  support  the  rule  "  that  in  general  me- 
anders are  not  to  be  treated  as  boundaries 
and  when  the  United  States  conveys  a  tract 
of  land  by  patent  referring  to  an  official  plat 
which  shows  the  same  bordering  on  a  navi- 
gable river  the  purchaser  takee  title  up  to 
the  water  line.  But  thev  no  lees  certainly 
eetablish  the  principle  that  facts  and  cir* 
cumstances  may  be  examined  and  if  they 
affirmatively  disclose  an  intention  to  limit 
the  grant  to  actual  traverse  lines  these  nrast 
be  treated  as  definite  boundaries.  It  doee 
not  necessarily  follow  fr<»n  the  presence  of 
meanders  that  a  fractional  section  borders 
a  body  of  water  and  that  a  patent  thereto 
confers  riparian  rights."  Producers'  CHI  Go. 
V,  •Hanzen,  (1&15)  298  U.  S.  325,  35  S.  Gt 
756»  59  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  1330;  Lane  v.  U.  S., 
(G.  G.  A.  5th  Gir.  1921 )  274  Fed.  290;  Greene 
r.  U.  S.,  (G.  G.  A.  5th  Gir.  1921 )  274  Fed. 
145y  wherein  it  was  said :  **  That  the  govern- 
ment has  the  right  to  make  new  surveys  and 
correct  errors  in  former  one  does  not  in  any 
way  limit  the  above  general  rule  or  create  a 
different  rule  where  such  new  survey  is  made. 

"The  right  of  the  sovernment  to  make 
such  new  surveys  is  clear;  but,  where  the 
United  States  has  previously  parted  with 
the  title,  a  new  survey  does  not  conclude  a 
prior  purchaser  from  asserting  whatever  title 
he  has  acquired  by  his  older  patent  as  against 
one  claiming  under  the  new  survey." 

But  meander  lines  and  not  water  courses 
are  held  to  be  boundaries  where  there  is  no 
body  of  water  within  a  reasonable  distance 
therefrom  or  where  there  is  no  body  of  water 
at  all  or  where  there  is  gross  fraud.  Lane  v, 
U.  8.,  (G.  G.  A.  5th  Gir.  1921)  274  Fed.  290. 

Bffeot  of  incorrect  survey. — Although  the 
meander  lines  should  show  the  sinuosities  of 
the  banks  of  the  water  course  a  survey  is  not 
invalidated  by  the  failure  to  include  within 


the  meander  linee  small  irregular  areas  of 
lands.  Lane  r.  U.  S.,  (G.  G.  A.  5th  Gir. 
1921)  274  Fed.  290. 

II.  Field  Books  and  Plats  (p.  668) 

Plat  as  part  of  patent. —  To  the  same  effect 
as  the  original  annotation,  see  Greene  v.  U 
S.,  (G.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  145. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  669,  sec.  2396.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  367.] 

Provision   exclusive. —  There    is   no    other 
provision  of  law  for  the  running  of  meander 
lines  along  a  water  course.     lAne  r.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  290. 

Ascertaining  unmarked  boundariea. — *'The 
law  requires  that  boundary  lines  which  have 
not  been  actually  run  and  marked  shall  be 
ascertained  by  running  straight  lines  from 
the  established  corners  to  the  opposite  corre- 
sponding corners."  Hickey  t*.  Daniel,  (1921) 
99  Ore.  525,  195  Pac.  S12. 

Effect  of  mistake  or  fraud. —  The  rule  that 
where  a  patent  granting  public  land  refers 
to  a  plat  for  identification  of  the  land 
granted,  and  the  plat  so  referred  to  shows 
that  such  land  is  bounded  by  a  lake  or  other 
body  of  water,  the  surveyed  line  along  what 
the  plat  indicates  is  the  border  of  such  water, 
is  treated  as  a  meander  line,  with  the  result 
that  the  water,  and  not  such  meander  line, 
is  the  boundary  of  the  land  granted,  is  not 
controlling  in  caee  of  mistake  or  fraud. 
Jeems  Bayou  Hunting,  etc.,  Glub  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  G.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  18,  wherein 
it  was  said:  ''It  is  well  settled  that  where 
public  land  was  improperly  omitted  from  a 
survey  in  consequence  of  the  surveyor,  in- 
fluenced by  such  a  mistake  or  fraud,  treating 
as  under  water  what  at  the  time  of  his  eur- 
vey  actually  was  high  land  within  the  limits 
of  the  area  which  was  the  subject  of  his  sur- 
vey, the  Land  Department,  upon  discovering 
the  error,  has  power  to  deal  with  the  land 
so  improperlv  omitted,  to  cause  it  to  be  sur- 
veyed, and  lawfully  to  dispose  of  it.  Lee 
Wilson  A,  Co.  t\  United  States,  245  U.  8.  24, 
38  Sup.  Ct.  21,  62  L.  Ed.  128.  The  existence 
and  exercise  of  such  power  are  not  inconsist- 
ent with  the  rights  of  one  who  acquired  a 
subdivision  of  land  included  in  such  survey 
under  a  patent  containing  a  reference  to  the 
surveyor's  plat,  which  falsely  indicated  that 
the  land  patented,  along  the  whole  or  part  of 
the  line  surveyed  around  it,  bordered  on  a 
body  of  water,  when  in  fact  that  line  was 
remote  from  any  body  of  water." 

Vol.  Vill,  p.  671,  sec.  2397.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  369.] 

Eqaalixing  area  of  lots^ — The  north  half 
of  section  4,  township  16  north,  range  lo, 
Wagoner  county,  was  subdivided  by  the 
oificial  government  geological  survey  in  lots 
1,  2,  3,  and  4,  but  the  lines  between  said 
lots  were  not  established,  and  the  owners  of 
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lot  2  petitioned  the  county  surveyor  of 
Wagoner  county  to  eetablish  the  dividing 
line  between  lots  1  and  2,  and  the  county 
surveyor  in  making  his  survey  was  unable 
to  And  or  locate  t£d  northeast  or  northwest 
comer  of  said  section,  and  reported  them  as 
lost  or  obliterated  cornsers,  and  proceeded  to 
establish  said  corners,  and  in  establishing 
the  same  the  width  of  the  section,  as  deter- 
mined by  him,  was  5,326.4  feet,  and,  in  estab- 
lishing the  lines  between  the  different  lots, 
established  the  lines  malcing  lot  1,  1,326.5 
feet  wide,  lot  2,  1,326.8  feet  wide,  lot  3, 
1,326.8  feet  wide,  and  lot  4,  1,346.3  feet  wide, 
doing  so  by  using  certain  meandering  corners 
established  on  said  section  along  the  Ar- 
kansas river.  This  method  was  held  to  be 
erroneous  since  by  virtue  of  section  171 1> 
Rev.  Laws  1»10,  and  R.  S.  S§  2396,  2397, 
and  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  General 
Land  Office  in  regard  to  re-establishing  of 
subdivision  lines,  the  county  surveyor  in 
locating  the  dividing  lines  between  said  lots 
should  have  divided  the  total  width  of  the 
section  by  four  and  made  each  lot  the  same 
width,  or  a  distance  of  1,331.6  feet  wide,  and 
the  dividing  line  between  lots  1  and  2  should 
be  established  1,331.6  feet  west  from  the  east 
line  of  said  section.  Overton  v,  Leonard, 
(1920)  79  OkU.  219,  192  Pac.  221. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  678.     [Besurveys  or  re- 
tracemenls,     etc  J]       [First     ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  322.] 

Effect  of  first  proviso. — ^"A  map  from  the 
government  records  was  given  in  evidence, 
showing  that  the  land  in  controversy  is  part 
of  section  5  of  said  township  and  range.  Ap- 
pellants contend  that  this  map  was  not  com- 
petent evidence,  because,  as  they  claim,  it 
was  a  resurvey  made  under  the  act  of  March 
3,  1909  (35  U.  S.  Stats.  846),  which  act  pro- 
vides that  no  resurvey  made  thereunder 
*  shall  be  so  executed  as  to  impair  the  bona 
fide  rights  or  claims  of  any  claimant,  entry- 
man,  or  owner  of  lands'  affected  thereby. 
The  map  itself  shows  that  the  survey  which 
it  delineates  was  made  in  February  and 
March  in  the  year  1912.  A  letter  of  instruc- 
tions from  the  commissioner  of  the  land 
office  to  the  United  States  surveyor  general 
in  California  regarding  this  alleged  resurvey 
of  which  letter  we  may  take  judicial  notice 
(S.  P.  Co.  V.  Lipman,  148  Cal.  491,  83  Pac. 
445;  S.  P.  R.  K.  Co.  r.  Wood,  124  Cal.  485, 
67  Pac.  388),  under  date  of  August  14,  1912, 
shows  that  the  map  was  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  and  designating  the 
tracts  of  land  in  certain  townships,  includ- 
ing the  one  in  controversy,  which  under  the 
grant  aforesaid  had  been  selected  and  listed 
for  patent  to  the  Southern  Pacific  Railroad 
Company  under  said  grant.  Furthermore, 
the  only  interest  which  the  defendants  claim 
in  defense  was  under  a  desert  land  entry 
made  by  Alvin  R.  Meserve  in  1907,  and  the 
evidence  shows  that  on  appeal  by  Meserve 


to  the  secretary  of  the  interior  this  entry 
was  canceled  on  February  28,  1912,  prior  to 
the  completion  of  said  resurvey  and  prior  to 
the  issuance  of  the  patent  to  the  Southern 
Pacific  Railroad  Company.  It  would  seem, 
therefore,  that  whatever  may  be  the  state  of 
the  title  of  the  plaintiff,  the  defendants  had 
no  title  whatever  except  such  as  comes  from 
the  bare  possession  at  the  time  said  resurvey 
was  made,  and  hence  the  same  could  not  im- 
pair their  rights."  Southern  Pac.  Land  Go. 
r.  Meserve,  (Cal.  1921)  198  Pac.  1055. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  692,  sec  1.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  392.] 

"The  relation  of  the  federal  government 
to  the  state  government  in  the  reclamation 
of  desert  lands  arises  out  of  the  fact  that 
the  federal  government  owns  the  lands,  and 
Congress  is  invested  by  the  Constitution  with 
the  power  of  disposing  of  the  same,  while 
the  state  has  been  given  jurisdiction  to  pro- 
vide for  the  appropriation  and  beneficial  use 
of  the  waters  of  the  state  which  necessarily 
includes  a  use  for  the  reclamation  of  such 
lands."  Twin  Falls  Salmon  River  Land,  etc., 
Co.  f.  Caldwell,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  356. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  698,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  397.] 

"The  relation  of  the  federal  government 
to  the  state  government  in  the  reclamation 
of  de{>ert  lands  arises  out  of  the  fact  that 
the  federal  government  owns  the  land,  and 
Congress  is  invested  by  the  Constitution  with 
the  power  of  disposing  of  the  same,  while 
the  state  has  been  given  jurisdiction  to  pro- 
vide for  the  appropriation  and  beneficial  use 
of  the  waters  of  the  state  which  necessarily 
includes  a  use  for  the  reclamation  of  such 
lands."  Twin  Falls  Salmon  River  Land,  etc., 
Co.  V.  Caldwell,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  272 
Fed.  356. 

Maintenance  charges. —  The  irrigation 
maintenance  charges  embodied  in  the  con- 
tract whereby  a  state  sells  to  a  settler  lands 
granted  under  this  act,  are  a  part  of  the 
purchase  price  and  cannot  be  increased  by 
the  public  service  commission  so  as  to  affect 
existing  contracts.  Central  Oregon  Irr.  Co. 
r.  Public  Service  Commission,  (Ore.  1921) 
196  Pac.  832. 

Discrimination  in  favor  of  corporation  op- 
erating under  act. — ^A  statute  permitting  the 
amendment  of  by-laws  by  a  smaller  propor- 
tion of  the  stockholders  to  corporations  or- 
ganized for  the  operation  of  irrigation  sys- 
tems under  the  Carey  Act  than  is  permitted 
in  the  case  of  corporations  engaged  in  similar 
enterprises  but  which  have  procured  their 
canal  systems  from  sources  other  than  Carey 
Act  Construction  Companies,  is  invalid. 
Crom  r.  Frahm,  (1920)  33  Idaho  314,  199 
Pac.  1013. 

Lien  reduced  in  proportion  to  water  tup* 
plied. —  Where  an   irrigation   company   fails 
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to  furaish  the  amount  of  water  contracted  for 
it  cannot  foreclose  its  lien  for  the  full  amount 
contracted,  but  the  lien  will  be  reduced  to 
conform  to  the  actual  amount  of  water  fur- 
nished, and  accepted  and  used  by  the  settler. 
Twin  Falls  Oakley  Land,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Martens, 
(CCA.  9th  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  428. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  699.     [Plan  of  irrigation 
,    to    he    filedj    etc]       [First   ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  397.] 

Infgation  company  empowered  to  con- 
tract with  respect  to  water. — A  state  in  ac- 
cepting the  provisions  of  this  aot  is  empow- 
ered to  make  all  necessary  contracts  to  cause 
the  lands  to  be  reclaimed,  and  to  "  induce 
their  settlement  and  cultivation  in  accord- 
ance ynth  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  act.  Accordingly,  it  has  been  held  -that 
a  construction  company  building  an  irriga- 
tion project  imder  the  aot  could  be  and  was 
empowered  by  the  state  act  together  with 
the  federal  act  to  make  and  execute  a  con- 
tract  assuming  responsibility  to  the  settler 
to  furnish  a  specific  quantity  of  water  and 
for  deferred  payments.  Twin  Falls  Oakley 
LAnd,  etc.,  Co.  i\  Martens,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  dr. 
1921)    271   Fed.   42S. 

Error  in  estimato  of  quantity  of  water  — 
Efteci  on  contrcLiDts, — The  fact  that  a  state 
engineer  in  passing  on  an  irrigation  project 
initiated  by  a  proposer  erred  in  his  judg- 
ment as  to  the  amount  of  water  available, 
will  not  relieve  a  construction  company,  con- 
tracting with  settlers  to  furniah  a  specified 
amount  of  water,  from  its  responaibillties 
under  the  contracts.  Twin  Falls  Oakley 
Lrfind,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Martens,  (CCA.  9th  Cir. 
1921)  271  Fed.  426. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  699.  [Patents  for  re- 
claimed  lands,  etc.]  [First  ed., 
vol.  VT,  p.  397.] 

State  statutes. —  For  construction  of  state 
statute  accepting  the  benefits  of  this  statute, 
eee  Twin  Fall*  Oakley  Land,  etc,  Co.  v. 
Martens,  (C  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed. 
426. 

Conclusiveness  of  finding  of  Land  Depart- 
ment.— ^Wliile  in  a  proceeding  to  ascertain 
whether  patents  should  issue,  the  finding  of 
the  Land  Department  on  the  question  whether 
the  water  supply  is  ample  is  conclusive,  it 
is  not  conclusive  on  the  question  whether 
an  irrigation  company  has  provided  water  at 
the  rate  required  by  its  contract  with  a  set- 
tler. And  in  a  suit  by  the  irrigation  company 
to  purchase  a  lien  for  water  rights  wheredn 
it  appeared  that  because  of  contracts  to  fur- 
nish water  to  other  settlers  on  unpatented 
lend  the  company  was  unable  to  furnish  the 
required  amount  to  the  settlers  on  the  pat- 
ented land,  equity  will  not  be  bound  by  the 
deoiaion  of  the  Land  Department,  and  may 


make  a  decree  based  on  the  total  acreage 
for  which  obligations  to  furnish  water  exist, 
both  patented  and  unpatented.  Twin  Falls 
Oakley  Land,  etc.,  Co.  c.  Martens,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  428. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  700,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  398.] 

Determination  of  question  of  reclamation. 

—  The  question  of  whether  or  not  a  particu- 
lar tract  of  land  has  been  reclaimed,  is  one 
fact  which  must  be  determined  by  the  Gen- 
eral Land  Ofiice  rather  than  by  the  oourta. 
Twin  Falls  Salmon  River  Land,  etc.,  Co.  t. 
Davis,  (C.  O.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  382. 

Sight  and  extent  of  lien. —  The  lien  of  a 
construction  company  which  contracted  with 
the  state  to  build  irrigation  works  can  only 
extend  to  the  acreage  for  which  it  furnishes 
an  adequate  quantity  of  water.  Common- 
wealth Trust  Co.  V.  Smith,  ( C  C  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)  273  Fed.  1;  Twin  Falls,  etc.,  Co.  v. 
Davij»,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  382. 

Contract  holders  necessary  parties. —  In 
Oommoniwealth  Trust  Co.  v.  Smith,  (C.  C  A. 
9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  1,  a  suit  to  foreclose 
a  lien  was  brought  by  a  construction  com- 
pany which  had  contracted  with  the  state  to 
build  irrigation  works  and  to  sell  shares  or 
water  rights  as  provided  to  the  person  or 
persons  filing  upon  the  lands,  and  also  to 
the  owners  of  other  lands  not  described  which ' 
were  susceptible  of  irrigation  from  the  sys- 
tem, the  shares  or  water  r^hts  to  be  sold 
on  terms  provided,  and  the  management  and 
control  of  the  canal  system  to  be  transferred 
to  the  purchasers  of  such  shares  or  water 
rights.  It  was  held  that  all  contract  holders 
were  necessary  parties  to  the  suit.  The 
court  said: 

"  It  is  obvious  that  many  persons  —  that 
is,  contract  holders  —  are  and  will  necessarily 
be  affected  by  the  inadequacy  of  the  water 
supply  considered  in  relation  to  the  amount 
that  it  was  at  first  supposed  could  be  made 
available.  They  are  affected  in  several  ways. 
Some  will  and  can  get  no  water  at  all, 
as  their  holdings  are  entirely  outside  of 
the  reduced  delimitations.  Others,  and  a 
major  portion  of  them,  perhaps  all,  will  be 
required  to  t>ake  and  accept  fewer  acre  feet 
per  acre  of  water  than  they  have  contracted 
for,  and  some  are  bound  to  be  affected  in 
ways  not  now  apparent  by  the  readjustment 
of  the  water  supply  to  the  delimited  area. 
Then  there  is  the  contention  of  the  plaintiff 
that  all  the  water  users  who  will  finally  be 
entitled  to  water  must  be  required  to  pay, 
not  $40  per  share  for  each  share  or  interest 
in  the  system,  but  $60  and  a  greater  sum 
according  as  the  acreage  subject  to  irriga- 
tion from  the  system  is  reduced  by  delimita- 
tions made,  or  that  will  of  necessity  be 
required  to  be  made,  to  meet  the  inadequacy 
of  the  supply  of  water  available  for  irriga- 
tion purposes. 
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It  18  tbe  very  theory  and  purpose  of  the 
bill  of  complaint,  as  becomes  apparent  from 
a  reading  of  it,  to  enforce  the  alleged  lien 
for  the  larger  amount,  eo  as  to  require  the 
diminished  area  to  bear  the  burden  of  the 
entire  cost  of  construction.  It  is  obvious, 
therefore,  that  in  a  comprehensive,  equitable, 
and  fair  readjustment  of  the  matters  pertain- 
ing to  the  unfortunate  situation,  all  the  con- 
tract holders  will  be  affected  in  a  greater  or 
less  degree,  and  that  the  righte  of  each  share- 
holder are  more  or  less  dependent  upon  the 
righte  of  every  other  shareholder.  This 
nuinifefrtly  and  necessarily  will  affect  in 
greater  or  less  degree  the  extent  and  dignity 
of  the  rights  and  holdings  of  a  very  great 
number,  if  not  all,  of  the  contract  holders  of 
shares  under  the  project.  So  it  would  ap- 
pear that  a  final  decree  cannot  be  made  or 
entered  in  the  case  at  bar  without  affecting 
materially  perhaps  all  the  contract  holders  in 
the  project,  or  at  least  without  leaving  the 
controversv  in  such  condition  that  its  final 
determination  may  be  wholly  inconsistent 
with  equity  and  good  conscience.  The  suit, 
considered  in  respect  to  the  correlative  rights 
involved,  is  not  one  for  foreclosure  merely, 
but  by  nature  resembles  more  nearly  one  for 
specific  performance,  the  termination  of 
which  will  perforce  of  its  very  consequences 
affect  in  some  measure  all  the  contract  hold- 
ers by  reason  of  the  inability  of  the  construc- 
tion company  fully  to  perform  on  its  part." 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  702,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  550.] 

Residence  on  land  as  essential. — The  Desert 
Land  Acts  do  not  require  residence  on  the 
land.  The  principal  requirements  are  that 
the  claimant  shall  file  a  plat  showing  the 
mode  of  contemplated  irrigation  and  shall 
expend  a  prescribed  amount  per  acre  in  mak- 
ing permanent  provision  for  such  irrigation, 
and  in  addition  thereto  shall  cultivate  one- 
eiffhth  of  the  land.  Cox  r.  Hart,  (C.  C.  A. 
ftth  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  61. 

Acts  giving  preference  right. — A  person's 
acts  in  posting  notice,  running  furrows 
around  the  entire  tract,  cultivating  tracts 
both  upon  the  east  half  and  the  west  half 
of  her  claim,  constructing  ditches,  instituting 
irrigation,  setting  stakes,  and  in  laying  out 
lin/^s  for  future  irrigation,  have  been  held 
sufficient  to  prove  pcesessio  pedis  upon  the 
whole  tract  whereupon  to  maintain  eject- 
ment, and  it  is  unnecessary  that  she  should 
have  placed  improvements  upon  every  acre 
of  the"  tract.  Cox  v.  Hart,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)   270  Fed.  51. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  708,  sec.  2479.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  399.] 

in.  Lajtos  Subject  to  Grant  (p.  712) 

Attempt  by  state  to  grant  lands  not  within 
act  gives  no  right  to  the  grantee  of  the  state. 


Maginnis  t\  Hurlbutt,  (Cal.  App.  1920)  1»3 
Pac.  606,  wherein  the  question  whether  lands 
are  "swamp  and  overflowed"  is  apparently 
considered  to  be  a  question  of  fact. 

Land  abutting  on  river. —  If  a  plat  shows 
a  river  which  actually  exists  and  the  fed- 
eral government  conveys"  to  a  state  under 
this  Act  land  purporting  to  abut  on  the 
meander  lines  of  the  river,  the  state's  title 
must  be  held  to  include  the  land  abutting 
on  the  river  even  though  the  river  does  not 
extend  to  the  meander  lines  shown  on  the 
plat.  Tueeburg  Land  Co.  v.  State,  (Ind.  App. 
1921)   131  N.  E.  530. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  716,  sec.  2480.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  404.] 

Decision  by  Secretary  of  Interior  as  to 
character  of  land. —  To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  De  Proft  r.  Heydecker,  (1921) 
297  111.  541,  lai  N.  E.  114. 

Burden  of  proving  that  land  is  swamp. — 
To  eame  effect  as  <»iginal  annotation,  see 
De  Proft  V,  Heydedcer,  (1021)  397  111.  541, 
131  N.  E.  114. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  759,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  449.] 
Severed  portions  of  patented  land. —  It  is 
evident  from  the  act  itself  that  the  5-year 
period  for  the  bringing  of  actions  to  cancel 
patents  was  not  intended  to  protect  grantees 
of  small  portions  of  the  lands  patented, 
where  the  patent  was  attacked  in  time  and 
decreed  invalid.  If  such  grantees  are  bona 
fide  purchasers,  they  were  protected  by 
elaborate  provisions  of  the  act  by  which  they 
could  secure  title  from  the  government. 
Huntington  V.  Donovan,  (Oal.  1920)  192 
Pac.  543. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  761,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  450.] 

Bona  fide  purchasers. —  The  burden  is  on 
a  person  claiming  to  be  a  bona  fide  pur- 
chaser to  show  his  good  faith.  Huntington 
r,  Donovan,  (Oal,  1920)  192  Pac.  543,  hold- 
ing the  purchaser  in  question  was  not  pro- 
tected for  two  reason€:  "First,  at  the  time 
of  his  purchase  the  United  States  land  office 
records  showed  a  valid  desert  land  entry 
thereon;  second,  at  that  time  the  patent 
under  which  he  claims  had  been  declared 
null  and  void,  and  the  decree  was  of  record 
in  the  office  of  the  clerk  of  the  United  States 
district  court  of  Los  Angeles." 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  765,  sec.  2275.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  462.] 

When  title  vests. — A  etate,  having  accepted 
the  proposal  of  (Dongress  that,  if  any  desig- 
nated sections  of  public  land  passing  under 
the  school-land  grant  to  the  state,  should  be 
included    within    a    public    reservation,    it 


724 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


might  waive  it  a  right  to  them,  and  select 
instead  other  vi^cant,  unappropriated,  non- 
mineral  public  land  of  equal  acreage,  under 
the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior, 
and  having  complied  with  the  terms  of  pro- 
posal, ibecame  invested  with  the  equitable 
title  to  the  selected  land,  and  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior  and  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office  could  not  disapprove  and 
reject  such  selection  on  the  ground  that  the 
selected  land  was,  two  years  later,  included 
in  a  temporary  executive  withdrawal  as  pos- 
1910,  (see  S  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  057) 
Bible  oil  land,  under  the  Act  of  June  2&, 
and  still  later  was  discovered  to  be  mineral 
land,  that  is,  to  be  valuable  for  oil.  The 
validity  of  the  selection  must  be  determined 
according  to  the  conditions  as  of  the  time 
when  the  waiver  and  selection  were  vn:xoo 
Wyoming  r.  V.  S.,  (1»21)  255  U.  S.  489,  41 
S.*Ct.  393  05  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   2«2  Fed.  676. 

Vested  right  in  lieu  lands. —  A  state  hav- 
ing accepted  the  proposal  by  Congress  that, 
if  any  designated  sections  of  public  land 
passing  under  the  school-land  grant  to  the 
state  should  be  included  within  a  public 
reservation,  the  state  might  waive  its  right 
to  them  and  select  instead  other  land  of 
equal  acreage,  under  the  direction  and  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  o>f  the 
Interior,  and  having  complied  with  the  terms 
of  such  proposal,  acquired  a  vested  right  in 
the  selected  lieu  land  which  the  officers  of 
the  Land  Department  could  not  lawfully 
cancel  or  disregard  merely  because  the  base 
tract  —  the  one  to  which  the  right  waa 
waived  —  had,  subsequent  to  such  selection, 
been  eliminated  from  the  reservation  by  a 
change  in  its  boundaries.  Payne  v.  New 
Mexico,  (1«21)  265  U.  S.  367,  41  S.  Ct.  333, 
05  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1919)  49 
App.  Cas.   (D.  C.)  80,  258  Fed.  960. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  779,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  374.] 

Filing  application  as  a  withdrawal  from 
selection  as  lieu  lands. —  The  mere  filing  by 
the  state  of  Idaho,  under  this  Act  of  an 
application  for  a  survey,  did  not  so  far 
withdraw  the  lands  from  the  public  domain 
as  to  make  ineffective  a  selection  by  a  rail- 
way company  under  the  Act  of  March  2, 
1899,  [8  Fed,  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  985]  in 
lieu  of  lands  relinquished  to  the  United 
States, —  especially  where,  if  valid  for  any 
purpose,  the  application  merely  gave  an  op- 
tion to  select  which  was  never  exerted.  "Ed- 
ward  Rutledge  Timber  Co.  n.  Farrell,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  26S,  41  S.  Ct.  328.  d5  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  reversing  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir,  1919)  258 
Fed.  161,  109  C.  C.  A.  229  which  reversed 
(D.  C.  Idaho  1918)  27.1  Fed.  766. 

Mandamus  to  review  decision  of  Secretary 
of  Interior  as  to  selections  by  individuals. — 
The  decision  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Inter- 
ior that,  under  this  Act,  directing  the  reser- 
vation of  certain  public  lands  from  adverse 


appropriation  by  settlement  or  otherwise 
during  a  specified  period  within  which  a 
state  had  the  exclusive  right  to  select  the 
lands,  sdections  filed  by  individuals  during 
that  period  should  not  be  rejected,  but  should 
be  held  suspended  until  final  adjudication  of 
the  rights  of  the  state,  is  not  so  clearly  erro- 
neous as  to  be  reviewable  by  writ  of  man- 
damus. U.  S.  t\  Payne,  (1920)  254  U.  S. 
343,  41  S.  Ct.  131,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)— , 
afftrming  (191«)  48  App.  CttS.  (D.  C.)   279. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  785,  sec.  2477.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  498.] 

Highways  to  which  section  applies. — *'  Sec- 
tion 2477  of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  the 
United  States  goes  no  further  than  to  grant 
a  right  of  way  for  the  *  construction  *  of  a 
highway  across  public  lands;  it  doe«  not 
extend  to  the  entire  tract  of  land  and  can- 
not constitute  a  '  dedication  by  the  owner 
of  the  land,'  as  contemplated  by  that  por- 
tion of  section  1340,  Revised  (jodes,  relied 
on  by  counsel.  *  *  *  It  is  inconceivable 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  Congress  and  of 
the  Legislature  to  say  that  two  or  more  per- 
sons crossing  at  random  on  each  of  a  dozen 
trails  across  an  open  quarter  section  of  land 
could  constitute  an  acceptance  of  the  govern- 
ment grant  as  to  each  of  such  trails,  and  the 
entire  quarter  section  thus  become  but  a 
series  of  irregular  and  divergent  rights  of 
way.  The  grant  is  but  an  offer  of  the  right 
of  way  for  the  construction  of  a  public  high- 
way on  some  particular  fttrip  of  public  land, 
and  can  only  become  fixed  when  a  highway  is 
definitely  established  and  constructed  in 
some  one  of  the  ways  authorized  by  the  laws 
of  the  state  in  which  the  land  is  situated." 
State  r.  Xolan,  (1920)  58  Mont.  167,  191 
Pac.    150. 

Highways  established  on  section  lines. — 
Under  U.  S.  Rev.  St.  f  2477,  granting  the 
right  of  way  for  highways  over  public  lands 
not  reserved  for  public  use,  and  the  act  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly  of  Dakota  Terri- 
tory (chapter  33,  Laws  1871),  declaring  all 
section  lines  in  the  territory  of  Dakota  to  be 
public  highways  as  far  as  practicable,  public 
highways  were  located  and  established  upon 
all  section  lines  within  the  territory  where 
it  was  practicable  to  construct  highways. 
Huffman  r.  West  Bay  Tp.,  (N.  D.  1921)  182 
N.  W.  459 

Acceptance  by  user. — "  The  government,  by 
the  enactment  of  section  2477  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes,  offered  to  the  public  the  right 
of  way  for  such  highways  across  the  public 
lands  as  may  be  found  to  be  necessary;  but 
tbia  offer  can  only  be  accepted  by  the  '*  con- 
struction "  of  a  public  highway  in  some  one 
of  the  ways  in  which  they  can  be  legally 
established,  and  becomes  effective  as  a  right 
of  way  only  when  the  road  is  thus  finally 
constructed.  If,  therefore,  the  offer  is  ac- 
cepted by  user  under  the  laws  of  this  state, 
that  user  must  be  shown  to  have  continued 
over  the  exact  route  claimed,  for  the  statu- 
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tory    period."     State  v.   Nolan,    (1920)    68 
Mont.  1«7,  in  Pac.  150. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  798,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VI,  p.  506.] 

Appropriation  subject  to  prior  rights. — 
The  rights  of  a  railroad  company  under  the 
Act  do  not  attach  until  it  has  complied  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section  and  the  depart- 
mental regulations  made  to  carry  it  into 
effect,  and  if  at  the  time  of  filii^  the  plat 
required  by  such  a  regulation  a  homestead 
entry  has  been  made,  and  the  railroad  loca- 
tion is  approved  '*  subject  to  all  valid  exist- 
ing rights '^  the  homestead  entry  prevails. 
Great  Northern  R.  Co.  v,  Steinke,  (N.  D. 
1921)   183  N.  W.  1013. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  805,  sec.  19.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  609.] 

A  suit  to  set  aside  the  approval  of  the 
Secretary  or  the  Interior  on  the  ground  of 
fraud  and  mistake  may  be  maintained.  And 
even  if  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  was 
given  with  full  knowledge  of  all  the  facts 
such  a  suit  may  be  maintained  as  in  that 
event  he  exceeded  his  authority  and  the  val- 
idity of  his  approval  may  be  thus  challenged. 
U.  S.  r.  Kern  River  Co.,  (C.  C,  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)  2d4  Fed.  412. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  810,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  612.] 

*•  Development  of  power.** — A  right  of  way 
for  a  canal  for  the  development  of  power  can 
only  be  obtained  under  this  provision  when 
such  development  is  subsidiary  to  the  main 
purpose  of  irrigation.  U.  S.  r.  Kern  River 
Co.,   (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)   264  Fed.  412. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  816,  sec  1.     [Inclosure, 

etc.]   [First  ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  533.] 

Drilling  of  oil  wells.—  Where  the  evidence 
adduced  is  consistent  with  the  conclusions 
that  the  drilling  of  wells  on  the  land  in 
question  and  the  taking  oil  therefrom  were 
unacoompanied  by  any  intention  on  the  part 
of  the  defendants,  or  either  of  them,  tu  vio- 
late any  law  or  to  do  any  wrongful  act,  and 
that  the  defendants  acted  under  a  mistake 
of  fact  as  to  the  location  of  the  boundary  of 
the  land  described  in  the  lease,  and  without 
knowledge  of  the  facts  which  require  the 
conclusion  that  title  to  the  land  in  question 
has  not  passed  out  of  the  United  Statea,  it 
has  been  declared  that  the  measure  of  lia- 
bility for  the  oil  taken  from  the  land  in  ques- 
tion is  the  value  of  that  oil,  less  the  cost  of 
producing  it.  Jeems  Bayou  Hunting,  etc., 
Club  V.  U.  a.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  18. 


Vol.  VIII,  p.  822,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VI,  p.  536.] 

Constitutionality. —  Regarding  the  consti- 
tutionality of  this  section,  it  has  been  said: 
"The  constitutionality  of  that  portion  of 
section  3  of  the  act  under  which  the  indict- 
ment was  found  is  questioned  upon  the 
ground  that  it  not  only  covers  cases  which  it 
is  within  the  power  of  Congress  to  act  upon, 
but  also  cases  in  which  Congress  has  not  the 
power  to  act  upon.  But  the  question  pre- 
sented by  the  record  pertains  to  the  power 
of  Congress  to  pass  the  statute  which  pro- 
hibits the  doing  of  the  things  charged  against 
plaintiff  in  error.  To  that  there  can  be  but 
one  answer.  That  Congress  can  exercise 
control  over  the  public  lands  is  thoroughly 
well  established.  Section  3.  art.  4,  Consti- 
tution. And  surely  Congress  may  exercise 
power  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the 
public  lands,  including  as  an  incident  the 
prosecution  and  punishment  of  persons  who 
obstruct  passage  or  transit  over  the  public 
lands."  McKelvey  t\  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th 
Cir.  1921 )  273  Fed.  410. 

Obstruction  by  use  of  firearms. — "If  one 
not  himself  in  good  faith  claiming  a  right 
under  the  land  laws,  or  not  in  lawful  author- 
ity, by  the  use  of  firearms  intimidates  a 
person  and  orders  him  not  to  cross  over  the 
unoccupied  public  lands,  he  obstructs  free 
passage  over  such  lands,  and  so  violates  the 
provisions  of  section  3  of  the  law,  and  is 
liable  to  any  punishment,  if  any  has  been 
provided  by  the  penalty  provision,  which  is 
section  4."  McKelvey  r.  U.  S.,  (CCA.  9th 
Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  410. 

Sufficiency  of  indictment. —  It  is  mii  neces- 
sary to  the  sufficiency  of  an  indictment  under 
this  section  that  it  should  negative  the  pro- 
viso therein.  McKelvey  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
9th  Cir.  19^1)   27l3  Fed.  410. 

Evidence. —  On  a  prosecution  for  obstruct- 
ing passage  over  public  lands  in  violation  of 
this  section  it  was  held  that  testimony  of 
the  register  of  the  United  States  Land  Office 
concerning  certain  official  plats  of  townships 
in  which  the  public  lands  in  question  were 
situated,  was  competent  as  tending  to  prove 
whether  the  particular  lands  described  in 
the  indictment  were  public  lands  of  the 
United  States  or  had  been  entered  and  were 
private,  and  that  the  fact  that  a  part  of 
two  townships  shown  upon  the  plats  was 
owned  privately  did  not  affect  the  compe- 
tency of  the  testimony  with  respect  to  the 
lands  described  in  the  indictment  and  related 
to  the  case  on  trial.  McKelvey  r.  U.  S.,  (C. 
C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  410. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  824,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  547.] 

"Any  person." — This  section  "should  not 
be  construed  too  narrowly  or  in  a  way  to 
nullify  the  words  which  make  the  section 
applicable  to  any  person   who  violates  the 


726 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


provisions  of  the  act  or  who  aids'  and  abets 
m  any  violation  thereof.     In  providing  that 
any   person    who   violates   any    provision   of 
the  act,   whether   as   owner,   part   owner  or 
agent,  is  to  be  deemed  guilty,  the  legislative 
body  did  not  intend  to  restrain  the  applica- 
bility of  the  generality  of  the  words   *  any 
person  '  to  such  only  as  are  specifically  enu- 
merated, as  would  have  been  the  case  if  the 
clause  contained  the  videlicet  which  is  used 
to    limit   or    qualify   the    generality   of   the 
preceding  term.     Voegthy  v.  School  Direct- 
ors, 1  Pa.  330.    As  the  evident  intent  of  the 
whole  act  was  to  protect  the  public  lands, 
in  order  that  persons  might  lawfully  occupy 
or  pafis  over  them,  it  is  not  to  be  supposed 
that  one  who  has  no  pretended  claim  of  right 
or  ownership  or  agency  can  by  threats  and 
intimidation  prevent  one  from  driving  stock 
across  the  public  lands,  and  yet  escape  lia- 
bility upon  the  ground  that  he  is  excluded  as 
not  within  the  enumerated  classes,  although 
he  comes  within  the  general  category  of  any 
persons  violating  the  act."     McKelvey  t/.  U. 
S.,   (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  410. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  867,  sec.  7.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  525.] 
Receipt  "in  final  entfy." — The  mere  re- 
ceipt of  the  money  by  the  receiver  until  the 
papers  are  accepted  as  a  final  entry  by  the 
register  and  receiver  and  the  register's  cer- 
tificate issued,  is  not  a  receipt  "  on  final 
entry  "  within  the  meaning  of  this  section. 
Stookley  i\  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  &th  Cir.  1921) 
271    Fed.  632. 

Bona  fide  purchaserB. —  The  burden  is  on  a 
person  claiming  to  be  a  bona  fide  purchaser 
to  show  his  good  faith.  Huntington  v.  Dono- 
van, (CaL  1920)  192  Pac.  543,  holding  the 
purchaser  in  question  was  not  protected  for 
two  reasons :  "  First,  at  the  time  of  hla 
purchase  the  United  States  land  office  records 
showed  a  valid  desert  land  entry  thereon; 
second,  at  that  time  the  patent  under  which 
he  claims  had  been  declared  null  and  void, 
and  the  decree  was  of  record  in  the  office  of 
the  clerk  of  the  United  States  district  court 
of  Los  Angeles." 

Mandamus  to  compel  iasnance  of  patent — 
Effect  of  pendency  of  suit  to  cancel. —  The 
pendency,  when  mandamus  is  sought,  of  a 
suit  in  equity  brought  by  the  United  States 
to  cancel  for  fraud  the  receiver's  receipt 
issued  on  a  final  homestead  entry,  does  not 
afford  a  sufficient  justification  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Interior  and  the  Commissioner 
of  the  General  Land  Office  which  will  pre- 
clude the  enforcement  of  their  plain  minis- 
terial duty  under  this  section  to  pass  the 
entry  to  patent.  Payne  t\  U.  S.,  (1921)  265 
U.  S.  438,  41  S.  Ct.  368,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
-— ,  affirming    (1919)    48  App.  Cas.    (D.  C.) 

547. 

Fraud  in  procurement  of  entry. —  Fraud 
in  the  procurement  of  the  allowance  of  a 
final  homei^tead  entry  and  of  the  issuance 
of  the  receiver's  receipt  does  not  relieve  the 


Secretary  of  the  Interior  and  the  Commis- 
sioner of  the  General  Land  Office  of  their 
plain  duty  under  this  section,  enforceable 
Dy  mandamus,  to  pass  the  entry  to  patent. 
Payne  v.  U.  S.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  438,  41  S. 
Ct."^  368,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  ajjlrminy 
(1919)  48  App.  Cas.  (D.  C.)  647. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  869,  sec.  8.    [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  626.] 
Severed  portions  of  patented  land. —  It  is 
evident  from  the  act  itself  that  this  5-year 
period  for  the  bringing  of  actions  to  cancel 
patents  was  not  intended  to  protect  grantees 
of  small  portions  of  the  lands  patented, 
where  the  patent  was  attacked  in  time  and 
decreed  invalid.  If  such  grantees  were  bona 
fide  purchasers,  they  were  protected  by  elabo- 
rate provisions  of  the  act  by  which  they 
could  secure  title  from  the  government. 
Huntington  v.  Donovan,  (Cal.  1920)  192 
Pac.  543. 

Effect  of   laches  in  discoyexing  fraud. — 
Laches  in  discovering  the  fraud  will  prevent 
the  application   of  the  rule  that,  until  the 
discovery  of  the  fraud,  the  six  years'  limi- 
tation  prescribed   by   this   section   does   not 
begin  to  run.     But  the  allegations  in  a  bill 
brought  by  the  United  States,  long  after  the 
event,  to  cancel  patents  for  coal  lands  and 
conveyances    by    the    entrymen    because    of 
fraud  in  the  entry  and  the  purchase  of  the 
same  by  persons  acting  ostensibly  for  them- 
selves, but  really  as  the  representatives  of 
a  corporation,  and  for  its  sole  account  and 
benefit,   should   not   be   held,   on   motion   to 
dismiss,  to  show  such  laches  on  the  part  of 
the  government  in  discovering  the  fraud  as 
to  prevent  the  application  of  such  rule,  even 
conceding  that  the  conveyances  from  the  en- 
trymen  to   the  corporation,   as  alleged,   fol- 
lowing almost  immediately  the  initiation  of 
the  right  to  purchase,  and  preceding  the  pat- 
tents,    the    uniformity    of    the   method    em- 
ployed, and   the   surrounding  circumstances, 
and  the  facts  alleged  as   to  the  possession 
of  the  land  by  the  corporation  at  the  time 
of  the  purchase  by  the  entrymen,  and  subse- 
quent to  their  conveyances,  the  propinquity 
to  the  field  of  operations  of  the  corporation, 
and  its  exploitation  by  the  corporation  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  coal  therefrom,  in  and 
of   themselves,   would,   if  known,   have   con- 
stituted  badges   or   indications   of   fraud   of 
such  a   character   as  to  give  notice  to  the 
United  States,  or  at  least  to  put  it  on  in- 
quiry, where  the  averments  of  concealment 
and   other   allegations   in   the   bill   are   sus- 
ceptible  of   the   construction    that   the   con- 
veyances—  though  not  alleged  not  to  hare 
been  seasonably  recorded  -r-  were  secret,  and 
that  the  possession  of  the  corporation  was 
clandestine,  and  that  its  operations  as  to  the 
property  were  of  the  same  character,  because 
not  conducted  in  its  own  name,  but  by  per- 
sons interposed  with  the  very  object  of  con- 
cealment.    U.  S.  V.  Diamond  Coal,  etc.,  Co., 
( 1921 )  255  U.  S.  323,  41  S.  Ct.  335,  65  U.  a 
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(L.   ed.)    — ,  reversing    (C.   C.   A.   8th   Cir. 
1918)  254  Fed.  266,  165  C.  C.  A.  554. 

Action  to  set  aside  approval  to  riglit  of 
way  for  canal  purposes. — An  action  to  set 
aside  the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior  to  a  right  of  way  for  canal  purposes 
on  the  ground  of  fraud  and  mistake  is  not 
subject  to  the  limitation  in  this  section.  The 
term  "  patent/'  when  applied  to  a  grant  of 
public  lands,  has  a  well-defined  meaning. 
**  It  is  a  well-established  rule  that  statutes 
of  limitations  do  not  run  against  the  sov- 
ereign, in  the  absence  of  some  express  statu- 
tory provision  to  the  contrary,  and  if  the 
statute  is  made  applicable  to  a  class  of  suits 
only  it  will  not  be  extended  to  other  cases 
by  implication.  It  was  well  known  to  Con- 
gress that  grants  of  public  lands  are  not 
always  made  by  patent.  Indeed,  the  grant 
of  the  right  of  way  in  question  made  by  the 
same  act  is  of  that  character.  And  had 
Congress  intended  that  the  bar  of  the  statute 
should  apply,  not  only  to  patents,  but  to  all 
legislative  grants,  it  would  have  so  provided 
in  express  terms.  Again,  if  this  be  treated 
merely  as  a  suit  to  restrain  the  unauthorized 
use  or  occupation  of  the  forest  reserve,  the 
statute  can  have  no  application."  U.  S.  v. 
Kern  River  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  412. 


A  bill  by  United  States  for  reformAtioii 

of  a  patent  was  held  to  state  sufficient 
grounds  in  U.  S.  v.  Hudson,  (C.  C.  'A.  9th 
Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  379. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  712.     [False  repre- 
sentations, etc.] 

Nature  of  false  representations. — The  stat^ 
ute  does  not  make  it  criminal  for  one  to 
misrepresent  the  quality  of  the  water  and 
the  soil,  and  an  instruction  which  authorizes 
the  jury  to  consider  a  representation  of  such 
a  character  in  weighing  the  evidence  of  the 
seller  and  the  defendant  and  further  spe- 
cially instructs  them  that  there  can  be  no 
conviction  for  such  misrepresentations,  is 
proper.  Anderson  v.  V.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th 
Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  677. 

Evidence. —  On  a  prosecution  for  violation 
of  this  section  the  government  may  intro- 
duce witnesses  to  describe  the  topography 
and  general  position  of  the  lands  pointed  out 
to  the  settler.  Such  evidence  directly  relates 
to  the  question  whether  the  land  pointed  out 
w^as  or  was  not  the  land  which  the  settler 
entered  after  the  defendant  had  been  with 
him.  Anderson  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)   273  Fed.  677. 
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Vol.  VIII,  p.  953.     [Suits  against  pub- 
lic   officers^    etc]      [First    ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  614.] 
Filing  of  supplemental  bilL — Where  a  mo- 
tion to  file  a  supplemental  bill  was  made  but 
the  judge  suggested  that  the  matter  be  de- 
ferred until  a  motion  to  dismiss  the  prede- 
cessor's supplemental  bill  should  be  disposed 
of  and  the  motion  and  supplemental  bill  were 
in  the  clerk's  hands  with  his  notation  thereon 
of  the  date  when  they  came  into  his  pos- 
session and  they  remained  in  his  custody 
thereafter  and  the  defendant's  counsel  had 
notice  of  the  motion,  were  acquainted  with 
the  contents  of  the  bill  and  did  not  object 
nor  intend  to  object  to  the  mere  filing,  it 
was  held  that  what  was  done  was  equiva- 
lent of  a  formal  filing  and  a  taking  of  the 
motion  under  former  advisement.  Hankin  V. 
Miller,  (D.  C.  Del.  1918)  266  Fed.  236. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  955.     [Government  em- 
ployees, etc]      [First  ed.,  1912 

Supp.,  p.  79.] 
A  receiver  of  a  national  banking  associa- 
tion, appointed  by  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency,  is  required  to  report  the  condition 
of  the  banking  association  in  his  charge,  as 
such  receiver,  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur- 


rency; and  comes  within  the  provision  in 
this  section  as  to  making  false  reports. 
Weitzel  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  101. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  956,  sec.  6.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  317.] 

Reduction  of  salaries  of  letter  carriers.— 
Under  the  Act  of  March  2,  1907,  34  Stat., 
1206  [8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.).71],  .pro- 
viding that  the  Poet  Office  Department  may 
reduce  clerks  and  carriers  from  higher  to 
lower  grades  for  inefficiency,  and  this  sec- 
tion, the  Postmaster  General  has  no  autiior- 
ity  to  arbitrarily  change  the  rating  of  car- 
riers collecting  the  mails  so  as  to  bring  them 
within  the  charge  of  inefficiency  and  to  re- 
duce the  pay  granted  to  them  by  Congress 
without  any*  tests  of  their  efficiency.  Span- 
hake  t?.  U.  S.,  (1920)  55  Ct.  CI.  70. 

Conclnsiveness  of  action  of  departmental 
officer  in  removing  letter  carrier  from  office. 
—  Under  R.  S.  sec.  161  [3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
(2d  ed.)  250]  authority  may  be  properly  dele- 
gated to  the  First  Assistant  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral by  section  17  of  the  Postal  Laws  and 
Regulations  issued  by  the  Postmaster  General 
to  dismiss  letter  carriers  from  the  government 
service,  and  when  the  First  Assistant  Post- 
master General  complies  with  all  the  re- 
quirements of  this  section,  his  dismissal  of 
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a  letter  carrier  and  the  approval  of  his  ac- 
tion by  the  Postmaster  General  is  final,  and 
the  Court  of  Claims  has  no  jurisdiction  to 
review  his  action.  Kellom  f.  U.  S.,  (1'020) 
56  Ct.  CI.  174. 

Effect  of  illegal  remoyal  —  laches.— The 
provisions  of  this  section  give  to  the  appoint- 
ing officer  directions  which  must  be  followed 
when  the  removal  of  a  person  in  the  classi- 
fied civil  service  is  sought.  But  if  the  ap- 
pointing officer  does  not  observe  such  direc- 
tions  in  removing  a  person  from  office,  his 
action  does  not  thereby  create  an  obligation 
upon  the  government  to  pay  a  salary  to  the 
person  so  removed  for  an  indefinite  time, 
especially  where  the  latter  does  not  appeal 
from  the  illegal  order  within  a  reasonable 
time  after  his  removal.  Thug,  where  an  em- 
ployee of   the   customs   service   is   dismissed 


by  proper  authority,  whether  legally  or  ille- 
gally, and  does  not  appeal  promptly  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  reinstatement, 
but  submits  to  the  order  of  removal  without 
objection  for  an  unreasonable  length  of  time, 
he  will  be  held  guilty  of  laches  in  asserting 
his  rights  and  to  have  thereby  abandoned 
all  title  and  claim  to  the  emoluments  of  the 
office.  Nicholas  r.  U.  S.,  (1920)  55  Ct.  CL 
188.  See  also  Arant  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  55  Ct. 
CI.  327. 

1918Supp.,  p.  721,sec.  6. 

Hailroad  employees  are  not  disqualified  for 
jury  service  since  they  are  not  regarded  as 
employees  of  the  United  States  under  this 
act.  ]jee  V.  Ongr  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1920)   264  Fed.  315. 


PUBLIC  PARKS 


Vol  VIII,  p.  985,  sec.  3. 

Withdrawal  of  lands  by  state  from  selec- 
tion.—  The  mere  filing  by  the  state  of  Idaho, 
under  the  Act  of  August  18, 1894  [8  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  779],  of  an  application  for 
a  survey,  did  not  so  far  withdraw  the  lands 
from  the  public  domain  aQ  to  make  ineffective 
a  selection  by  a  railway  company  under  this 
act,  in  lieu  of  lands  relinquished  to  the 
United  States, —  especially  where,  if  valid 
for  any  purpose,  the  application  merely  gave 
an  option  to  select  which  was  never  exerted. 
Edward  Rutledge  Timber  Co.  v,  Farrell, 
(1921)  255  U.  S.  268,  41  S.  Ct.  328,  65  U.  S. 


(L.   ed.)    — ,  reversing    (C.   C.   A.   9th  Cir. 
1919)  258  Fed.  161,  169  C.  C.  A.  229. 

Sufficiency  of  designation  of  lien  land. — 
The  designation  by  section  number,  township, 
and  range,  of  a  section  of  unsurveyed  pubUo 
land  selected  by  a  railway  company  under 
this  act,  in  lieu  of  land  to  be  relinquished 
to  the  United  States,  describes  the  land  with 
reasonable  certainty,  although  it  is  7l^  miles 
from  any  known  survey,  if  it  may  readily  be 
located  from  such  survey.  Edward  Rutledge 
Timber  Co.  v.  Farrell,  ( 1921 )  256  U.  S.  268, 
41  S.  Ct.  328,  65  V.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1919)  258  Fed.  161,  169 
C.  C.  A.  229. 
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Vol.  VIII,  p.  1 1 51 ,  sec.  1 .     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  745.] 

Applicability  to  effects  of  army  officer.— 
The  personal  effects  of  an  army  officer  are 
not  the  property  of  the  United  States,  and 
therefore,  when  transported  for  the  govern- 
ment over  land-grant  railroads,  are  not  en- 
titled to  land-grant  deductions,  but  are  sub- 
ject to  commercial  or  regular  tariff  rates. 
Oregon- Washington  R.,  etc.,  Co.  v.  U.  S., 
( 1921 )  255  U.  S.  339,  41  S.  Ct.  339,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  —,  a^rming  (1919)  54  Ct.  CI.  131. 
But  reduced  rates  may  be  granted  by  a  car- 
rier for  the  transportation  of  the  personal 
effects  of  Army  officers  changing  stations 
under  orders,  in  view  of  the  provision  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  of  February  4, 
1887,  fi  22  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  539], 
permitting  reduced  rates  to  the  United 
States,  and  of  a  conference  ruling  of  the  In- 


terstate Commerce  Commission,  making  such 
section  applicable  to  property  transported 
for  the  United  States.  Western  Pac  R.  Co. 
V.  U.  8.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  349,  41  8.  Ct 
349,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  afjirnUng  (1919) 
54  Ct.  a.  216. 

Acquiescence  in  rates. —  The  right  oi  a 
land-grant  railroad  to  recover  from  the 
Unit^  States  the  difference  between  its  com- 
mercial or  general  tariff  rates  and  the  land- 
grant  rates  charged  and  accepted  by  it  for 
the  transportation  for  the  government  of  the 
personal  effects  of  army  officers  is  lost  by 
the  carrier's  long  acquiescence  in  the  gov- 
ernment's explicit  assertion  that  the  land- 
grant  rates  were  the  proper  ones  for  such 
service.  Oregon-Washington  R.,  etc,  Co.  f. 
U.  S.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  339,  41  S.  Ct.  329, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  .(1«19)  54 
Ct.  CI.  131.  See  to  the  same  effect  Western 
Pac.  R.  Co.  V.  U.  a.,  (1921)   265  U.  S.  349, 
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41  S.  Ct.  332,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(1919)   54  Ct  CI.  215. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1155,  sec.  1.  [Driving- 
wheel  brakes.]  [First  ed.,  vol. 
VI,  p.  752.] 

I.  Introductory. 

4.  State  I&WB. 
IV.  '•  Train." 

2.  Switching  operations. 
VIII.  Action  "by  injured  employee. 

I.  Intboductobt 

SttLte  Laws  (p.  1157) 

Workmen's  Compeaaation  Act. — A  recovery 
in  an  action  baaed  on  the  Safety  Appliance 
Act  is  not  prevented  by  the  Workmen's  Com- 
pensation Act  of  the  state  where  the  accident 
occurred,  though  in  terms  applicable,  and 
though  the  train  movement  was  intrastate. 
Kraemer  i*.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Minn. 
1921)   181  N.  W.  847. 

IV.  "Train" 

2.  Bioitohing  Operationa   (p.  1158) 

What  consUttttea  **  train  moYement" — ^The 
Slafety  Appliance  Act  applies  to  an  intra- 
stttte  train  movement  on  an  interstate  rail- 
road; and  the  plaintiffs  intestate,  in  taking 
17  cars  from  a  yard  on  a  spur  track  to  a 
yard  on  the  main  line,  a  distance  of  3  miles, 
using  a  switch  engine,  having  no  caboose, 
and  operating  without  train  orders,  was  en- 
gaged in  a  "train  movement,"  as  distin- 
guished from  a  "switching  movement,"  and 
wae  within  the  protection  of  the  Safety 
Appliance  Act.  Kraemer  v,  Chicago,  etc.,  "Si 
Go.,  (Minn.  1921)  ISl  N.  W.  847. 

VIII.  AcnoN  BT  Injured  Emfloteb 

(p.  1160) 

Proximate  cause. —  The  failure  to  have  the 
air  brakes  coupled  so  as  to  be  under  engine 
control,  as  required  by  the  Safety  Appliance 
Act,  was  a  proximate  cause  of  the  death 
of  the  plaintiff's  intestate  who  was  killed  in 
a  derailment  by  the  cars  not  under  air  con- 
trol crowding  the  tender  into  the  engine  cab 
and  crushing  him  against  the  boiler  head, 
Kraemer  v.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Minn. 
1921)    181  N.  W.  847. 

Right  of  action  for  death. —  There  is  im- 
plied in  the  Safety  Appliance  Act  a  right  of 
recovery  for  death,  though  the  act  does  not 
in  express  terms  provide  for  a  survival  of 
the  cause  of  action;  and  the  personal  repre- 
sentative of  an  employee  killed  on  an  inter- 
atate  road  because  of  a  violation  by  the  road 
of  the  Safety  Appliance  Act  can  recover  in 
an  action  based  on  the  statute,  though  the 
train  movement  in  which  the  deceased  was 
engaged  was  intrastate.  Kraemer  v.  Chicago, 
etc^  R.  Co.,  (Minn.  1921)   181  N.  W.  847. 

Pleading. — A  person  sniing  under  this  Act 
must  show  by  his  pleading  that  he  was  either 


an  employee  or  a  traveller  at  the  time  of  the 
injury,  the  Act  being  limited  by  its  title  to 
those  classes.  Ecclesive  t*.  Great  Northern 
R.  Co.,  (1920)  58  Mont.  470,  194  Pac  143. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1 161,  sec.  2.    [First  ed., 
vol.  VT,  p.  753.] 

VII.  Automatic   coupling    and   uncoupling 
apparatus. 
VIII.  Duty  to  **  equip  "  and  maintain  equip- 
ment as  absolute. 
IX.  To  whom  duty  to  equip  owed. 
XI.  Civil  action  arising  out  of  violation 
of  section. 

VII.  Automatic  Couflino  and  Unoouplino 
Appabatus  (p.  1164) 

Movement  of  train  due  to  breaking  of 
coupler. —  The  movement  down  grade  of  a  de- 
tached portion  of  a  train  made  possible  by  the 
breaking  of  a  defective  coupler  has  been  held 
to  be  tne  necessary  and  natural  effect  of  a 
failure  to  comply  with  the  Safetv  Appliance 
Act.  Erie  R.  Co.  v,  Caldwell,  (C.  C  A.  6th 
Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  947. 

Car  without  drawhead. —  In  a  case  where 
it  appeared  that  a  brakeman  was  injured 
while  attempting  to  fasten  two  cars  together 
with  chains  because  the  drawhead  of  one 
of  the  cars  was  gone,  it  was  held  that  the 
case  was  as  a  matter  of  law  within  the  Act. 
Wight  r.  Callicut,  (Tex.  1920)  225  S.  W. 
389. 

Vin.  Duty    to    "Equip**    and    Maintain 
Equipment  as  Absolxtte   (p.   1166) 

In  general — To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  Davis  r.  Michigan  Cent.  R. 
Co.,  (19eO)  204  111.  355,  128  N.  £.  539, 
wherein  it  was  said:  "The  duty  and  liabil-. 
ity  to  provide  couplers  automatically  coup- 
ling by  impact  and  which  can  be  uncoupled 
wiUiout  the  necessity  of  going  between  the 
cars  is  an  absolute  duty  imposed  on  rail- 
roads engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  under 
the  Federal  Safety  Appliance  Act.  Assumed 
risk  is  not  a  defense  under  this  statute. 
Neither  can  the  action  of  the  employee  be 
defeated  by  the  carrier  showing  that  it  has 
exercised  care  in  providing  and  keeping  in 
repair  such  appliances,  nor  by  showing  con- 
tributory negligence  on  the  part  of  the  em- 
ployee when  he  is  injured  by  reason  of  a  vio- 
lation of  the  act.'* 

IX.     To  Whom  Dutv  to  Equip  Owed    (p. 

1169) 

A  carrier's  failure  to  have  the  end  of  a 
loaded  freight  car  standing  on  a  siJing 
equipped  with  the  coupler  and  drawbar  pre- 
scribed by  the  Federal  Safety  Appliance 
Acts,  the  purpose  of  which  is  to  obviate  the 
necessity  for  men  to  go  between  the  ends  of 
the  cars,  was  not  an  actionable  breach  of 
duty  towards  a  brakeman  who  was  injured 
in  a  collision  between  such  car,  of  whose  de- 
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fects  he  was  aware,  and  another  car  on 
which  he  was  riding,  which  tlie  engine  had 
kicked  on  the  same  siding,  although  had 
these  appliances  been  present  there  would 
have  been  sufficient  room  between  the  ends 
of  the  two  cars  to  prevent  the  injury,  where 
there  waa  no  present  intention  to  disturb, 
couple,  or  move  the  defective  car,  since  the 
collision  was  not  the  proximate  result  of  the 
defect,  but  of  the  brakeman's  failure  to  per- 
form his  duty  to  stop  the  moving  car  in 
time  to  avoid  the  collision.  Lang  v.  New 
York  Cent.  R.  Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  455, 
41  S.  Ct.  391,  06  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  {affirming 
(1920)  227  N.  Y.  507.  125  N.  E.  681),  where 
in  the  court  said :  "  The  court's  [New  York 
Court  of  Appeals]  conclusion  that  the  re- 
quirement of  the  Safety  Appliance  Act  'was 
intended  to  provide  against  the  risk  of  coup- 
ling cars '  is  the  explicit  declaration  of  the 
Conarty  Case.  [See  original  annotation 
under  this  heading.]  There,  after  consider- 
ing the  act  and  the  caaes  in  exposition  of  it, 
we  said,  nothing  in  its  provisions  ^  gives  any 
'warrant  for  saying  that  they  are  intended  to 
provide  a  place  of  safety  between  colliding 
cars.  On  the  contrary,  they  affirmatively 
show  that  a  principal  purpose  in  their  enact- 
ment was  to  obviate  *^the  necessity  for  men 
going  between  the  ends  of  the  cars." ' 

"  The  case  was  concerned  with  a  collision 
between  a  switch  engine  and  a  defective 
freight  car,  resulting  in  injuries  from  which 
deftth  ensued.  The  freight  car  was  about  to 
be  placed  on  (we  quote  from  the  opinion) 
*  an  isolated  track  for  repairs,  and  was  left 
near  the  switch  leading  to  that  track  while 
other  cars  were  being  moved  out  of  the  way, 
—  a  task  taking  about  five  minutes.  At 
that  time  a  switch  engine  with  which  the 
deceased  was  working  came  along  the  trade 
on  which  the  car  was  standing  and  the  col- 
lision ensued.'  The  deceased  was  on  the 
switch  engine,  and  it  was  on  its  way  *  to  do 
some  switching  at  a  point  some  distance  be- 
yond the  car,  and  was  not  intended  and  did 
not  attempt  to  couple  it  to  the  engine  or  to 
handle  it  in  any  way.  Its  movement  was  in 
the  hands  of  others.' " 

IX.  Civil  Action  Aeusino  Out  of  Violation 
OF  Section  (p.  1170) 

Contribntoiy  negligence. —  To  same  effect 
as  original  annotation,  see  Flanigan  t*.  Uines, 
(1920)    108  Kan.  133,  193  Pac.   1077. 

Proximate  cause  of  injury. —  Where  a 
switchman  standing  near  a  switch  was  in- 
jured by  the  switch  lever  being  thrown  from 
the  impact  against  the  switch  points  of  a 
car  which  broke  loose,  the  defective  coupling 
which  permitted  the  car  to  break  loose  was 
the  proximate  cause  of  the  injurv.  Stewart 
r.  Wabash  R.  Co.,  (Neb.  1921)  *182  N.  W. 
496. 

Joinder  of  causes  of  action. — An  action  to 
recover  damages  resulting  from  death  of  an 
employee  may  be  predicated  on  both  the 
Employers'    Liability    Act    and    the    Safety 


Appliance  Acts,  and  the  plaintiff  may  go  to 
the  jury  on  as  many  grounds  of  recovery  as 
the  evidence  tends  to  establish,  under  proper 
instructions  as  to  each,  without  eiectiiig 
between  the  acts  mentioned.  Flanigan  v. 
Hines,  (1920)  (108  Kan.  133,  193  Pac.  1077. 
Evidence  of  defect — The  fact  that  a  car 
became  uncoupled  on  the  stopping  of  the 
train  is  sufficient  evidence  that  the  coupling 
was  defective.  Stewart  v.  Waba^  R.  Co., 
(Neb.  1921)    182  N.  W.  496. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1 1 74,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 
vol.  Vr,  p.  755.] 

I.  Cars  affected. 
V.  Duty  imposed  as  absolute. 

I.  Cabs  Affeoted  (p.  1174) 

Foreign  car. — ^"Nor  is  defendant's  liability 
under  the  act  affected  by  the  fact  that  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  car  from  which  plaintiff 
fell  did  not  belong  to  it,  and  was  not  being 
used  by  it  at  the  time  for  the  purpose  of 
transporting  a  shipment  therein,  but  was 
picked  up  by  this  switching  crew  and  util- 
ized temporarily  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
the  crew  to  reach  and  remove  the  Frisco 
car."  Lyon  i7.  Wabash  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  App. 
1921)   232  S.  W.  7«6. 

V.  Duty  Imposed  as  ABSoLtrrs  (p.  1176) 
Rule  stated. —  To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,    see    Lyon    v.    Wabash    R.    Co.» 
(Mo.  App.  1921)   232  S.  W.  786. 

Necessity  of  injuzy  while  coupling  or  un- 
coupling cars. —  It  is  not  necessary  that  the 
employee  should  be  injured  because  of  a 
defective  grabiron  while  coupling  or  un- 
coupling cars.  If  the  grabiron  can  be  used 
in  getting  to  the  point  where  the  cars  are 
to  be  coupled  or  uncoupled,  it  is  within  this 
section.  Director  Ooneral  of  Railroads  v. 
Ronald,  (C.  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  138. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1 1 82,  sec.  8.    [First  e<L, 
vol.  VI,  p.  756.] 

Effect  of  section. —  In  Ward  v.  Erie  R. 
Co.,  (1921)  330  N.  Y.  230,  129  N.  E.  886, 
in  passing  upon  the  question  as  to  whether 
a  state  by  legislation  could  impair  the  rem- 
edy given  by  the  Safety  Appliance  Acts  to 
an  employee,  the  court  said,  regarding  the 
effect  of  this  section: 

''Here  there  are  two  provisions  that  un- 
mistakably reveal  the  purpose  to  give  to  the 
right  of  action  for  damages  then  attaching 
at  common  law  a  statutory  confirmation  and 
a  statutory  sanction.  The  act  provides  (27 
Stat.  532,  Act  March  2,  1893,  ch.  196,  §  8) 
that  any  employee  injured  by  any  locomotive, 
car,  or  train  in  use  contrary  to  the  statute 
'shall-  not  be  deemed  thereby  to  have  as- 
sumed the  risk  thereby  occasioned,  although 
continuing  in  the  ^[nployment  of  such  carrier 
after  the  unlawful  use  of  sudi  locomotive, 
car,  or  train  had  been  brought  to  his  knowl- 
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edge/  This  proyision  aeBumes  the  existence 
of  a  remedy  and  limits  the  available  de- 
fenses. The  regulation  of  the  remedy  is 
equivalent  to  a  declaration  that  a  remedy 
there  shall  be.  The  states  were  without 
power,  with  that  statute  on  the  books,  to 
make  aserumption  of  risk  through  continu- 
ance in  employment  an  answer  to  a  suit. 
Congress  did  not  mean  that  they  should  have 
the  power  to  destroy  the  right  of  action  which 
they  were  powerless  to  impair.  The  supple- 
mentary act  of  1'910  (36  Stat  L.  299)  rein- 
forces this  conclusion.  It  provides  that  the 
penalty  of  $100  for  each  violation  of  its 
provisions  shall  not  t>e  construed  to  relieve 
such  carrier  from  liability  in  any  remedial 
action  for  the  death  or  injury  of  any  railway 
employee.*"  The  Supreme  Court,  referring  to 
these  two  provisions  in  Texas  &  Pac.  Ry.  Co. 
a  Rigsby,  supra,  at  page  40  of  241  U.  S., 
at  pa^e  484  of  36  Sup.  Ct.  (60  L.  ed.  874), 
said  of  them  that  '  the  inference  of  a  private 
right  of  action '  was  thereby  *  rendered  irre- 
sistible.' 

"  We  build  the  right  of  action  on  the  stat- 
ute. We  look  to  the  c>om.mon  law  in  deter- 
mining the  implications  of  the  statute,  the 
thin^rs  assumed  and  held  for  granted.  Mur- 
ray V.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  (C.  C.)  62 
Fed.  24,  31.  That  is  the  background  in  which 
its  language  finds  a  setting.  Congress  knew 
the  ancient  rule  which  gives  a  remedy  in 
these  circumstances  for  violation  of  a  duty. 
With  that  knowledge,  it  left  to  allusion  and 
suggestion  the  things  that  allusion  and  sug- 
gestion were  sufficient  to  supply.  The  only 
ques-tion  is  whether  it  left  the  gaps  so  wide 
that  in  the  process  of  filling  them  interpre- 
tation fades  into  conjecture.  We  think  our 
reading  of  the  act  is  not  subject  to  that  re- 
proach. The  statute  in  scheme  and  frame- 
work is  instinct  with  plan  and  purpose  to 
maintain  a  remedy  and  fortify  it.  The  will 
of  Congress  is  expressed  in  abbreviated  eigns 
and  ftym'bols,  but  none  the  less  it  is  expressed. 
Enouffh  ie  there  to  forbid  the  imputation  oi 
a  willingness  that  an  act,  described  in  its 
title  as  one  to  promote  the  safety  of  em- 
ployees and  travelers,  should  be  dependent 
for  its  efficacy  up<m  the  pleasure  of  the 
states.  It  is  written  there  in  substance: 
Any  one  for  whoee  benefit  this  statute  is  en- 
acted shall  have,  in  case  of  violation,  a  right 
of  action  for  his  damages,  and  it  shall  no 
longer  be  a  defense  that  there  was  service 
with  knowledge  of  the  risk." 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1 1 83,  sec.  1 .     [First  ed., 
vol.  X,  p.  375.] 

ni.  "  Engaged   in   interstate   commerce." 
VI.  Intrastate  cars. 

III.  "  Engaged  in  Interstate  Commerce  " 

(p.  1184) 

Application  to  employee  not  engaged  in 
interstate    commerce. — To    same    effect    as 


original  annotation,  see  Ward  v.  Erie  R.  Co., 
(1921)   230  N.  Y.  230,  129  N.  E.  886. 

VI.  Intrastate  Cars  (p.  1186) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Reap  f.  Hines,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  88. 

Queation  of  compliance  with  statute  held 
to  be  for  jury. —  See  Reap  v.  Hinea,  (CCA. 
2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  88. 

Vol.  Vlfl,  p.  1188,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
vol.  X,  p.  375.] 

Cars  affected. — A  railroad  moving  four  cuts 
of  oars  without  having  the  air  brakes  coupled 
and  under  control  from  the  engine,  is  guilty 
of  a  violation  of  this  act.  Galveston,  etc., 
R.  Co.  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  266,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  Under  the  undisputed  facts,  as  inter- 
preted by  this  court  in  its  former  opinion, 
the  movements  of  cars,  for  which  the  United 
States  sought  to  collect  the  penalties,  were 
train  movements,  and  covered  by  the  Safety 
Appliance  Act." 

Transfer  trains. — Transfer  trains  operated 
by  an  interstate  railway  carrier  under  the 
yardmaster's  orders,  and  under  the  single 
operating  rule  which  requires  all  trains  to 
move  at  such  speed  that  they  can  be  stopped 
at  vision,  over  a  terminal  railway  a  part  of 
which  is  single  track,  and  on  which  are 
several  grade  highway  and  railway  crossings, 
are  subject  to  the  requirement  of  the  Safety 
Ap.pliance  Acts  of  March  2,  1893,  and  March 
2,  1903,  as  to  the  coupling  of  train  brakes 
so  as  to  be  under  engine  control,  since,  even 
under  the  inadmissible  suggestion  that  the 
use  of  the  road  as  part  of  the  main  line  is 
essential  to  the  application  of  this  provision, 
such  requirement  would  be  satisfied  in  a  case 
like  the  one  at  bar,  where  two  independent 
railway  companies  use  the  road  for  freight 
trains  under  air  control,  and  the  passenger 
trains  of  another  company  cross  it.  U.  S. 
V.  Northern  Pac.  R.  Co.,  (1920)  254  U.  S. 
251,  41  S.  Ct.  101,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
{reversing  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1919)  255  Fed. 
665.  167  C.  C.  A.  31),  wherein  the  court 
said: 

"The  company  contends  that  the  rule  ap- 
plied in  United  States  v.  Erie  R.  Co.,  237 
U.  S.  402,  59  L.  ed.  1019,  35  Supp.  Ct.  Rep: 
621 ;  United  States  t?.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.. 
237  U.  S.  410,  59  L.  ed.  1023,  35  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  634;  and  Louisville  &  J.  Bridge  Co.  t\ 
United  States,  249  U.  S.  534,  «3  L.  ed.  757, 
39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  355,  is  not  applicable,  be- 
cause here,  unlike  those  cases,  no  part  of  the 
trains'  journey  was  performed  on  a  track 
used  as  part  of  the  main  line  of  the  North- 
em  Pacific  system.  If  use  of  the  road  as 
part  of  a  main  line  were  essential  in  order 
that  operations  on  it  be  controlled  by  the 
Safety  Appliance  Act,  the  requirement  would 
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be  8ati»fied  in  this  case  by  the  fact  that  two 
independent    companies    use    the    road    for 
freight   trains   under   air  control,   and   that 
the    passenger    trains    of    another    company 
cross     it.       'Not     only     were     these     [the 
defendant's]   trains  exposed  to  the  hazarda 
which  that  provision  was  intended  to  avoid 
or  minimize,  but,  unless  their  engineers  were 
able  readily  and  quickly  to  chedk  or  control 
their  movements,  they  were  a  serious  mena«e 
to  the  safety  of  other  trains  which  the  stat- 
ute was  equally  designed  to  protect.'    United 
States  r.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.,  supra.    But 
there  is  nothing  in  the  act  which  limits  the 
application  of  the  provision  here  in  question 
to  operations  on  main-line  tracks.     The  re- 
quirement that  train  brakes  shall  be  coupled 
so  as  to  be  under  engine  control  is  in  terms 
(32  Stat,  at  L.  943,  chap.  976,  8  Fed.  Stat. 
Anno.    2d    ed.    p.    1188)    applicable   to    *  all 
trains    .    .    .    used  on  any  railroad  engaged 
in  interstate  commerce.'    It  is  admitted  that 
this  railroad   is  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce; and  the  cases  cited  show  that  trans- 
fer   trains,    like    those    here    involved,    are 
'  trains '  within  the  meaning  of  the  act.     A 
moving    locomotive    with    cars    attached    is 
without  the  provision  of  the  act  only  when 
it  is  not  a  train;  as  where  the  operation  is 
that    of    switching,   classifying,    and    assem- 
bling cars  within  railroad  yards  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  up  trains.    Congress  has  not 
imposed   upon  courts   applying  the  act  any 
duty  to  weigh  the  dangers  incident  to  par- 
ticular operations;  and  we  have  no  occasion 
to  consider  the   special  dangers   incident  to 
operating  trains  under  the  conditions  here 
presented." 


Vol  VIII,  p.  1 1 90,  sec.  2.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  336.] 

Duty  absolute. — The  duty  of  a  carrier  to 
equip  and  maintain  its  cars  with  sufficient 
and  adequate  brakes  is  an  absolute  one. 
Payne  v.  Connor,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  497. 

Employees  within  act. — ^Whether  the  em- 
ployee injured  by  a  violation  of  this  act 
was  at  the  time  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce is  immaterial.  Tyon  v.  Wabash  R. 
Co.,    (Mo.   App.   1921)    232  S.  W.   786. 

Secure  running  boards  —  act  of  trespasser 
creating  defect. — The  federal  Safety  Appli- 
ance Act,  April  14,  1910,  which  requires 
oars  operated  in  interstate  commerce  to  be 
equipped  with  secure  running  boards,  is  not 
violated  where  it  appears  that  a  trespasser, 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  railroad  or  its 
servants,  displaced  an  ice  bunker  cover  so 
that  it  projected  upon  the  running  board, 
causing  plaintiff,  a  brakeman,  to  trip  over 
it;  the  running  board  it.self  remaining  all 
the  time  mechanically  perfect  and  secure. 
Slater  r.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  14« 
Minn.  390,  178  X.  W.  813, 


Coal  on  engine  step  does  not  constitute  a 
violation  of  this  act.  Reeves  v.  Chicago,  etc, 
R.  Co.,  (1920)  147  Minn.  114,  179  N.  W.  689. 

Question  for  jnry. — Where  plaintiff  was 
hit  by  cars  which  had  been  standing  and 
which  were  moved  by  cars  kicked  back  as 
he  was  crossing  the  track,  the  question 
whetiier  failure  to  have  the  standing  cars 
properly  equipped  with  brakes  contributed 
to  the  injury  has  been  held  to  be  one  for 
the  jury.  Payne  v.  Connor,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir. 
1921)  274  Fed.  497. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1 191,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  336.] 

Extension  of  time  for  compliance. — ^lliis 
section  gives  to  the  Commission  no  power 
to  extend  the  time  for  compliance  with  the 
proviaions  of  section  2  of  this  act.  Tyon  v. 
Wabash  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  App.  1921)  232  S.  W. 
786. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1192,  sec.  4.    [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  336.] 

T.  Introductory. 
VI.  "  Nearest  available  point.'* 
VIII.  "  Remedial  action." 

I.  Intboovctobt  (p.  1192) 

The  word  ^permitting**  was  evidently  in- 
Kcrted  in  this  section  to  meet  the  case  of  one 
interstate  carrier  receiving  cars  from  an- 
other line,  not  thus  equipped  and  hauling 
them  on  its  own  line.  McCalmont  r.  Penn- 
sylvania Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1921)  273  Fed.  231. 

VI.  "Nearest  Available  Point"  (p.  1196) 

Scope  of  permission  to  haul  defective  cara. 
—  **  The  permission  to  haul  from  the  place 
where  the  want  of  repair  is  discovered  is  a 
permission  to  haul  it  only  to  the  nearest 
available  repair  place,  and  only  in  case  it  is 
necessary  to  do  such  hauling  in  order  to 
make  repairs,  and  when  they  cannot  be  made 
except  at  that  repair  place.  Even  this  per- 
mission to  haul  to  the  nearest  available  re- 
pair place  does  not  permit  the  hauling  of 
defective  cars  by  chains  instead  of  draw^bars 
in  association  with  other  cars  commercially 
used,  unless  such  defective  car  contains  live 
stock  or  perishable  freight.  Obviously  this 
means  that  crippled  cars  must  be  hauled  in 
trains  made  up  exclusively  of  crippled  cars. 
The  asBOciaticm  of  the  word  '  used '  with  the 
words  *  hauled  or  permitted  to  be  hauled  on 
its  line'  clearly  indicates  that  the  use  must 
be  associated  with  or  related  to  the  trans- 
portation or  hauling  of  a  crippled  car,  eitho' 
in  transportation  from  place  to  place,  or  of 
the  car  from  the  place  where  found  to  be 
defective  or  insecure  to  the  place  of  repair. 
It  does  not  mean  such  use  of  the  car  else- 
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where  or  in  other  relations  than  such  haul- 
ing or  movement."  McCalmont  r.  Pennsyl- 
vania Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1921)  273  Fed.  231. 

VIII.  "Remedial  Action"  (p.  1197) 

A  carnal  xelation  between  the  violation  of 
the  Safety  Appliance  Act  and  the  employee's 
injuries  must  always  exist.  McCalmont  v. 
Pennsylvania  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1921)  273 
Fed.  231,  holding  in  this  case  that  the  carrier 
was  not  liable. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1199,  sec.  1.  [Locomo- 
tive ask  pan,  etc.]  [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  588.] 

Proximate  caue  of  injury. —  In  Ft.  Worth, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  Smithers,  (Tex.  1921)  228  S. 
W.  637,  it  appeared  that  the  ash  pan  of  a 
locomotive  was  so  out  of  order  that  the 
cover  could  not  be  closed  by  the  use  of  the 
lever.  A  round  house  employer,  failing  to 
dose  the  pan  by  the  lever,  started  to  leave 
the  locomotive  cab  to  go  under  the  locomo* 
tive  to  close  it,  and  in  so  doing  fell  by  rea- 
son of  the  slippery  condition  of  the  floor  of 
the  cab.  It  was  held  that  the  violation  of 
the  Ash  Pan  Act  was  the  proximate  cause  of 
the  injury. 

VoLVIII,  p.  1201,sec.2.    [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  339.] 

Boiler  underKoinK  repair. — ^A  boiler  on  a 
locomotive  which  is  in  the  shop  for  purpose 
of  repair  is  not  being  used  in  interstate  com- 
merce within  this  section.  Flack  v.  Atchi- 
son, etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  1920)  224  S.  W.  415, 
wherein  it  was  said:  "At  the  time  of  the 
accident  here  in  suit,  the  engine  in  question 
was  not  being  used  in  '  moving  interstate 
or  foreign  traSSc,'  nor  was  it  *in  the  active 
service  of  such  carrier  in  moving  traffic' 
within  the  intent  and  purpose  of  that  art, 
as  we  construe  it.  The  engine  was  undeni- 
ably being  prepared  for  use  in  interstate 
traffic,  and  the  deceased  met  his  death  while 
engaged  in  that  preparation.  The  work  then 
being  done  was  necessary  in  order  to  avoid  a 
violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  whose 
penalties  respondent  now  invokes." 

Action  for  injuries. —  In  an  action  under 
the  federal  Employers'  Liability  Act,  the 
plaintiff  may  recover  for  injuries  caused  by 
the  violation  of  this  section.  Cochran  v, 
Atchison,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Kan.  1921)  198  Pac. 
685. 

Vol-  VIII,  p.  1205,  sec.  1.  [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  215.] 

Engine  steps. —  The  presence  of  a  lump  of 
coal  on  an  engine  step  does  not  constitute  a 
violation  of  this  section.    Reeves  v.  Chicago, 


etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1929)  147  Minn.  114,  179  N.  W. 
689. 

Piston  rod. —  A  broken  piston  rod  result- 
ing in  the  escape  of  large  quantities  of  steam 
into  the  cab  of  the  locomotive  is  within 
this  act.  Rilburn  v.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(Mo.  1921)  232  S.  W.  1017. 

Presumption  of  safety  mechanism. — ^When 
it  comes  to  a  question  of  proper  condition 
and  safety  under  this  act,  that  mechanism 
which  has  been  in  constant  use  for  years 
without  causing  injury  must  be  considered 
proper  and  safe  until  gome  notice  or  occasion 
indicates  its  danger  and  insufficiency.  Ford 
r.  McAdoo,  (1921)  231  N.  Y.  155,  131  N.  B. 
874,  wherein  it  was  held  that  the  evidence 
was  insufficient  to  show  that  the  locomotive 
was  defective. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1208,  sec.  1.    [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  584.] 

I.  Introductory. 

2.  Construction  and  operation, 
a.  In  general. 

d.  Construction    controlled     by 
federal  decisions. 
8.  "  Common  carrier  by  railroad. 

a.  In  general. 

b.  Electric  railway. 

c.  Vessel  owned  by  railroad, 
f.  Express  company. 

4.  Paramount  to  state  laws, 
a.  In  generaL 

c.  State  statutes,  in  general. 

d.  State  Workmen's  Compensa- 

tion Acts. 
II.  Employer    engaged    in    interstate    com- 
merce. 
1.  In  general. 
4.  Hauling  empty  cars. 
6.  Movements  in  terminal  yard. 
8.  Transportation  of  mail. 
III.  Employee    engaged    in    interstate    com- 
merce. 

1.  Relation  of  employer  and  employee. 
r.  Independent  contractor, 
u  Express  agent. 

2.  Employed  in  interstate  conunerce. 

a.  General  rule  and  tests. 

b.  Employee  operating  train. 

c.  Employees  coupling,  un- 
coupling or  switching  cars. 

d.  Employee  engaged  in  con- 
struction or  repairs. 

e.  Employee  supplying  fuel  or 
water. 

f.  Employee  guarding  or  in- 
specting property. 

g.  Employee  going  to  or  return- 
ing from  work  or  tem- 
porarily diverted  there- 
from. 

h.  Employee  working  on  water- 
craft, 
i.  Other  employees. 
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IV.  Injuries  to  employees. 

1.  Negligence  generally. 

a.  Basis  of  liability. 

d.  Defects  in  cars,  engines,  ap- 

pliances, etc. 

(1)  In  general. 

(2)  Duty   of    carrier   as   to 

place  to  work. 
(5)   Particular  acts  or  con- 
ditions  as  negligence. 

e.  Violation  of  safety  appliance 

act  as  negligence. 
I.  Effect  of  section  on  particu- 
lar doctrines  or  maxims. 

(1)  In  eeneral 

(2)  Fellow  servant  doctrine. 

2.  Persons  entitled  to  sue. 

b.  Personal  representatives. 
8.  Pleadings. 

a.  In  general. 

b.  Paiiicular  allegations. 

c.  Amendments  to  pleadings. 
4.  Practice  and  procedure. 

a.  In  general. 

b.  Election. 

e.  Form  of  verdict. 
6.  Evidence. 

d.  Presumptions. 

e.  Burden  of  proof. 

6.  Damages. 

b.  Actions  for  death. 

(1)  In  general. 

(2)  Pecuniary  loss. 

c  Recovery  by  widow  and  chil- 
dren. 

(1)  In  general. 

(2)  Action  by  widow. 

(3)  Actions  by  children, 
d.  Actions  for  death  of  son. 

7.  Questions  for  court  and  jury. 

8.  Appeal  and  error. 

I.   IlTTBODUCTOBY 

2.   Oonatruction  <md   Operation 

a.  In  General  (p.  1213) 

The  Safety  Appliance  Act  and  the  Em- 
ployera'  Liability  Act— "The  federal  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act,  exclusively  regulating 
the  relation  of  common  carriers  and  their 
employees  while  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce, was  enacted  long  after  the  Safety  Ap- 
pliance Act,  viz.  April  22,  1908  (3i5  Stat.  65), 
and  this  absolute  duty  of  the  railroad  com- 
pany under  the  Safety  Appliance  Act  to  ita 
employees,  injured  when  engaged  in  inter- 
state commerce,  must  be  considered  as  in- 
corporated in  it.  Whenever  a  violation  of 
that  act  is  the  proximate  cause  of  the  injury, 
the  negligence  of  the  railroad  company  is 
ipso  facto  established.  The  exemption  in 
favor  of  such  employees  is  greater  in  the 
Employees'  Liability  Act  than  that  conferred 
by  section  8  of  the  Safety  Appliance  Act; 
sections  3  and  4  providing  that  no  such  em- 
ployees shall  be  held  to  have  been  guilty  of 
contributory  negligence,  or  to  have  assumed 
the  risks  of  the  employment  in  any  case, 
where  the  violation  by  the  common  carrier 


of  any  statute  enacted  for  the  safety  of  em- 
ployees contributed  to  the  injury  or  death 
of  such  employee.  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads p.  Ronald,  (C.  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265 
Fed.   138. 

Ezclusiveness  of  remedy. —  The  remedy 
given  by  this  act,  in  so  far  as  it  fixes  the 
liability  of  the  employer,  is  exclusive  as  to 
him,  but  does  not  modify  the  employee's 
common  law  right  to  sue  any  third  party 
who  is  jointly  liable  for  the  injury  Cott  v. 
Erie  R.  Co.,  (1921)  231  N.  Y.  67,  131  N.  E. 
737. 

d.    Construction    Controlled   by   Federal 
Decisions    (p.   1214) 

The  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Conrt  of  the 
United  States. —  To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  Hines  v.  Industrial  Accident 
Commission,  (Cal.  1920)  192  Pac.  859; 
Wright  V.  Interurban  R.  Co.,  (U.  1920)  179 
N.  W.  877;  Seaboard  Air  Line  R.  Co.  v. 
Brooks,  (Ga.  1921)  107  S.  K  878.  In  the 
last  case,  the  court  said: 

'*  The  law  which  we  are  called  upon  to 
construe,  being  an  act  of  the  United  States 
Congress,  presents  a  federal  question.  On 
all  such  questions  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  is  the  highest  authority,  aod 
its  decisions  are  final.  Because  there  is  an 
absence  of  direct  adjudication  on  the  precise 
point  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
8tates,  it  becomes  the  duty  of  this  court 
to  *  determine  the  question  by  the  exercise 
of  its  own  judgment,  enlightened  by  the  best 
available  authorities.' " 

A  federal  court's  interpretation  of  the  act 
prevails  over  any  state  law  or  rule  of  inter- 
pretation of  a  state  court.  Bennett  r.  Atchi- 
son, etc.,  R.  Co.,   (la.  1921)    183  N.  W.  424. 

8.  "Common  Carrier  hy  Railroad^ 

a.  In  General  (p.  1215) 

Railroad  under  federal  controL — ^A  rail- 
road under  federal  control  under  the  act  of 
March  21,  1918,  (1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
p.  757  et  seq.)  is  an  employer  within  this 
section.  Hite  i\  St.  Joseph,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(Mo.   1920)    225  S.  W.  916. 

b.  Electric  Railway    (p.   1216) 

State  corporation. — ^''  Ordinary  street  cars 
(and  not  interurban  or  suburban  cars)  oper- 
ated on  streets  of  cities  for  the  carriage  of 
passengers  do  not  come  under  the  Federal 
Employers'  Liability  Act."  Peters  v.  Kansas 
City  Rys.  Co.,  (Mo.  1920)  204  Mo.  App.  197, 
224  S.  W.  26. 

c.  Vessel  Owned  by  Railroad    (p.  121<() 

Vessel  not  owned  by  railroad. —  Since  this 
act  applies  only  to  common  carriers  by  rail- 
road, the  fact  that  an  employee  is  injured 
while  assisting  in  the  unloading  of  a  vessel 
used  in  interstate  commerce,  is  immaterial, 
especially  where  the  vessel  is  not  owned  by 
the  defendant  railroad  and  forms  no  part  of 
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its  Bystem.     Foley  v.  Hineg,  (1920)   119  Me. 
425,  111  Ail.  715. 

f.  Express  Company  (p.  1217) 
To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion, Wells  Fargo  &  Co.  v.  Taylor,  (1920) 
254  U.  S.  176,  41  S.  Ct.  93,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  reversing  (C  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1918)  249 
Fed.  109,  Iftl  C.  C.  A.  161;  State  t?.  American 
Express  Co..  (Utah  1921)  195  Pac.  312.  In 
the  former  case,  the  court  said: 

**  The  question  is  presented  whether  the 
act  embraces  a  common  carrier  by  express, 
which  neither  owns  nor  operates  a  rail- 
road, but  uses  and  pays  for  railroad  trans- 
portation in  the  manner  before  shown.  The 
District  Court  answered  the  question  in  the 
negative  and  the  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  in 
the  affirmative.  A  n^ative  answer  also  has 
been  given  in  a  like  situation  by  the  Court  of 
Errors  and  Appeals  of  New  Jersey  (Higgins 
V.  Erie  R.  Co.,  89  N.  J.  L.  «29,  99  Atl.  98) ; 
and  a  recent  decision  by  the  supreme  court 
of  Minnesota  makes  persuasively  for  that 
view  (State  ez  rel.  Great  Northern  Exp.  Co. 
t:.  District  Ct,,  142  Minn.  410,  172  N.  W. 
310). 

In  our  opinion  the  words  ''common  car- 
rier by  railroad,'  as  used  in  the  act,  mean 
one  who  operates  a  railroad  as  a  means  of 
carrying  for  the  public, —  that  is  to  say,  a 
railroad  company  acting  as  a  common  car- 
rier. This  view  not  only  is  in  accord  with 
the  ordinary  acceptation  of  the  words,  but 
IB  enforced  by  the  mention  of  cars,  engines, 
track,  roadbed,  and  other  property  pertain- 
ing to  a  going  railroad  (see  Southern  P. 
Co.  f.  Jensen,  244  U.  S.  205,  212,  213,  61 
L.  ed.  1086,  1096,  1097,  L.  R.  A.  1918C, 
451,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  624,  Ann.  Cas.  1917E, 
900,  14  N.  C.  C.  A.  597 ) ;  by  the  obvious 
reference  in  the  latter  part  of  {§  3  and  4 
to  statutes  requiring  engines  and  cars  to  be 
equipped  with  automatic  couplers,  standard 
drawbars,  and  other  appliances  intended  to 
promote  the  safety  of  railroad  employees 
(see  San  Antonio  k  A.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Wagner, 
241  U.  S.  476,  484.  60  L.  ed.  1110,  1117,  36 
8up.  Ct.  Rep.  626)  ;  by  the  use  of  similar 
words  in  closely  related  acts  which  apply 
only  to  carriers  operating  railroads  (March 
2,  1893,  27  Stat,  at  L.  531,  chap.  196,  8 
Fed.  Stat.  Anno.  2d  ed.  p.  1155;  May  30, 
1908,  35  SUt.  at  L.  476,  chap.  225,  8  Fed. 
Stat.  Anno.  2d  ed.  p.  1199;  May  6,  1910,  36 
Stat,  at  L.  350,  chap.  208,  8  Fed.  Stat.  Anno. 
2d  ed.  p.  1420) ;  and  by  the  fact  that  sim- 
ilar words  in  the  original  Interstate  Com- 
merce Act  had  been  construed  as  including 
carriers  operating  railroads,  but  not  express 
convpanies  doing  business  as  here  shown  (1 
Inters.  Com.  Rep.  677),  I.  I.  C.  C.  Rep.  349; 
United  States  v.  Morsman,  3  Inters.  Com. 
Rep.  112,  42  Fed.  448;  Southern  Indiana 
Exp.  Co.  V.  United  States  Exp.  Co.,  88  Fed. 
659,  662,  a.  c.  35  C.  C.  A.  172,  92  Fed.  1022. 
And  see  American  Exp.  Co.  i\  United  States, 
212  U.  S.  522,  531,  534,  53  L.  ed.  635,  639, 
640,    29   Sup.    Ct.    Rep.    315). 


4.  Paramount   to  State  Law9 
a.  In  Oneral    (p.   1217) 

State  laws  anpeneded. —  To  same  effect  «• 
original  annotation,  see  Illinois  Cent.  R.  Co. 
0.  Johnston,  (Ala.  1920)  87  So.  866;  Char- 
lotte Harbor,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Truette,  (Fla. 
1921)  87  So.  427;  Hines  v.  Burns,  (19(20) 
189  Ky.  761,  226  S.  W.  109;  Myers  t\  Payne, 
(Mo.  App.  1921)  227  S.  W.  633;  Winter- 
mute  V.  Oregon-Washington  R.,  etc.,  Co., 
(1921)  98  Ore.  431,  194  Pac.  420;  Atchison, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  Francis,  (Tex.  1921 )  2SfI  & 
W.  342. 

Applicability  to  Porto  Rico. —  It  is  held 
that  this  act  and  the  Workmen's  Compensa- 
tion Act  of  Porto  Rico  are  inconsistent  and 
that  so  far  as  inconsistent  this  Act  is  in- 
applicable to  railroads  in  Porto  Rico. 
Camunas  r.  Porto  Rico  R.,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
Ist  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  924. 

c.  State  Statutes,  in  General   (p.  1£19) 

The  federal  law  it  exclusive  within  the 
scope  of  its  operation. —  To  same  effect  as 
original  annotation,  see  Hines  r.  Industrial 
Commission,  (1920)  295  III.  231,  129  N.  £. 
175. 

d.  State     Workmen's     Compensation     Acts 

(p.  1220) 

A  state  Workmen's  Compensation  Law  has 

no  application  to  an  injury  received  by  a 
railroad  employee  while  engaged  in  interstate 
commerce.  Hines  t*.  Industrial  Ace.  Com- 
mission, (Cal.  1920)  192  Pac.  859,  14  A.  h, 
R.  720. 


II.     EMPLDTEB       EirOAOED       IN        INTEBSTATB 

COMMEBCC 

1.  In  General   (p.  1223) 

A  terminal  road  which  switches  indiscrim- 
inately for  foreign  and  domestic  cars  is  an 
instrumentaJity  of  interstate  or  foreign  com- 
merce, regardless  of  whether  it  knows  them 
to  be  such  in  each  instance.  Cott  v.  Erie  R. 
Co.,  (1921)  231  N.  Y.  67,  131  N.  E.  737. 

A  crane  used  in  unloading  coal  to  be  held 
in  reserve  in  view  of  a  threatened  coal  strike 
is  not  an  instrumentality  of  interstate  com- 
merce so  as  to  permit  a  recovery  under  this 
Act;  nor  does  the  coal  acquire  the  character 
of  such  commerce  by  reason  of  its  contem- 
plated use  in  the  operation  of  the  railroad 
at  a  future  date.  Kozimko  r.  Hines,  (C  C. 
A.  3d  Cir.  1920)   268  Fed.  507. 

4.  Hauling  Empty  Oars  (p.  1227) 

The  hauling  of  empty  freight  cars  from 
one  state  to  another. —  To  same  effect  as 
original  annotation,  see  Koons  t:*.  Philadel- 
phia, etc.,  R.  Co.,   (Pa,   1921)    114  Atl.  262. 

6.  Movements  in  Terminal  Yard    (p.   1227) 

In  case  of  an  interstate  train. —  To  same 
effect  as  original  annotation,   see  Payne   v. 
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Rearden,   (C.  C.  A.  8tli  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed. 
879. 

8.  (Transporiation  of  Mail    (p.   1227) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Cleveland,  etc.,  R,  Co.  t\  Industrial  Com- 
mission, (1900)  294  111.  374,  128  N  E.  516; 
Bak?r  v.  Southern  Pac.  R.  Co.,  (1920)  193 
Pac.  766. 

III.  SifPLOTEE  Engaged  in  Intebsta'x*e 

Commerce 

I.  Relation  of  Employer  and  Employee 

g.  Independent  Contractor    (p.   1234) 

Servant  of  independent  contractor. —  The 
act  does  not  embrace  the  servant  of  an  in- 
dependent contractor  holding  a  contract  with 
an  interstate  carrier.  Polludc  v.  Minne- 
apolis, etc.,  R.  Co.,  (S.  D.  1921)  183  X.  W. 
859,  following  decision  on  former  appeal  40 
S.  D.  186,  166  N.  W.  641,  affirmed  248  U.  S. 
668,  39  S.  Ct.  6,  63  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)   421. 

h.  £«xpre8s  Agent    (p.   1235) 

An  express  messenger  in  charge  of  express 
matter  which  a  railway  company  was  trans- 
porting for  the  express  company  in  an  ex- 
press car  furnished  by  the  railway  company 
under  a  contract  wnich  gave  the  express 
company  the  exclusive  privilege  of  conducting 
an  express  business,  the  railway  company  to 
provide  the  motive  power  and  the  train 
operatives,  was  on  the  train  as  an  employee 
not  of  the  railway  company,  but  of  the  ex- 
press company,  by  which  he  was  employed, 
directed,  and  paid,  and  at  whose  will  he  was 
to  continue  in  service  or  be  discharged. 
Wells  Fargo  &  Co.  v.  Taylor,  (1920)  254 
U.  S.  175,  41  S.  Ct.  93,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
reversing  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1918)  249  Fed. 
109,  161  C.  C.  A.  161. 

2.  Employed  in  Interstate  Commerce 
a.  General  Rule  and  Tests  (p.  1236) 

It  it  eaaential  to  a  caae  under  the  atatutet. 
"--To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Ward  r.  Erie  R.  Co.,  ( 1921 )  230  N.  Y.  230, 
129  N.  E.  886;  Rockford  City  Traction  Co. 
V.  Industrial  Commission,  (1920)  295  III. 
358,  129  N.  £.  135;  Swank  r.  Pennsylvania 
R.  Co.,  (N.  J.  1920)  111  Atl.  44;  Foley  v. 
Hines,  (1920)  119  Me.  425,  111  Atl.  715; 
Gruszewsky  r.  Director  General  of  Railroads, 
(Com.   1921)    113  Atl.   160. 

The  true  teat  as  to  whether  one  is  engaged 
in  interstate  commerce. —  To  same  effect  as 
original  annotation,  see  Hines  r.  Baechtel, 
(1921)  137  Md.  513,  113  Atl.  126;  Grus- 
zewsky V.  Director  General,  (1921)  113  Atl. 
160;  Koons  v.  Philadelphia,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(Pa.  1921)    114  Atl.  262. 

That  violation  of  the  Safety  Appliance 
Act  cauaed  the  injury  does  not  dispense  with 
proof  that  the  employer  was  at  the  time 
thereof  engaged  in  interstate  commerce. 
Flanigan  v,  Hines,  (1920)  108  Kan.  133, 
193  Pac.  1077. 


b.  Employee  Operating  Train   (p.  1244) 

Employees  within  the  statute  —  Trainmen. 
-A    railway    employee   who    is    injured   by 


being  caught  between  two  cars  w^hile  em- 
ployed upon  a  freight  train  made  up  of  both 
interstate  cars  and  freight  and  intrastate 
cars  and  freight  was  employed  in  interstate 
commerce,  within  the  meaning  of  this  act, 
so  as  to  exclude  the  operation  of  a  state 
workmen's  compensation  act.  Philadelphia, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  Polk,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — , 
41  S.  Ct.  618,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing 
(1920)    266  Pa.  St.  335,  109  Atl.  627. 

Engineer,' — Where  an  engineer  employed 
in  the  shifting  service  of  a  railroad,  engaged 
in  both  interstate  and  intrastate  commerce, 
had  hauled  a  train  of  interstate  cars  to  its 
destination  in  the  railroad  yard  and  waa 
injured  while  taking  the  engine  to  the  round- 
house either  to  receive  further  orders  or  to 
house  the  engine  for  the  night,  it  was  held 
that  he  was  engaged  in  interstate  commerce 
within  the  mea>ning  of  this  act.  Director 
Gen.  of  Railroads  i\  Bennett,  (C.  0.  A.  Sd 
Cir.   1920)    268  Fed.  767. 

c.  Employees  Coupling,  Uncoupling  or 
Switching  Cars    (p.  1248) 

Bmployeea  within  the  atatute  —  BvAtch- 
ing. — ^A  switchman  was  held  to  be  engaged 
in  interstate  conmierce  where  at  the  time 
of  the  injury  he  was  assisting  in  the  re- 
moval of  an  intrastate  car  from  a  track  so 
as  to  facilitate  the  movement  of  an  inter- 
state train.  Reap  i\  Hines,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  88. 

Wliere  the  parties  stipulated  that  the 
*'  decedent  was  assisting  another  man  at  work 
at  or  near  a  switch,  which  switch  was  con- 
nected with  tracks  used  for  both  interstate 
and  intrastate  commerce"  it  was  declared: 

*'  This  stipulation,  construed  most  favor- 
ably to  the  plaintiff  on  the  defendant's  c<m- 
cession,  placed  the  decedent  at  the  switch 
and  made  the  switch  a  part  of  the  tracks. 
The  switch  thus  became  an  instrumentality 
as  permanently  devoted  to  commerce  as  the 
tracks  themselves  (Minneapolis  k  St.  Louis 
R.  Co.  V,  Winters,  242  U.  S.  353,  37  Supu 
Ct.  170,  61  L.  ed.  358,  Ann.  Cas.  191SB,  54; 
Pederson  r.  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.,  229  U.  S.  146»  33 
Sup.  Ct.  648,  57  L.  ed.  1126,  Ann.  Gas. 
1914C,  53),  and  determined  the  character  of 
the  employment  of  both  ^nployee  and  car- 
rier as  interstate."  Smith  r.  Payne,  (G. 
C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  1. 

In  Stewart  v.  Wabash  R.  Co.,  (Neb.  1921) 
182  N.  W.  496,  a  switch  foreman  was  held 
to  be  within  the  act  on  facts  noted  by  the 
court  as  follows: 

"  The  proof  shows  that  defendant  is  an  in- 
terstate carrier  with  lines  extending  through 
Missouri,  Iowa,  and  other  states,  and  nin- 
ning  passenger  trains  into  Omaha.  Plaintiff 
had  worked  as  a  switchnuui  for  defendant  for 
seven  years  at  Council  Bluffs.  He  was  act- 
ing as  switch  foreman  and  was  working  at 
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the  main  freight  yards  on  the  day  of  the 
accident,  in  yards  in  which  both  interstate 
and  intrastate  traffic  was  handled.  The 
three  cars  were  taken  from  track  seven  in 
the  yard,  and  were  brought  down  the  main 
line  and  pushed  upon  the  Y.  One  of  the 
cars  belonged  to  the  Chicago,  St.  Paul,  Min- 
neapolis &  Omaha  Railway  Company,  and 
another  to  the  New  York  Central  Railroad 
Company.  The  engineer  testified  that,  after 
he  coupled  on  to  eight  or  nine  other  cars, 
he  was  given  a  signal  to  clear  the  main  line. 
The  main  line  was  used  for  both  interstate 
and  intrastate  commerce." 

Employees  not  within  t]ie  atatnte  —  An 
engineer  switching  on  to  a  siding  a  string 
of  empty  cars  which  have  no  destination 
and  are  to  be  held  there  to  await  orders, 
and  which  might  in  their  next  use  *'  go  any- 
where" is  not  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce. Kraemer  v.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(Minn.  19^1)    181  N.  W.  847. 

A  stoitohnnan  is  not  within  the  act  where 
the  cars  being  switched  neither  carried  in- 
terstate conunerce  nor  were  they  to  be  used 
innnediately  in  interstate  commerce,  nor  had 
they  been  used  inunediately  before  in  such 
conmierce,  but  were  only  used  therein  when- 
ever the  exigencies  of  the  railroad  called 
them  into  service  for  that  purpose.  Hines, 
V.  Green,   (1921)   125  Miss.  476,  87  So.  64^. 

d.  Ehnployee  Engaged  in  Construction  or 
Repairs  (p.  1254) 

Employeea  within  the  statute  —  Roadbed 
and  tracks. — ^A  section  hand  who  is  killed 
w^hile  removing  the  stone  ballast  from 
between  the  ties  under  tracks  used  in  inter- 
state conunerce,  is  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce within  the  meaning  ol  this  section. 
Swank  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.,  (N.  J.  1920) 
111  AU.  44. 

So  a  brakeman  hauling  ballast  for  use 
on  a  main  trade  over  which  interstate  trains 
are  operated  is  within  the  act.  Kansas  City 
Southern  R  Co.  v.  Leinen,  (144  Ark.  454) 
223  S.  W.  1. 

In  Crecelius  t?.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  ( 1920) 
284  Mo.  26,  223  8.  W.  413,  the  evidence  in 
behalf  of  plaintiff  tends  to  show  that  dece- 
dent was  timekeeper  for  a  group  of  work- 
men in  the  employ  of  appellant;  that  he  was 
employed  by  the  month;  that  his  duties  re- 
quired him  to  keep  a  record  of  the  men  em- 
ployed; to  check  them  up  at  least  twice 
daily;  to  make  two  daily  reports  to  his 
superiors,  one  by  telegraph,  and  one  by  mail ; 
that  these  duties  usually  consumed  his  time 
until  about  7  or  8  o'clock  in  the  evening; 
that  he  was  killed  at  about  6.30  p.  m.; 
that  he  was,  at  the  moment  when  death 
overtook  him,  on  his  way  to  make  his  daily 
telegraphic  report;  that  during  the  day  upon 
which  he  died  the  men  under  his  observa- 
tion were  employed  in  part  in  constructing 
a  temporary  track  and  in  part  in  work  upon 
the  main  track;  and  that  this  main  track 
was    used   by   appellant    in    interstate   com- 

24 


merce.  The  train  which  killed  decedent  was 
an  intrastate  train.  It  was  held  that  the 
plaintiff  was  within  the  act. 

Bridges. — ^An  employee  of  a  railroad  com- 
pany who  is  kiUed  while  hauling  stringers 
for  the  repair  of  a  bridge  used  by  the  com- 
pany in  interstate  commerce,  is  engaged  in 
interstate  commerce  within  the  meaning  of 
this  act.  Hines  v.  Industrial  Commission, 
( 1920)   295  111.  231,  129  N.  B.  175. 

Engine  or  oar. — A  laborer  in  the  car  shopa 
of  a  railroad  who  is  injured  while  unload- 
ing for  repairs  a  car  wrecked  in  interstate 
conmierce,  is  within  the  scope  of  this  act. 
Koons  17.  Philadelphia,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Pa. 
1<921)   114  Atl.  262. 

Repairing  engine. —  In  Payne  v.  Industrial 
Ace.  Commission,  (Col.  App-  1921)  195  Pac. 
81,  a  workman  was  held  to  be  within  the 
act  while  engaged  in  a  repair  shop  repair- 
ing an  engine  the  past  and  future  use  of 
which  was  stated  as  follows: 

''This  locomotive  had  been  used  several 
months  for  the  exclusive  purpose  of  hauling 
heavy  freight  trains  in  interstate  commerce 
between  points  in  the  states  of  Nevada  and 
California,  on  the  main  line  of  the  railroad. 
On  the  19th  of  December,  1918,  it  was  placed 
in  the  shops  at  Los  Angeles  for  general  onrer- 
hauling  and  the  installation  of  a  superheat- 
ing apparatus  to  increase  the  steam  pres- 
sure, whereupon  it  was  the  intention  to  re- 
turn it  to  its  regular  service.     It  was  esti- 
mated that  this  work  would  be  finished  about 
January  30,  1919,  but  owing  to  delay  in  de- 
livery of  necessary  materials  it  was  not  ac- 
tually completed  until  about  February  21, 
1919.     After  the  repairs  had  been  made  the 
engine  was  given  a  trial  for  several  days  in 
the  yards  of  the  company  at  Los  Angeles,  in 
accordance  with  the  usual  custom,  without 
cars  attached.    On  February  25,  1919,  it  haul- 
ed a  freight  train  from  Los  Angeles  to  San 
Pedro,  and  on  the  following  day  returned  to 
Los  Angeles  with  a  similar  train,  a  portion  of 
the  cargo  in  both  instances  being  consigned 
to  points  outside  of  California.    It  was  testi- 
fied that  the  trip  to  San  Pedro  was  a  part 
of  the  process  of  '  breaking  in '  after  a  loco- 
motive   had    undergone    extensive    repairs. 
After    this   run    to   San   Pedro,   the   engine 
was  returned  to  the  shop,  remaining  there 
until  March  4,  1919,  when  it  was  eent  out 
attached   to   a   through   freight   train,    and 
resumed  its  former  run  between  Yermo,  Cal., 
and  Caliente,  Nev.,  on  the  main  line  of  the 
railroad,  where  it  has  ever  since  been  used." 
Employees  not  within  statute  —  A  cof*  re- 
pairer who  is  injured  while  repairing  a  car 
which  is  out  of  use  for  the  purpose  of  having 
the  repairs  made,  is  not  injured  ''while  en- 
gaged in   interstate  commerce"  within   the 
meaning  of  this  action.     Herzog  v.  Hines, 
(N.  J.  1920)  11^  Atl.  315,  wherein  the  court 
said: 

"  In  Erie  Railroad  Co.  v.  Welsh,  242  U.  S. 
303,  37  Sup.  Ct.  116,  61  L.  ed.  319,  the  true 
test  to  be  applied  in  determining  whetiier 
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or  not  a  given  case  was  within  the  federal 
statute  was  declared  to  be  the  nature  of  the . 
work  being  done  at  the  time  of  the  injury; 
and  it  was  held  that  the  fact  that  the  plain- 
tiff, who  was  a  yard  conductor  in  the  com- 
pany's employ,  had  shortly  before  the  acci- 
dent been  engaged  in  superintending  the 
shifting  of  an  interstate  car,  and  that  he  was 
returning  to  the  yardmaster's  office  after  fae 
had  completed  this  task,  for  instructions  as 
to  what  work  he  should  next  engage  in,  when 
the  accident  occurred,  and  the  further  fact, 
had  he  reached  the  yardmaster's  office  safe- 
ly, he  would  then  have  been  directed  to  as- 
sist in  making  up  an  interstate  train,  were 
not  sufficient  to  bring  the  case  within  the 
act. 

'* Although  the  facts  of  the  cited  case  are 
quite  unlike  those  which  are  presented  in 
that  now  before  us,  the  test  laid  down  is  ap- 
plicable; that  is,  was  the  work  being  done 
by  the  plaintiff  at  the  time  of  the  injury  a 
task  in  interstate  commerce?  We  think  it 
plain  that  it  was  not.  The  repair  woric 
was  being  done  to  an  instrument  of  com- 
merce, it  is  true,  but  at  that  time  the  car 
was  entirely  out  of  conuniseion,  and  was  not 
being  used  for  any  purpose  whatever.  In  this 
respect  the  case  radically  differs  from  that 
of  Pederson  t?.  D.  L.  &  W.  R.  R.  Co.,  229  U. 
S.  146,  33  Sup.  Ct.  648,  57  L.  ed.  1125,  Ann. 
Gas.  19140,  163,  where  the  repair  was  being 
made  upon  an  instrument  of  interstate  com- 
merce then  in  use  in  such  transporation. 

"  There  are  other  and  later  decisions  of  the 
federal  tribunal  where  the  test  declared  in 
the  Welsh  Case  was  applied  in  cases  quite 
similar  in  their  facts  to  that  now  before  us. 
In  Minneapolis,  etc.,  R.  R.  Co.  v.  Winters, 
242  U.  S.  353,  37  Sup.  Ct.  176,  61  L.  Ed. 
358,  Ann.  Cas.  1918B,  54,  the  injury  occur- 
red while  the  plaintiff  was  repairing  a  lo- 
comotive engine.  The  engine  had  been  used 
in  interstate  commerce  before  the  accident 
happened,  and  was  so  used  afterward.  There 
was  nothing,  however,  to  show  that  it  was 
permanently  devoted  to  such  commerce.  It 
was  held  that  the  facts  did  not  present  a 
case  within  the  federal  act,  the  court  saying: 
'This  is  not  like  the  matter  of  repairs 
upon  a  road  permanently  devoted  to  com- 
merce among  tiie  states.  An  engine  as  such 
is  not  permanently  devoted  to  any  kind  of 
traffic  and  i%  does  not  appear  that  this  en- 
gine was  destined  especially  to  anything 
more  definite  than  such  business  as  it  might 
be  needed  for.  It  was  not  interrupted  in  an 
interstate  haul  to  be  repaired  and  go  on. 
It  simply  had  finished  some  interstate  busi- 
ness and  had  not  yet  hegan  upon  any  other. 
Its  next  work,  so  far  as  appears,  might  be 
interstate  or  confined  to  Iowa,  as  it  should 
happen.  At  the  moment  it  was  not  engaged 
in  either.  Its  character  as  an  instrument  of 
commerce  depended  on  its  employment  at  the 
time  not  upon  remote  probabilities  or  upon 
accidental  later  events.' 

''  In  Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  R.  Co.  v.  Bran- 


son, 242  U.  S.  623,  37  Sup.  Ct.  244,  61  L. 
Ed.  634,  the  plaintiff  was  injured  while  en- 
gaged in  painting  an  engine  in  the  defend- 
ant company's  roundhouse,  the  work  which 
he  was  doing  being  that  for  which  he  was 
employed.  It  was  held  that  the  case  was 
not  withm  the  statute.  So,  too,  in  the  case 
of  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  R.  Co.  v,  Kindlesparker, 
246  U.  S.  057,  38  Sup.  Ct.  426,  62  L.  Ed. 
925,  the  court  again  applied  the  test  declared 
in  the  Welsh  Case,  holding  that  a  plaintiff 
who  was  injured  while  repairing  an  engine 
which,  when  in  use,  was  devoted  indiscrim- 
inately to  the  movement  of  interstate  and 
intrasta/te  traffic,  was  not  engaged  at  the  time 
of  the  accident  in  interstate  commerce,  with- 
in the  meaning  of  the  federal  statute." 

Boiler  maker. —  In  Payne  i*.  Demott,  (Ga. 
A<pp.  1921 )  106  S.  E.  9,  the  court  held  that 
a  boiler  maker  was  not  engaged  in  inter- 
state commerce  while  working  on  a  locomo- 
tive which  was  used  chiefly  i^  intrastate 
traffic  and  which  at  the  time  of  the  injury 
had  been  withdrawn  from  service  for  the 
purpose  of  being  repaired  and  was  in  the 
repair  shop. 

An  employee  of  an  intraeiate  traction  conv- 
party  who  is  injured  while  welding  rails  in 
tracks  used  by  his  employer  and  also  by 
an  interstate  company,  is  not  engaged  in  in- 
terstate commerce  within  the  meaning  of  this 
act.  Rockford  City  Tracti<m  Co.  v.  Indus- 
trial Commission,  (1920)  295  IlL  358,  129 
N.  E.  136,  wherein  it  was  said: 

"The  point  urged  in  the  brief  of  plain- 
tiff in  error  for  a  reversal  of  this  judgment 
is  that  defendant  in  error  was  engaged  in 
interstate  commerce  at  the  time  of  his  in- 
jury and  that  recovery  must  be  had,  if  at 
all,  under  the  federal  Employers'  Liability 
Act.  This  contention  is  made  on  the  theory 
that  at  the  time  of  the  injury  he  was  en- 
gaged in  repairing  an  instrumentality  used 
in  interstate  commerce.  Plaintiff  in  error, 
the  Rockford  City  Traction  Company,  op- 
erates a  street  railway  in  the  city  of  Rock- 
ford, and  an  associated  company,  the  Rock- 
ford &  Interurban  Railway  Company,  operates 
four  interurban  lines  out  of  Rockford  —  one 
each  to  Belvidere,  Freeport,  and  Camp  Grant> 
111.,  and  a  fourth  line  to  Beloit  and  Janes- 
vilTe,  Wis.  These  companies  are  in  law  two 
corporations,  but  they  are  operated  from 
the  same  office  by  the  same  officers  and 
agents,  and  their  connection  is  so  close  that 
it  is  almost  impossible  for  any  one  to  know 
what  are  the  activities. of  the  one  and  what 
of  the  other.  Defendant  in  error  was  in- 
jured in  the  city  of  Rodcford,  near  the  east 
end  of  the  East  State  street  bridge  across 
Rock  river.  Over  the  point  where  ha  was 
injured  the  Rockford  City  Traction  Com- 
pany runs  practically  all  its  lines  of  cars, 
and  the  Rockford  &  Interurban  Railway 
Company  used  the  same  tracks  for  its  cars 
that  run  to  Beloit  and  Janesville,  Wis.  De- 
fendant in  error  testified  that  he  was  em- 
ployed by  the  Rockford  City  Traction  Com- 
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pany  and  was  paid  by  that  company  and 
not  by  the  intenirban  company.  This  was 
sufficient  to  establish  the  relation  of  em- 
ployer and  employee  between  defendant  in 
error  and  plaintiff  in  error.  Chicago  Trac- 
tion Co.  r.  Industrial  Board,  2S2  111.  230, 
118  N.  £.  464.  Where  the  employer  seeks  to 
avoid  liability  under  the  Workmen's  Com- 
pensation Act  on  the  ground  that  the  em- 
ployee was  engaged  in  interstate  commerce 
at  the  time  of  his  injury,  the  burden  is  on 
the  employer  to  show  that  the  employee  at 
the  time  of  his  injury  was  engaged  in  inter- 
state commerce.  Atchison,  Topeka  ft  Santa 
Fe  Railway  Co.  v.  Industrial  Com.,  290  III. 
590,  125  N.  E.  380;  Chicago  ft  Alton  Rail- 
road Co.  V,  Industrial  Com.,  290  111.  599, 
125  N.  E.  378.  Before  the  federal  Employers* 
Liability  Act  controls,  it  must  be  shown  that 
the  employee  was  at  the  time  of  his  injury 
engaged  in  the  interstate  commerce  of  his 
employer;  that  is,  both  the  employee  and 
the  employer  must  at  the  time  be  engaged 
in  interstate  commerce  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act.  Chicago  ft  Alton  Railroad  Co.  v. 
Industrial  C(Hn.,  288  111.  603,  124  N.  E. 
344.  None  of  the  business  of  plaintiff  in 
error  was  interstate  business,  and  the  circuit 
court  properly  held  that  the  Industrial  Com- 
mission had  jurisdiction  of  the  cause.'' 

A  carpenter  repairing  a  depot  building  is 
not  within  the  act.  Boles  v.  Hines,  (Mo. 
App.   1920)    226  S.  W.  272. 

A  inaohini8t*8  helper,  engaged  in  making 
repairs  upon  a  aioiioh  engine  which  had  been 
temporarily  withdrawn  from  service  there- 
for and  which  when  in  service  was  used  in 
both  interstate  and  intrastate  traffic,  is  not 
engaged  in  interstate  commerce.  Hines  v. 
Industrial  Aoc.  Commission,  (Cal.  1920)  192 
Pac.  859,  14  Atl.  720. 

Employee  removing  tires  from  engine 
wheels. —  In  Cleveland,  etc.,  R.  Co.  r.  Ropp, 
(Ind.  1921)  129  N.  E.  475,  the  evidence 
showed  that  the  employee  was  engaged  in 
taking  old  tires  off  wheels;  that  these  tires 
were  taken  to  the  blacksmith's  shop  and 
used  to  make  piston  keys;  that  the  keys  were 
used  to  keep  crossheads  and  pistons  together 
on  various  locomotives.  There  was  nothing 
in  the  evidence  to  show  that  the  employee 
was  doing  anything  immediately  connected 
r»-ith  interstate  commerce,  but  it  was  con- 
tended that  the  pins  and  key  made  from  the 
old  tires  might  be  used  at  some  future  time 
in  engines  in  interstate  commerce.  In  over- 
ruling this  contention,  the  court  said: 

"  The  true  test  of  employment  in  such  com- 
merce in  the. sense  intended  is:  Was  the  em- 
ployee at  the  time  of  the  injury  engaged  in 
interstate  transportation  or  in  work  so 
closely  related  to  it  as  to  be  practically  a 
part  of  it?  Chicago,  Burlington  ft  Q.  R.  R. 
V.  Harrington,  241  U.  S.  177,  180,  36  Sup. 
Ct.  517,  518  (60  L.  ed.  941);  Shanks  v. 
Del.,  Lack,  ft  West.  R.  R.,  239  U.  S.  556, 
558,  36  Sup.  Ot.  188,  60  L.  ed.  436,  L.  R.  A. 
1916C,   797;    Del.,   Lack  ft   West.   R.   R.  v. 


Yurkouis,  238  U.  S.  430,  35  Sup.  Ct.  902, 
59  L.  ed.  1397. 

*'  Measured  by  this  test,  appellee  was  not 
engaged  in  *  interstate  transportation,'  nor 
'  in  work  so  closely  related  to  it  as  to  be 
practically  a  part  of  it.' " 

Employee  at  disused  power  station. — 
Where  an  electric  power  plant  which  had 
been  used  in  interstate  commerce  was  en- 
tirely disused  during  the  making  of  repairs, 
a  temporary  substation  being  substituted,  an 
employee  at  the  disused  plant  is  not  within 
the  aet.  Wright  v.  Interurban  R.  Co.,  (la. 
1920)    179  N.  W.  877. 

e.  Employee  Supplying  Fuel   or   Water 

(p.  1267) 

Brnployeea  within  the  act  —  Supplying 
water.'— Where  the  foreman  of  a  wrecking 
train  after  having  adjusted  a  shipment  (A 
goods  on  certain  interstate  cars,  is  injured 
while  supplying  one  of  the  cars  of  his  train 
with  water,  which  was  a  part  of  his  day's 
work,  he  must  be  deemed  to  have  been  em- 
ployed in  interstate  commerce  at  the  time 
of  his  injury.  Director  General  of  Railroads, 
17.  Ronalds,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
138. 

f.  Employee   Guarding   or  Inspecting  Prop- 

erty (p.  1269) 

Employee  within  the  atatnte  —  Flagman. 
— A  person  employed  as  a  railway  flagman 
at  a  public  crossing,  to  signal  both  intra- 
state and  interstate  trains,  was,  without  re- 
gard to  the  character  —  intrastate  or  inter- 
state —  of  the  particular  train  which  he  was 
flagging  when  killed,  engaged  in  interstate 
commerce,  within  the  meaning  of  this  act, 
so  as  to  exclude  the  operation  of  a  state 
workmen's  compensation  law.  Philadelphia, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  Di  Donato,  (1921)  256  U.  S. 
— ,  41  S.  Ct.  516,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
reversing  (1920)  266  Pa.  St.  412,  109  Atl. 
627. 

Car  inspector. — An  employee  inspecting, 
and,  wherever  necessary,  repairing  cars 
which  were  being  made  ready  for  departure 
to  several  states,  was  none  the  less  engaged 
in  interstate  commerce,  although  it  was  also 
his  dutj^  to  inspect  and  repair  cars  which 
were  being  used  wholly  within  the  state. 
Hines  i;.  Logan,  (CCA.  5th  Cir.  1920) 
269  Fed.  105. 

g.  Employee  Going  to  or  Returning  from 
Work  or  Temporarily  Diverted  Therefrom 
(p.  1271) 

Employees  within  statute. — A  section  hand 
returning  on  a  hand  car  from  his  work  in 
the  repair  of  a  track  used  in  interstate  com- 
merce is  within  the  act.  Wagner  v.  Chicago, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  App.  1921)  232  S.  W.  771. 

An  engineer  of  an  interstate  train  going 
to  the  oil  house  "  to  get  oil  to  run  his 
engine"  or  returning  from  such  a  trip,  is 
within  the  act.  Hines  v.  Burns,  (1920) 
189  Ky.  761,  226  S.  W.  109. 
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Employees  not  within  the  statute.—Where 
a  section  hand  on  the  order  of  his  foreman 
but  in  violation  of  a  rule  known  to  him 
leaves  his  work  and  goes  to  a  nearby  town 
to  get  provisions  for  the  crew  he  is  not  while 
so  doing  within  the  act.  Adams  v.  Hines, 
(Wash.   1921)    196  Pac.  19. 

"Plaintiff  testified  that  prior  to  his  in- 
jury he  had  been  switching  cars  loaded  with 
interstate  freight  and  empty  cars  destined 
to  points  beyond  the  state.  But  these  move- 
ments had  all  been  completed,  and  he  had 
stopped  his  engine  in  the  side  track  to  let 
No.  48  pass.  He  said  that,  if  he  had  not 
been  hurt,  his  next  movement  would  have 
been  to  place  an  empty  for  the  express 
people;  but  that  was  not  enough  to  bring  the 
case  within  the  act,  even  if  it  had  appeared 
that  the  empty  was  to  be  loaded  with  inter- 
state freight."  Patterson  v.  Director  Gen- 
eral of  Railroads,  (1921)  115  S.  C.  390,  106 
S.  B.  746. 

Where  an  employee  on  leaving  railroad 
yards  where  he  was  employed  in  interstate 
commerce  selects  a  dangerous  means  of  exit 
instead  of  the  safe  one  provided  by  the  em- 
ployer, it  is  held  that  in  so  doing  he  ends 
his  employment  and  loses  his  status  of  an 
employee  in  interstate  commerce.  Krysiak  v, 
Pennsylvania  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  758. 

h.  Employee  Working  on   Watercraft 

(p.  1274) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Foley  V.  Hines,  (1920)  119  Me.  425,  111 
Atl.  715,  wherein  it  appeared  that  the  vessel 
was  not  owned  by  the  railroad  and  the  coal 
unloaded  was  not  intended  to  be  presently 
used  in  interstate  commerce. 

i.  Other  Employees    (p.   1275) 

Employees  within  the  statute. —  Where  a 
roadmaster  at  the  time  of  his  injury  was 
engaged  in  taking  an  inventory  of  materials 
lying  on  the  property  of  the  road,  it  was  held 
that  his  work  as  roadmaster,  in  supervising 
the  keeping  in  repair  of  said  track  of  said 
railway  engaged  in  interstate  commerce,  con- 
stituted an  employment  by  such  carrier  in 
interstate  commerce,  and  that  he  was  such 
an  employee  when  injured.  Louisiana  R. 
etc.,  Co.  V,  WUliams,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  439. 

Where  a  railroad  company  maintains  in 
its  yard  adjoining  its  tracks  a  heating  plant 
in  which  steam  is  generated  and  transmitted 
through  pipes  to  cars  standing  on  its  tracks, 
with  which  connection  is  made  by  means  ol 
steam  plugs,  and  the  steam  so  generate^  is 
used  in  interstate  and  intrastate  commerce, 
an  employee  who  operates  a  boiler  in  such 
heating  plant  is  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce. Gruszewskv  v.  Director  General  of 
Railroads,  (Com.  1921)   113  Atl.  160. 

An  employee  who  is  injured  while  return- 
ing to  his  employer's  depot  after  delivering 
interstate  mail  to  a  train,  is  engaged  in  in- 


terstate commerce  within  the  meaning  of 
this  act.  Cleveland,  etc.,  R.  Co.  r.  Inda»- 
trial  Commission,  (1920)  294  111.  374,  128 
N.  E.  616. 

In  Lindstrom  t?.  New  York  Cent.  R.  Co., 

(1919)  186  App.  Div.  429,  affirmed  without 
opinion,  (1920)  230  N.  Y.  561,  it  appeared 
that  the  plaintiff  was  employed  in  cleaning 
fires  on  locomotives.  On  the  night  of  the 
accident  the  ash  pit  at  Geneva,  where  he 
was  usually  employed,  was  out  of  order  and 
he  was  directed  to  go  with  the  engines  to 
Thompsons,  a  near-by  station,  and  clean  them 
there.  On  the  way  a  collision  occurred  and 
plaintiff  was  injured.  It  was  conceded  that 
the  engines  were  used  in  interstate  com- 
merce. The  question  was  whether  plaintiff 
while  cleaning  them  was  so  engaged.  It  was 
held  that  the  plaintiff,  at  the  time  he  was 
injured,  while  on  his  way  to  his  work  on  an 
engine  provided  by  the  defendant,  was  in  the 
service  of  the  defendant;  that  he  was  en- 
gaged when  doing  his  regular  work  in  both 
interstate  and  intrastate  commerce;  that 
his  trip  on  the  engine  from  Geneva  to  Thomp- 
sons to  his  work  was  a  necessary  incident 
of  his  service  and  of  the  nature  of  his  work 
as  a  whole;  and  that  he  was,  therefore,  at 
the  time  engaged  in  interstate  commerce 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act.  Lindstrom 
V.  New  York  Cent.  R.  R.  Co.,  (1919)  186 
App.    Div.    429,    affirmed    without    opinion, 

(1920)  230  N.  Y.  651. 

Employees  not  within  the  statute. — ^A 
member  of  a  crew  of  an  interstate  freight 
train  who  is  killed  while  asleep  in  the 
caboose  of  the  train  and  while  off  duty  after 
the  completion  of  the  run,  is  not  engaged 
in  interstate  commerce.  Bishop  v.  Delano, 
(CCA.  7th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  263.  The 
court  said: 

"•In  connection  with  the  first  writ  a  biU 
of  exceptions  was  presented,  which  consisted 
of  a  condensed  statement  of  the  evidence. 
The  facts  in  th«tt  bill  are  fully  stated  in 
our  former  opinion.  With  the  present  writ 
appears  a  new  bill  of  exceptions  which  con- 
tains a  somewhat  fuller  recital  of  the  testi- 
mony. The  difference,  which  is  urged  as  ma- 
terial, is  that  Myers,  conductor  of  the  crew 
of  which  Bordner  was  a  member,  is  now 
shown  to  have  testified  that  the  crew's  '  ran 
was  from  Montpelier  to  Chicago  and  return,' 
and  it  is  sought  from  this  to  have  us  hold 
that  Bordner  was  engaged  in  interstate  com- 
merce while  he  was  asleep  in  the  caboose 
which  was  being  transferred  from  one  point 
to  another  in  the  Chicago  yards.  But  other 
parts  of  Myers's  testimony  agree  with  all 
the  rest  that  the  'run  from  Montpelier  to 
Chicago  and  return '  was  not  an  unbrokm 
period  of  service;  that  the  crew  operated  <Mie 
freight  train  from  Montpelier  into  Chicago, 
and  an  entirely  different  train  on  the  return 
part  of  the  run;  and  that  the  members  ol 
the  crew  were  entitled  to  have  and  in  fact 
always  did  have  a  period  between  the  sepa- 
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rate  parts  of  the  round  trip  of  at  least  eigbt 
hoiuV  rest,  during  which  they  were  the 
masters  of  their  own  time  and  actions. 

'^Though  the  defendant  knew  that  Bord- 
ner,  if  he  choee,  might  stay  in  the  caboose 
daring  his  free  peri^,  his  doing  so  was  not 
a  requirement  of  his  service.  We  see  no 
larger  ground  of  liability  than  H  the  de- 
fendant had  permitted  Bordner  during  his 
time  of  nonserrioe  to  sleep  in  a  station  build- 
ing, and  he  had  there  been  killed  throu^ 
the  negligence  of  defendant's  servants. 

"Pl^ntifS  in  error  calls  our  attention 
particularly  to  Erie  R.  Co.  v.  Winfleld,  244 
U-  S.  170,  37  Sup.  Ot.  56«,  61  L.  ed.  1057, 
Ann.  Cas.  1918B,  662  and  Philadelphia,  B.  & 
W.  R,  Co.  V.  Smith,  260  U.  8.  101,  39  Sup. 
Ot  396,  63  L.  ed.  969,  decided  since  we  gave 
our  former  opinion-;  but  we  find  in  them 
nothing  to  militate  against  our  decision. 

"Indeed,  even  if  Bordner,  having  been 
discharged  from  his  interstate  run  between 
Montpelier  and  Chicago,  had  been  engaged 
in  moving  the  caboose  from  one  point  to 
another  in  the  Chicago  yards,  so  that  the 
caboose  might  the  following  day  be  attached 
to  an  outgoing  interstate  train  on  which  he 
was  expecting  to  be  called  into  service,  he 
would  not  have  been  engaged  in  interstate 
service.  Chicago,  B.  &  O.  R.  Co.  v.  Har- 
rington, 241  U.  S.  177,  36  Sup.  Ct.  517,  60 
L.  ed.  941,  also  decided  since  our  former 
decision." 

A  clerk  who  is  killed  while  acting  as  a 
messenger  in  carrying  a  coal  report  from  the 
company's  engine  house  to  its  telegraph  office, 
is  not  engaged  in  interstate  commerce  within 
the  meaning  of  this  section.  Hines  t;. 
Baechtel,  (1921)   137  Md.  513,  113  Atl.  126. 

IV.    IlVJUBIES    TO    EmPLOYBES 

1.  Negligence  GenerMy 
a.  Basis  of  Liability  (p.  1277 ) 

Negligence  of  employer  as  basis. — ^To  same 
effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Cleveland, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  Ropp,  (Ind.  1921)  129  N.  E. 
475. 

Necessity  of  violation  of  statute  for  safety 
of  employees. —  In  Baltimore,  etc.,  R,  Co.  v. 
Wheeler,  (Ind.  App.  1920)  129  N.  E.  40,  it 
was  contended  that  negligence  by  the  em- 
ployer could  be  shown  only  by  proof  that  it 
had  violated  a  statute  enacted  for  the  safety 
of  its  employees.  In  overruling  this  con- 
tention, the  court  said: 

"The  eighth  instruction,  tendered  by  ap- 
pellant and  refused,  was  to  the  effect  that 
if  the  appellee's  decedent  was  struck  and 
killed  by  reason  of  his  negligence,  and  that 
appellant  had  not  violated  any  statute  en- 
acted by  Congress  for  the  protection  and 
safety  of  employees  engaged  in  interstate 
commerce,  there  could  be  no  recovery.  Sec- 
tion 1  of  the  federal  act  creates  a  liability 
for  'injury  or  death  when  such  injury  or 
death    results   from   the   negligence   of   any 


officer,  agent,  or  employee.'     Section  4  pro- 
vides that  — 

"  *  In  any  action  .  .  .  under  .  .  .  the 
provisions  of  this  act  .  .  .  such  employee 
shall  not  be  held  to  have  assumed  the  risk 
of  his  employment  in  any  case  where  the 
violation  by  such  common  carrier  of  any 
statute  enacted  for  the  safety  of  employees 
contributed  to  the  injury  or  death  of  such 
employee.' 

*'It  is  appellant's  contention  that  these 
two  sections  must  be  construed  in  pari 
materia,  and,  when  so  construed,  the  negli- 
gence of  the  <^oer,  agent,  or  employee  which 
gives  the  right  of  action  must  grow  out  of 
some  violation  of  a  statute  enacted  for  the 
safety  of  the  employee,  by  such  officer,  agent, 
or  employee,  which  contributed  to  the  injury 
or  death  for  which  suit  is  brought.  This 
contention  cannot  be  upheld.  Section  1  of 
the  act  creates  a  liabilitv  in  favor  of  the 
employee,  and  abrogates  the  fellow-servant 
rule,  subject,  however,  to  the  doctrine  of 
assumption  of  risk  by  the  employee.  Boldt 
V.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.,  245  U.  S.  441,  38 
Sup.  Ct.  139,  62  L.  ed.  385.  Where  the  car- 
rier violates  any  statute  enacted  by  Con- 
gress for  the  safety  of  employees,  and  thus 
contributes  to  the  injury  or  death  of  such 
employee,  section  4  provides  that  in  such 
cases  the  employee  shall  not  be  held  to  havs 
assumed  the  risk  of  his  employment.  Where 
the  injury  or  death  of  the  employee  is 
brought  about  by  any  reason  other  than 
the  violation  of  any  such  statute  the  dootrine 
of  'assumption  of  risk'  applies.  There  was 
no  error  in  refusing  to  give  the  instruction." 

d.  Defects  hi  Cars,  Engines,  Appliances,  etc 
(1)  In  General  (p.  1280) 
Inspection  of  foreign  car. — ^A  carrier  send- 
ing a  foreign  car  to  its  car  repairers  because 
a  draw  bar  has  pulled  out  is  not  bound  to 
inspect  the  car  for  further  latent  defects, 
and  is  not  liable  for  an  injury  to  a  car 
repairer  resulting  from  the  presence  of  de- 
cayed timbers  or  corroded  bolts  in  the  struc- 
ture of  the  car.  Berry  t?.  Director  General 
of  Railroads,  (Wis.  1921)   180  N.  W.  824. 

(2)    Duty  of  Carrier  as  to  Place  to  Work 

(p.  1280) 

Place  not  nnder  carrier'a  control. — A  car- 
rier is  not  negligent  because  of  the  existence 
of  an  open  vat  of  hot  water  on  the  premises 
of  a  packing  company  near  its  tracks,  where 
its  workmen  going  from  track  to  track  in 
the  course  of  the  route  had  a  safe  path  which 
they  could  have  followed  without  passing 
near  the  vat.  In  re  Emerson  Estate,  (la. 
1921)    182  N.  W.  376. 

(5)   Particular    Acts   or    Conditions    as 
Negligence   (p.  1282) 

Placing  granite  block  in  inaecnre  position 
on  platform. — In  Corbett  v.  Hines,    (N.  H. 
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1^21)  112  Atl.  796,  the  plaintiff,  a  freight 
handler,  was  injured  while  loading  granite 
blocks  in  a  car  by  one  of  the  blocks  falling 
on  him.  In  holding  the  railroad  company 
liable  because  the  block  was  placed  in  an 
ineecure  position  on  the  platform,  the  court 
said: 

"The  argument  that  the  stone  fell  be- 
cause of  some  undisclosed  cause,  and  that 
therefore  there  is  no  evidence  of  the  defend- 
ant's fault,  ignores  the  fact  that  if  the 
stone  had  been  placed  in  a  secure  position 
it  would  not  have  fallen.  This  is  shown  by 
the  fact  that  numerous  other  stones  of  like 
size  and  shape  still  stood  when  and  after 
this  one  fell.  The  reasonable  inference  from 
the  situation  and  what  happened  is  that  this 
stone  was  not  made  secure  in  its  position, 
as  it  should  have  been.  There  was  no  un- 
usual jar,  such  as  might  overcome  the 
equilibrium  of  a  stone  that  stood  firmly.  Of* 
course  there  must  have  been  a  sufficient  dis- 
turbance of  some  sort  to  upset  the  equi- 
librium that  had  been  maintained  since  the 
stone  was  placed  upon  the  platform.  The 
fact  that  the  disturbance  was  not  noticed 
is  evidence  that  it  was  but  slight,  and  the 
fact  that  the  stone  fell  because  of  slight  dis- 
turbance warrants  a  finding  that  it  was  not 
securely  placed. 

"Tlie  plaintiff  knew  that  if  the  block  of 
stone  stood  insecurely  enough  it  would  fall, 
and  that  it  might  be  left  in  that  condition. 
What  he  did  not  know,  and  was  not  in  fault 
for  not  knowing,  was  that  this  block  was  in 
that  situation.  There  was  nothing  in  its 
appearance  to  indicate  the  fact,  and  he  might 
well  assume  that  the  care  necessary  to  in- 
sure the  safety  of  those  working  about  it 
had  been  taken  in  placing  the  stone.  It 
would  be  a  slight  matter  to  determine 
whether  the  stone  was  placed  securely  or  in- 
securely; but  the  duty  of  such  ascertainment 
rested  upon  the  defendant,  who  placed  it 
there,  and  not  upon  the  plaintiff,  who  could 
rightfully  assume  that  the  defendant's  duty 
had  been  performed.  Tiernev  v.  Granite 
Works,  79  "S.  H.  168,  106  AtL  481. 

"The  plaintiff  also  knew  that  the  ends 
of  the  stones  were  more  or  less  uneven,  and 
that  this  might  cause  them  to  stand  in- 
securely, but  it  did  not  an  pear  that  it  was 
the  practice  to  trust  to  the  conformation  of 
the  stone  to  insure  their  stability.  The  only 
evidence  upon  this  question  was  that  the 
truckman  who  delivered  these  stones  at  the 
freight  depot  called  the  attention  of  the 
defendant's  employee  Marston  to  the  fact 
that  one  was  not  standing  securely,  and 
Marston  trigged  it  up  with  a  small  piece  of 
wood. 

"The  essential  point  in  the  defendant's 
argument  upon  the  plaintiff's  assumption  of 
risk  is  the  claim,  as  stated  in  the  brief,  that 
the  plaintiff  '  knew  or  ought  to  have  known 
that  these  stones  standing  on  end  must  in 
some  instances  at  least  be  more  or  less  un- 


stable, and  that  slight  pressure  would  cause 
them  to  fall.'  It  is  true  that  this  state  of 
f«kcts  might  have  been  found  from  the  evi- 
dence, but  it  is  also  true  that  the  evidence 
was  not  conclusive  that  the  plaintiff  did  not 
reasonably  believe  that  the  stones  had  been 
safely  placed,  and  that  the  danger  which  he 
encountered  did  not  exist." 

Duties  with  inspect  to  track  walker. — 
No  duty  as  to  signals,  lookout,  speed  or  the 
like  for  the  benefit  of  a  track  walker  is  ordi- 
narily owed  in  the  operation  of  a  train. 
Bennett  V.  Atchiscm,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (la.  1921) 
183  N.  W.  424. 

e.  Violation  of  Safety  Appliance  Act  as 
Negligence    (p.    1283) 

Effect  of  noncompliance. — Violation  of  the 
safety  appliance  act  is  negligence  per  se. 
Steward  v.  Wabash  R.  Co.,  (Xeb.  1921)  182 
N.  W.  496.  See  also  Flanagan  v.  Hines, 
(1920)   108  Kan.  133,  193  Pac.  1077. 

Boiler  Inspection  Act. —  In  an  action  under 
this  act  the  plaintiff  may  recover  for  in- 
juries caused  by  the  violation  of  the  federal 
Boiler  Inspection  Act,  §  2  [8  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1200.]  Cochran  r.  Atchison, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,   (Kan.  1921)    198  Pac.  68S. 

Ash  Pan  Act.— In  Ft.  Worth,  etc.,  R.  Co. 
V.  Smithers,  (Tex.  1921)  228  S.  W.  637,  it 
appeared  that  the  ash  pan  of  a  locomotive 
was  so  out  of  order  that  the  cover  could 
not  be  closed  by  the  use  of  the  lever.  A 
round  house  employer,  failing  to  close  the 
pan  by  the  lever,  started  to  leave  the  loco- 
motive cab  to  go  under  the  locomotive  to 
close  it.  and  in  so  doing  fell  hy  reason  of 
the  slippery  condition  of  the  floor  of  the 
cab.  It  was  held  that  the  violation  of  the 
Ash  Pan  Act  [8th  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
1199]  was  the  proximate  cause  of  the  injury. 

f.  Effect  of  Section  on  Particular  Doctrines 

or  Maxims 

(1)   In  General   (p.  1283) 

The  res  ipsa  loquitur  doctrine. — ^To  same 
effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Lamb  f. 
Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.,  (1920)  179  N.  C- 
619,  103  S.  E.  440,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"It  is  urged  for  the  defendant  that  the 
court  in  its  charge  erroneously  recognized 
the  doctrine  of  res  ipsa  loquitur  as  applying 
to  the  case,  and  we  were  referred  to  numer- 
ous decisione  of  the  federal  court  to  the 
effect  that  the  position  in  question  hae  no 
application  to  cases  between  employer  and 
employee.  These  decisions,  however,  arose 
prior  to  the  enactment  of  the  Employers' 
Liability  Act  or  in  cases  which  did  not  come 
under  its  provisions.  Tlie  position  withdraw- 
ing cases  of  employee  and  employer  was  due 
chiefly  to  the  prevalence  also  of  the  fellow- 
servant  doctrine  by  which  an  employer  was 
relieved  from  liability  for  injuries  due  solely 
to  the  negligence  of  the  fedlow  servant  and 
from  the  uncertainties  as  to  the  cause  of 
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the  injury  thereby  created;  the  facta  in 
nearly  all  of  the  cases  indicating  the  n^li- 
gence  by  some  fellow  servant  as  the  more 
probable  cause  of  the  injury.  The  statute 
having,  ae  we  have  seen,  abolished  the  fellow- 
servant  doctrine,  there  is  doubt  if  the  federal 
courts  will  adhere  to  the  distinction  adverted 
to  in  cases  controlled  by  its  provisions.  The 
contrary  has  been  held  in  So.  Ry.  v.  Derr, 
240  Fed.  73,  153  C.  C  A.  109,  and  this  would 
seem  to  be  the  correct  deduction  from  the 
premises." 

(2)   Fellow  Servant  Doctrine   (p.  1284) 

In  general. — To  same  effect  as  second  para- 
graph of  original  annotation,  see  DeBlaur  t?. 
Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  ad  Cir. 
1920)  269  Fed.  964;  Oott  v,  Erie  R.  Go, 
(1921)  231  N.  Y.  67,  131  N.  E.  737;  Myers 
f?.  Payne,  (Mo.  App.  1921)  227  S.  W.  633; 
Oorbett  v.  Hines,  (N.  H.  1961)  112  Atl.  796; 
Fields  V.  Director  General  of  Railroads, 
(1920)   86  W.  Va.  707,  104  S.  E-  767. 

Fellow  servant  need  not  be  engaged  in  in- 
terstate commevce. — ^To  same  effect  as  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  Hines  v.  Keyser,  (C.  C. 
A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  772. 

Particular  instances  —  Operating  locomo- 
tive without  lookout. — ^Where  the  backing 
of  a  locomotive  without  the  fireman  acting 
as  a  lookout  results  in  a  section  hand  being 
run  over  and  kiUed,  the  case  is  one  of  the 
negligence  of  a  fellow  servant  and  within 
the  purview  of  this  act.  Cervona  v.  Dela- 
ware, etc.,  R.  Co.,   (N.  J.  1920)   114  Atl.  14. 

Moving  train  without  warning  to  em- 
ployee,—  Where  a  train  standing  in  a  depot 
10  moved  backward  without  anv  notice  to 
an  employee  engaged  in  removing  lamps  from 
the  rear  of  the  train  with  the  result  that 
he  is  kiUed,  such  act  constitutes  negligence 
under  this  act.     Grijnuk  v.  McAdoo,   (N.  J. 

1920)  113  Atl.  920. 

Handling  hand  car. — The  act  of  a  fellow 
servant  in  letting  go  his  corner  of  a  hand  car, 
whereby  another  engaged  with  him  suffers  a 
rupture  from  the  sudden  added  strain,  gives 
rise  to  a  cause  of  action  under  the  act. 
Karagae  v.  Union  Pac.  R.  Co.,    (Mo.  A|^. 

1921)  292  S.  W.  1100. 

2.  Persons  Entitled  to  Sue 

b.  Personal  Representatives   (p.  1287) 

Personal  repi^sentative  must  sue. — To 
same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Swank 
r.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.,  (N.  J.  1920)  111 
Atil.  44. 

AndUary  administrator — Appointment  and 
powers. — *^  While  ordinarily  primary  admin- 
istration should  be  granted  in  the  state  of 
the  intestate's  d<Hnicile,  it  cannot  be  said 
that  the  courts  of  another  state,  having  juris- 
diction, must  necessarily  wait  for  proceedings 
to  be  brought  in  the  domiciliary  state, — 
especially   where   the   only  assets   in   either 


state  are  a  right  of  action  for  death  under 
the  federal  act."  Thus  where  a  railroad 
employee,  a  residjent  of  Massachusetts,  is 
killed  in  the  course  of  his  employment  in 
New  York,  an  administrator  appointed  in 
the  latter  state,  prior  to  any  administration 
of  the  estate  in  Massachusetts,  has  a  legal 
right  to  bring  an  action  in  New  York  under 
this  act  and  may  compromise  the  claim. 
McCarron  v.  New  York  Cent.  R.  Co.,  (Mass. 
1921)   1131  N.  E.  478. 

3.  Pleadings 
a.  In  General  (p.  1296) 

State  laws  govern  in  matters  of  pleading 
where  the  suit  is  brought  in  a  state  court. 
Ecclesive  v.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.,  (1920) 
68  Mont.  470,  194  Pac.   143. 

Joinder  of  counts. —  The  plaintiff  may  join 
a  count  under  the  statute  with  one  at  com- 
mon law,  and  abandon  at  the  trial  that  which 
is  unproved.  Miller  r.  Schaff,  (Mo.  1921) 
228  S.  W.  488. 

Reference  to  other  federal  acts.— Though 
a  complaint  states  specifically  that  the  action 
is  under  the  Employers*  Liability  Act  and 
makes  no  reference  to  any  other  act,  the 
Safety  Appliance  Act,  Boiler  Inspection  Act 
and  the  like,  are  thereby  drawn  into  the 
case.  Kil'bum  t>.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Mo. 
1921)   232  S.  W.  1017. 

Sufficiency  of  complaint  generally. — See 
Cincinnati,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Little,  (Ind.  1921) 
131  N.  E.  762. 

b.  Particular  Allegations   (p.  1301) 

That  the  plaintiff  was  engaged  in  inter- 
state commerce  must  be  shown  by  appropri- 
ate allegations  of  the  compilaint.  Ecclesine 
V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.,  (1920)  68  Mont. 
470,  194  Pac.  143. 

c.  Amendments  to  Pleadings  (p.  1302) 

In  general. — To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  Swank  v.  Pennsylvania  R. 
Co.,  (N.  J.  1920)  111  Atl.  44,  wherein  it 
appeared  that  at  the  close  of  the  case,  but 
before  the  court's  charge,  plaintiff  was  per- 
mitted', over  the  defendant's  objection,  to 
amend  the  complaint  by  adding  as  one  who 
would  suffer  pecuniary  loss,  besides  the 
widow,  a  child,  who  at  the  death  of  plaintiff's 
intestate  was  in  ventre  sa  mere,  but  who  was 
born  in  the  interim  between  the  filing  of  the 
complaint  and  the  trial,  and  also  to  amend 
by  adding,  in  addition  to  the  charge  in  the 
complaint  that  "  the  defendant  by  its 
servants  and  agents  failed  and  neglected  to 
give  any  warning  of  the  approach  of  said 
train,"  a  further  allegation  setting  forth  dis- 
tinctly as  an  act  of  negligence  that  the  fore- 
man or  person  charged  with  giving  notice  of 
the  approach  of  the  train  failed  to  give 
notice.  Defendant  insisted  that  these  amend* 
ments  so  materially  altered  the  complaint  as 
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to  practically  charge  a  different  cause  of 
action,  and  for  that  reason  came  within  the 
prohibition  of  the  statute  limiting  such 
actions  to  two  years  after  the  cause  of  action 
arose.  Answering  this  contention,  the  court 
said: 

"The  power  to  amend  is  defined  in  sec- 
tions 23  and  24  of  the  supplement  to  our 
Practice  Act  (P.  L.  1912,  p.  381),  which 
confers  upon  the  court  the  power  to  permit 
'  before  or  at  the  trial  the  statement  of  a 
new  or  different  cause  of  action  in  the  com- 
plaint or  counterclaim.'  Whether  this  wouM 
permit  the  statement  of  a  new  or  different 
cause  of  action  after  the  limitation  pre- 
scribed by  statute  in  which  to  bring  the 
action  had  matured,  we  find  it  unnecessary 
to  determine,  for  we  do  not  consider  that  the 
amendments  amounted  to  the  statement  of 
a  new  or  different  cause  of  action,  but  merely 
expanded  or  amplified  what  was  already  al- 
leged in  8up.port  of  the  action,  and  there- 
fore related  back  to  the  commencement  of 
the  action  and  were  not  affeoted  by  the  in- 
tervening lapse  of  time.  Seaboard  Air  Line 
V.  Renn,  241  U.  S.  290,  36  Supp.  Ot.  667, 
60  L.  ed.  1006 ;  Texas  &  Pacific  Rv.  r.  Cox, 
145  U.  8.  593,  12  Sup.  Ot.  905,  36  L.  ed.  829; 
and  Missouri,  Kansas  &  Texas  Rv.  Ck>.  v. 
Wulf,  226  U.  S.  570,  33  Sup.  Ct.'  136,  57 
L.  ed.  355,  Ann.  Ceus.  1914B,  134.  The  first 
amendment  did  not  add  a  new  party  to  the 
suit,  for  the  general  administratrix  remained 
the  sole  plaintiff,  and  all  it  did  was  to  set 
forth  the  child  as  another  dependent  of  de- 
cedent, and  the  second  amendment  meredy 
amplified  the  acts  of  negligence  already  com- 
plained of,  and  neither  could  in  any  sense 
be  said  to  state  a  new  or  differesit  oause  of 
action." 

4.  Practice  and  Procedure 
a.  In  General  (p.  1306) 

Rules  of  practice  and  procedure  generally. 
— ^To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  TVlieeler,  (Ind. 
App.  1920)   129  N.  E.  40. 

Defense  as  affected  by  state  rule  of  prac- 
tice.—  In  an  action  under  this  act  a  sub- 
stantive federal  defense  duly  asserted  cannot 
be  lessened  or  destroyed  by  a  state  rule  of 
practice.  Brant  t?.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(1920)   294  111.  606,  128  N.  E.  732. 

b.  Election    (p.   1311) 

Between  Employers'  Liability  Act  and 
Safety  Appliance  Act. — An  action  to  recover 
damages  resulting  from  death  of  an  employee 
may  be  predicated  on  both  the  Employers' 
Liability  Act  and  the  Safety  Appliance  Acts 
and  the  plaintiff  may  go  to  the  jury  on  as 
many  grounds  of  recovery  as  the  evidence 
tends  to  establish,  under  proper  instructions 
as  to  each,  without  electing  between  the  acts 
mentioned.  Flanagan  v,  Hines,  (1920)  108 
Kan.  133,  193  Pac.  1077. 


e.  Form  of  Verdict  (p.  1317) 

Special  finding  as  to  assumed  risk. — ^A 
special  finding  that  the  plaintiff's  intestate 
**  should  have  known  the  danger  of  the  act 
which  resulted  in  his  death"  does  not  re- 
quire the  setting  aside  of  a  general  verdict 
for  the  plaintiff.  Schantz  v.  Northern  Pac 
R.  Co.,   (N.  D.  1920)    180  N.  W.  517. 

5.  Evidence 

d.  Presumptions   (p.  1320) 

Proof  of  injury  alone  creates  no  presump- 
tion of  negligence. —  To  same  effect  as  origi- 
nal annotation,  see  Payne  v.  Bucher,  (C.  C. 
A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  38.  See  also 
Harness  v.  Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920) 
86  W.  Va.  284,  103  S.  E.  866;  Southern  R. 
Co.  17.  Adams,  (Va.  1921)  105  S.  E.  666 
(finding  of  body  of  section  hand  beside 
track). 

Employee  engaged  in  interstate  commerce. 

—  There  is  no  presumption  that  the  duties 
performed  by  a  railway  employee  on  a  train 
constituted  of  both  interstate  and  intrastate 
commerce,  were  performed  in  the  latter  com- 
merce. Philadelphia,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v,  Polk, 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  8.  Ct.  518,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (1920)  266  Pa.  St. 
335,  109  Atl.  627. 

e.  Burden  of  Proof    (p.   1321) 

Employee  engaged  in  interstate  conuneroe. 

—  One  asserting  a  claim  or  remedy  against 
a  railway  company  under  a  state  worlonen's 
compensation  law,  growing  out  of  an  occur- 
rence in  which  there  are  constituents  of  in- 
terstate commerce,  is  charged  with  the  bur- 
den of  proving  that  the  employee  was,  at  the 
time  of  the  injury,  actually  engaged  in 
intrastate  commerce,  so  as  to  avoid  the  ap- 
plication of  the  Federal  Employers'  Liability 
Act.  Philadelphia,  etc.,  R.  Ca  v.  Polk, 
( 1921 )  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  518,  65  U.  8. 
(L.  ed.)  >-,  reversing  (1920)  266  Pa.  St. 
335,  109  Atl.  627. 

Employer  engaged  in  interstate  commerce. 

—  *'  As  for  the  evidence,  it  was  that  plaintiff 
was  moving  freight  as  we  have  indicated, 
but  neither  the  origin  nor  destination  of  the 
freight  was  shown.  The  burden  as  to  this 
question  was  on  defendant,  since  it  must 
be  held  to  knowledge  of  the  actual  movement 
of  freight  committed  to  its  care.  Osborne 
V.  Gray,  241  U.  8.  16,  36  Sup.  Ct,  486,  60 
L.  ed.  805.  It  was  open,  therefore,  to  the 
jury  to  find  that  the  freight  which  plaintiff 
was  handling  was  moving  in  intrastate  com- 
merce." American  R.  Express  Co.  t?.  Comp- 
ton,   (Ala.  1921)   87  So.  810. 

6.  Diimages 

b.  Actions  for  Death 
(ir  In  General  (p.  1323) 

Recovery  against  carrier  is  no  bar  to  an 

action  against  a  joint  tortfeasor.  Moore 
V.  Omaha  Warehouse  Co.,  (Neb.  1921)  182 
N.  W.  597. 
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(2)   Pecuniary  Loss   (p.  1326) 

III  generaL — The  measure  of  damages  for 
death  in  an  action  under  the  federal  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act  is  the  amount  which 
deceased,  if  he  had  lived,  would  have  con- 
tributed to  his  beneficiaries,  and  not  the  fair 
cash  equivalent  of  his  full  yearly  earning 
capacity  payable  in  annual  installments  until 
his  death.  Fallulah  Falls  R.  Co.  v.  Davis, 
(Ga.  App.  1921)   105  6.  E.  712. 

The  essentials  to  recorery  are  dependency 
and  pecuniary  loss.  Bennett  v.  Atchison, 
etc.,  E.  Co.,  (la.  1921)  183  N.  W.  424,  where- 
in it  was  said:  **  We  are  at  a  loss  to  know 
how  the  quantum  of  damages  in  this  case 
can  be  ascertained  without  proof  of  her  life 
expectancy  and  without  proof  of  contribu- 
tions. The  federal  act  Ibnits  the  recovery 
to  tboee  relatives  for  whose  benefit  the  ad- 
ministrator sues  as  are  shown  to  have  sus- 
tained actual  pecuniary  loss." 

e.  Recovery  by  Widow  and  Children 

(1)  In  General   (p.  1327) 

Effect  of  separation  without  support. — ^In 
Southern  R.  Co.  v.  Miller,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1920)  267  Fed.  376,  it  was  contended  that 
only  nominal  damages  be  recovered  by  an 
employee's  wife  in  an  action  for  his  death, 
because  she  and  her  husband  had  separated 
soon  after  their  marriage  and  he  had  not 
contributed  to  her  support.  Answering  this 
contention,  the  court  said:  "  There  had  been 
no  divoree,  and  nothing  appears  to  show  that 
she  might  not  at  any  time  have  enforced  her 
conjugal  rights  under  the  laws  of  Virginia. 
this  teing  so,  she  was  entitled  to  substantial 
damages,  if  the  jury  found  in  her  favor,  as 
seems  to  be  plainly  held  by  the  Supreme 
Court  in  New  Orleans  &  N.  B.  R.  Go.  v. 
Harris,  247  U.  S.  367,  372,  38  Sup.  Ct.  635, 
02  L.  ed.  1167." 

(2)  Action  by  Widow  (p.  1330) 

Proof  of  wages  paid  to  other  employees 
In  similar  positions. — In  an  action  under  this 
act  by  a  widow  to  recover  damages  for  the 
death  of  her  husband,  it  is  competent  for 
her  to  prove  what  the  employer  is  paying  at 
the  time  of  the  trial  to  employees  engaged 
in  exactly  the  same  line  of  work  as  that  in 
which  the  decedent  was  engaged.  Swank  v. 
Pennsylvania  R.  Co.,  (N.  J*.  1920)  111  Atl. 
44. 

(3)  Actions  by  Children  (p.  1330) 

Adult  children  are  not,  in  the  absence  of 
proof  of  actual  dependency,  entitled  to  re- 
cover for  the  death  of  their  father.  Hines 
r.  Walker,  (Tex.  1920)  226  S.  W.  837. 

d.  Actions  for  Death  of  Son    (p.  1331) 

Evidence  of  existence  and  dependency  of 
parents. —  It  has  been  held  that  there  was 
sufficient  evidence  to  show  that  the  parents 
as  beneficiaries  of  the  action  had  been  in- 
jured and  had  sustained  pecuniary  loss  by 
the  death  of  theiir  son,  where  although  there 


was  no  direct  proof  that  the  decedent's  father 
and  mother  were  living  at  the  time  he  was 
killed,  there  was  evidence  that  the  decedent's 
parents  lived  in  Poland,  and  that  for  sev- 
eral years  before  going  into  the  army  the 
decedent  had  sent  them  money  monthly  and 
that  after  leaving  the  army  he  had  sent  them 
money  at  different  periods,  the  last  being  on 
a  date  so  shortly  before  his  death  that  the 
return  card  of  the  remittance  was  not  re- 
ceived until  after  his  death.  Smith  v.  Payne, 
(C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  1. 

7.  Questions  for  Court  and  Jury  (p.  1334) 

Negligence  of  carrier^ — To  the  same  effect 
as  the  original  annotation,  see  Hines  v.  Lo- 
gan, (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  106 
(providing  safe  place  to  work) ;  Hines  v, 
Keyser,  (CCA.  3d  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
772;  Director  Gen.  of  Railroads  v.  Bennett, 
(C  C  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  767  (de- 
fective car  on  track  at  point  of  narrow  clear- 
ance) ;  Southern  R.  Co.  v.  Miller,  (C  C  A. 
4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  376  (failure  to  pro- 
vide employee  with  equipment). 

Negligence  of  fellow  servants. —  In  an  ac- 
tion under  this  act  the  question  of  the  negli- 
gence of  the  fellow  servants  of  the  plaintiff's 
testate  is  one  for  the  jury  to  determine.  Reed 
V.  Director  General  of  Railroads,  (N.  J. 
1921)  113  Atl.  146;  Cervona  i;.  Delaware, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (N.  J.  1920)  114  Atl.  14. 

Proximate  cause  of  employee's  death.— 
Where  there  is  evidence  Uiat  the  railroad 
company  was  negligent  in  maintaining  tell- 
tales near  one  of  its  bridges,  the  question 
of  the  proximate  cause  of  the  death  of  a 
brakeman  who  was  struck  by  the  bridge  and 
killed,  is  one  for  the  jury.  Brant  v.  Chicago, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  294  111.  606,  128  N.  E. 
732. 

8.  Appeal  and  Error  (p.  1336) 

Power  to  reduce  verdict. — A  state  appel- 
late court  may  reduce  a  verdict  and  need 
not  reverse  and  remand  in  case  of  an  ex- 
cessive recovery  at  least  in  a  case  where 
there  is  no  finding  of  contributory  negli- 
gence so  that  the  question  of  comparative 
negligence  does  not  enter.  Kansas  City 
Southern  R.  Co.  v.  Leinen,  (1920)  144  Ark. 
464,  223  S.  W.  1.  And  see  Crecelius  v.  Chi- 
cago, etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  284  Mo.  26,  223 
S.  W.  413,  wherein  a  verdict  was  reduced 
though  the  comparative  negligence  doctrine 
had  been  applied  by  the  jury. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1339,  sec.  3.    [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  585.] 

I.  Construction  of  section. 
II.  Contributory  negligence. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Effect  on  amount  of  damages. 

3.  Effect  of  violation   of   Safety  Ap- 

pliance Acts. 

4.  Evidence. 

6.  Instructions  to  jury. 
6.  Questions  for  jury. 
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I.  OoNSTBUcnow  or  Section  (p.  1340) 

The  diBtinction  between  assumed  risk  and 
contributory  negligence. —  To  the  same  effect 
as  the  original  annotation  see  Pryor  a  Wil- 
liams, (1920)  264  U.  S.  43,  41  S.  Ct.  36, 
65  U.  S  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (1917)  272 
Mo.  613,  200  S.  W.  53. 

II.    CON-nUBUTOBY    NEGLIGENCE 

1.  In  General  (p.  1342) 

Negligence  of  employee  aa  aole  proximate 
cause  of  injury. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  original  annotation, 
see  Dahlen  i\  Hines,  (E.  D.  Wis.  1920)  267 
Fed.  926;  Pittsburgh,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Ed- 
wards, (Ind.  1921)  129  N.  E.  310;  Olson  r. 
Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.  (S.  D.  1921)  182  N.  W. 
454.  No  degree  of  contributory  negligence, 
however  great,  will  bar  a  recovery  of  any 
damages.  It  is  only  when  the  plaintiff's  act 
is  the  sole  cause  —  where  the  defendant's 
act  is  no  part  of  the  causation  —  that  de- 
fendant is  free  from  liability  under  the  act. 
Fitzpatrick  i\  Hines,  (Neb.  1920)  179  N. 
W.    410. 

In  an  action  for  the  death  of  a  bridge 
carpenter  it  appeared  that  becoming  fright- 
ened at  the  approach  of  a  train  he  left  a 
glace  of  safety  on  the  pilings  of  the  bridge 
eside  track,  attempted  to  run  along  the 
track  ahead  of  the  train  and  was  run  over 
and  killed.  There  was  no  negligence  in  the 
management  of  the  train.  It  was  held  that 
his  negligence  was  the  sole  cause  of  his  death. 
Olson  V.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (S.  D.  1921) 
182  N.  W.  454.  And  where  a  brakeman  is 
charged  with  the  sole. responsibility  of  placing 
cars  on  a  siding,  and  he  leaves  them  so  near 
another  track  that  there  is  not  clearance,  by 
reason  of  which  fact  he  is  injured  while  rid- 
ing on  the  step  of  the  engine,  the  situation 
of  the  cars  being  plainly  visible  to  him  and 
the  engine  being  controlled  by  his  signals,  his 
negligence  is  the  sole  cause  of  the  injury, 
though  there  was  no  "  derailer "  at  the 
switch.  Ingram  v,  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R. 
Co.,  (1921)  181  N.  C.  491,  106  S.  E.  565. 
But  where  the  brakeman  who  had  cut  out  a 
car  called  the  attention  of  the  conductor  to 
the  fact  that  it  was  too  close  to  the  main 
track  and  was  ordered  to  leave  it  where  it 
was,  the  negligence,  if  any,  of  the  brakeman 
was  not  the  sole  cause  of  a  subsequent  injury 
to  him  caused  by  the  dangerous  proximity  of 
the  car  to  the  main  track.  Authement  v. 
Louisiana  Western  R.  Co.,  (1920)  147  La. 
816,  86  So.  215.  And  contributory  negligence 
of  the  employee  is  not  sufficient  in  itself  to 
defeat  an  action  under  this  Act  if  the  em- 
ployer was  also  guilty  of  negligence  that 
operated  to  cause  the  injury.  Cincinnati, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  V.  Little,  (Int.  1921)  131  N.  E. 
762. 

2.  Effect  on  Amount  of  Damages   (p.   1344) 

Doctrine  as  to  effect  of  contributory  negli- 
gence in  general. —  To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  Brant  v,  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co., 


(1920)  294  111.  606,  128  N.  E.  732;  Pitts- 
burgh, etc.,  R.  Co.  t*.  Edwards,  (Ind.  1921) 
129  N.  E.  310;  Bennett  v.  Atchison,  etc., 
R,  Co.,  (la.  1921)  183  N.  W.  424:  Howard 
t\  New  York,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  236  Mass. 
370,  128  N.  E.  422;  Crecelius  v.  Chicago, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  284  Mo.  26,  223  S-  W. 
413;  Green  well  v.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.  (Mo. 
1920)  224  S.  W.  404;  Wagner  v.  Chicago, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  App.  1921)  232  S.  W. 
771;  Stricklin  t?.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1921) 
59  Mont.  367,  19Cr  Pac.  839;  Kansas  City, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  t?.  Estes,  (Tex.  1921)  228  S.  W. 
1087. 

3.  Effect    of   Violation   of   Safety  Appliance 

Acts    (p.   1346) 

General  principles. —  To  same  effect  as 
original  annotation,  see  Foley  r.  Hines, 
(1920),  119  Me.  425,  111  AtL  715. 

The  question  of  contributory  negligence  is 
immaterial  where  a  violation  of  the  Safety 
Appliance  Acts  is  shown.  Payne  v,  Connor, 
(C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  497;  Flana- 
gan V.  Hines,  (1920)  108  Kan.  133,  193  Pac 
1077. 

Violation  of  Boiler  Inspection  Act. — Where 
the  injured  employee  was  not  engaged  in 
interstate  commerce,  the  fact  that  the  in- 
jury arose  from  a  violation  of  the  Boiler 
Inspection  Act  will  not  prevent  the  defense 
of  contributory  negligence.  Patterson  v. 
Director  General  of  Railroads,  (1921)  115  S. 
C.  390,  105  S.  E.  746. 

4.  Evidence  (p.  1^48) 

Burden  of  proof. —  Where  under  a  state 
statute  contributory  negligence  is  a  matter 
of  defense  and  the  burden  of  proving  it  is 
placed  upon  the  defendant,  such  statute  ap- 
plies in  an  action  under  this  Act.  Baltimore, 
etc.,  R,  Co.  V.  Wheeler,  (Ind.  App.  1920) 
129  N.  E.  40,  wherein  it  was  said:  "It  is 
next  contended  that  the  court  erred  in  re- 
fusing to  give  instruction  No.  1,  tendered  by 
appellant,  and  reading  as  follows: 

"  *  The  court  instructs  the  jury  that  the 
rights  of  the  plaintiff  and  the  liabilities  of 
the  defendant  in  this  case  are  governed  ex- 
clusively by  the  law  enacted  by  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  known  as  the  federal 
Employers'  Liability  Law,  and  no  laws  of 
the  state  of  Indiana  can  have  any  effect  in 
determining  the  rights  of  the  plaintiff  or  the 
liability  of  the  defendant.' 

"  In  order  to  show  that  this  instruction  is 
not  a  correct  statement  of  the  law,  and  that 
there  was  no  error  in  refusing  to  give  the 
same,  it  is  only  necessary  to  call  attention 
to  the  question  of  contributory  negligence, 
and  the  burden  of  proof  upon  that  subject. 
The  right  of  appellee  to  recovery  is  material- 
ly affected  by  section  362,  Bums  1914,  which 
provides  that  in  an  action  for  damans 
brought  on  account  of  the  alleged  negligence 
of  a  defendant  causing  personal  injuries  or 
death,  it  shall  not  be  necessary  for  the  plain- 
tiff to  allege  or  prove  the  want  of  contribu- 
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tory  negligence  on  the  part  of  the  plaintiff, 
or  on  the  part  of  the  person  for  whose  inju- 
ries or  death  the  action  is  prosecuted.  Con- 
tributory negligence  in  such  cases,  under  the 
law  of  this  state,  is  a  matter  of  defense,  and 
applies  to  an  action  in  the  courts  of  this 
state  to  recover  damages  under  the  federal 
Employersr'  Liability  Act.  Except  in  so  far 
as  the  act  itself  modifies  or  changes  the 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  or  substan- 
tive law,  cases  arising  under  the  act  shall 
be  heard  and  determined  in  the  state  courts 
in  the  same  manner  as  would  like  cases  aris- 
ing under  the  laws  of  this  state,  and  in  cases 
like  the  one  now  under  consideration.  The 
act  not  defining  negligence,  and  ther^  being 
no  federal  common  law,  it  is  the  common  law 
of  the  state  which  must  be  looked  to  in  de- 
termining whether  the  acts  complained  of 
amount  to  negligence,  or  whether  the  in- 
jured party  was  guilty  of  contributory  neg- 
ligence. While  the  question  as  to  the  ex- 
istence of  contributory  negligence  is  to  be 
determined  according  to  the  law  of  the  state, 
the  effect  of  such  negligence,  when  estab- 
lished, is  controlled  by  the  federal  law.' 


w 


5.  Instructions  to  Jury  (p.  1349) 

Common  law  count  abandoned. — Where  a 
count  under  the  common  law  is  abandoned 
at  the  trial  and  the  only  remaining  count 
is  under  the  act,  no  instruction  on  con- 
tributory negligence  need  be  given.  Miller 
V.  Schaff,   (Mo.  1021)   228  S.  W.  488. 

0.  Questions  for  Jury  (p.  1351) 

Question  not  submitted  to  jury. — ^Where 
the  record  shows  that  the  que9tion  whether 
the  damages  should  have  been  reduced  by 
reason  of  the  plaintiff's  contributory  negli- 
gence was  not  submitted  to  the  jury  the 
court  on  appeal  will  not  disturb  the  verdict 
on  that  ground.  Dunton  v.  Hines,  (D.  C. 
Me.  1920)   267  Fed.  452. 

Defective  boiler. —  In  Cochran  f.  Atchison, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Kan.  1921)  198  Pac.  685,  evi- 
dence held  sufficient  to  sustain  a  finding  that 
the  dropping  of  the  crown  sheet  of  a  loco- 
motive boiler  was  not  due  to  the  failure  of 
the  injured  engineer  to  keep  water  in  the 
boiler,  was  stated  by  the  court  as  follows: 

"  It  may  be  true,  as  defendant  claims,  that 
the  great  preponderance  of  the  evidence 
showed  that  leaky  stay  bolts  would  not  cause 
the  crown  sheet  to  drop,  and  showed  that 
the  accident  could  not  have  occurred  except 
for  the  failure  of  the  engineer  to  keep  a 
sufficient  supply  of  water  on  the  crown  sheet. 
On  the  other  hand,  there  was  the  testimony 
of  the  engineer,  the  fireman,  and  the  rear 
brakeman,  who  rode  on  the  engine,  that 
just  before  the  explosion  the  ejectors  were 
working  properly,  and  that  there  was  a  half 
glassful  of  water  over  the  crown  sheet.  The 
fi remap  testified  that  it  had  not  been  more 
than  a  minute  before  the  explosion  that 
he  looked   at  the  water  glass,  and  that  it 


showed  a  half  glass  of  water,  indicating  that 
the  crown  sheet  was  covered  to  a  depth  of 
about  four  inches;  that  he  looked  at  the 
water  glass  on  this  trip  every  five  minutes 
or  oftener,  and  opened  the  gauge  cocks  when 
between  stations.  This  witness  also  testified 
that  when  he  received  the  engine  in  the 
morning  at  the  round  house  he  noticed  that 
two  or  three  of  the  stay  bolts  were  leaking, 
and  that  when  the  engineer  sent  the  telegram 
two-thirds  of  the  bolts  were  leaking  Inidly. 
The  jury  might  have  discredited  all  of  the 
testimony  showing  that  sufficient  water  was 
kept  upon  the  crown  sheet  up  to  the  time 
it  dropped;  but  the  jury  did  just  the  con- 
trary, and  it  must  be  said  that  there  wa» 
sufiicient  evidence  to  sustain  the  finding.' 


»» 


Vol.  VIII,  p.  1352,  sec.  4.    [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  586.] 

I.  In  general. 

II.  Principles  generally  as  to  assumption  of 
risk. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Knowledge  bs  affecting. 

3.  Acts  of  master  or  superior  as  af- 

fecting. 

4.  Negligence  of  employer. 

5.  Negligence  of  fellow  servant. 
III.  Particular  employees. 

rv.  Burden  of  proof. 
V.  Questions  for  court  and  jury. 

I.  In  Gsne&al   (p.  1352) 

Conitniction  generally. — ^To  the  same  effect 
as  the  original  annotation,  see  Payne  v.  Con- 
nor, (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  497; 
Foley  V.  Hines,  (1920)  119  Me.  426,  111  Atl. 
715;  Ft.  Worth,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Smithers, 
(Tex.  1921)  228  S.  W.  637  (violation  of  Ash 
Pan  Act). 

Effect  limited  to  tenns  of  act. —  To  same 
effect  as  original  annotation,  see  De  Baur 
V.  Lehigh  Valley  R.  Co.,  (CCA.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  269  Fed.  964;  Smith  v,  Hines,  (1920) 
119  Me.  442,  111  Atl.  761;  Nagle  v,  Hines, 
(N.  J.  1920)  112  Atl.  195;  Wintermute  v. 
Oregon- Washington  R.,  etc.,  Co.,  (1921)  96 
Ore.  431,  194  Pac.  420;  Southern  Pac.  R.  Co. 
».  De  la  Cruz,  (Tex.  1921)  228  S.  W.  108; 
Harness  v,  Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920) 
86  W.  Va.  284,  103  S.  E.  866. 

Decision  of  federal  court  aa  controlling. — 
To  the  same  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tion, see  Pryor  v.  Williams,  (1920)  254  U.  S. 
43,  41  S.  Ct.  36,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  revers- 
ing (1917)  272  Mo.  613,  200  S.  W.  53. 

A  violation  of  Boiler  Inspection  Act  pre- 
cludes the  defense  of  assumption  of  risk. 
Kilburn  v.  (Hiicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  1921) 
232  S.  W.  1017. 

Pleading. —  Though  the  complaint  states 
specifically  that  it  is  founded  on  the  Em- 
ployers* Liability  Act  and  makes  no  refer- 
ence to  any  other  act,  the  Safety  Appliance 
Act,  Boiler  Inspection  Act  and  the  like  are 
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available  to  preclude  the  defense  of  assump- 
tion of  risk.  Kilburn  v,  Chicago,  etc.,  R. 
Co.,  (Mo.  1921)  232  S.  W.  1017. 

Instructions. —  In  Brant  v.  Chicago,  etc., 
R.  Co.,  (1920)  294  111.  606,  128  N.  £.  732,  it 
was  held  that  in  view  of  the  provisions  of 
this  section  there  was  no  error  in  the  court 
giving  an  instruction  to  the  jury  which  in 
substance  directed  it  that  public  policy  does 
not  permit  an  employer,  by  contract  or  writ- 
ten application,  to  relieve  itself  from  liability 
for  injuries  occasioned  by  its  negligence  or 
to  impose  upon  its  employees  a  risk  that 
the  law  imposes  upon  the  employer. 

II.  Pbingiples  Genqsaixy  as  to  Assump- 
tion Off  Risk 

1.  In  General   (p.   1355) 

Unusual  or  eztraordinary  risks. —  To  same 
effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Director- 
Gen,  of  Railroads  v.  Templin,  (C.  C.  A.  3d 
Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  483. 

Although  an  employee  has  general  knowl- 
edge of  an  eztraordinary  danger  to  which  he 
is  exposed  and  has  been  given  some  warning, 
he  will  not  be  held  to  have  assumed  the  risk 
where  the  testimony  is  uncertain  as  to  the 
time  when  the  warning  was  given,  and  as  to 
whether  it  was  calculated  to  impress  him 
with  a  real  and  abiding  soise  of  the  peril 
he  was  about  to  encounter.  Southern  R.  Co. 
r.  Miller,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
376. 

Distinction  between  auumed  risk  and  con- 
tributory negligence. — ^Assumption  of  ride 
and  contributory  negligence  are  separate  and 
distinct  defenses,  and  where  the  evidence 
raises  a  question  of  fact  as  to  assumption 
of  risk  it  is  error  to  refuse  to  instruct 
thereon  and  to  give  instructions  on  contribu- 
tory negligence.  McAdoo  v.  AnzeUotti  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  268. 

Contributory  negligence  and  assumption  of 
risk  are  distinct  although  they  may  rest 
largely  on  the  same  facts.  The  principle 
established  by  the  cases  is  that  assumption 
of  risk  is  an  implied  condition  of  the  con- 
tract between  the  employer  and  the  employee, 
while  negligence  of  the  employee  contribut- 
ing to  his  hurt  arises  from  his  own  tort. 
Wintermute  v.  Oregon-Washington  R.,  etc., 
Co.,   (1921)  98  Ore.  431,  194  Pac.  420. 

2.  Knowledge  as  Affecting  (p.  1356) 

Actual  knowledge  or  obvious  risk. —  To  the 
same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Mc- 
Adoo V,  Angellotti,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  268;  See  v.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(Mo.  App.  1921)   228  S,  W.  518. 

An  employee  assumes  those  risks  and  dan- 
gers which  are  ordinarily  incident  to  the  em- 
ployment in  which  he  voluntarily  engages, 
but  he  does  not  assume  extraordinary  risks 
incident  thereto,  or  risks  due  to  the  negli- 
gence of  his  employer  or  of  those  for  whose 
conduct  the  employer  is  responsible,  until 
he  becomes  aware  of  such  negligent  act,  de- 


fect, or  disrepair  and  of  the  risk  arising 
therefrom,  or  unless  the  danger  is  so  obvious 
that  an  ordinarily  prudent  person,  under 
similar  circumstances,  would  have  observed 
and  appreciated  it. 

Where  an  employee  is  without  knowledge 
of  such  unusual  risks,  and  not  chargeable 
with  notice  thereof  because  of  their  obvious 
nature,  he  is  under  no  duty  to  anticipate  and 
take  precautions  to  discover  them,  but  has 
the  right  to  assume  that  the  employer  has 
exercised  proper  care  in  providing  a  reason- 
ably safe  place  and  a  reasonably  safe  system 
or  method  in  and  under  which  to  work.  Har- 
ness V,  Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  86 
W.  Va.  284,  103  S.  £.  866.  To  same  effect, 
see  McMullen  t\  Atchison,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  ( 1920) 
107  Kan.  274,  191  Pac.  306;  Mclntyre  v. 
St.  Louis,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  1921)  227  S.  W. 
1047. 

No  recovery  can  be  had  under  the  federal 
Employers'  Liability  Act,  by  an  employee 
who  was  injured  as  the  result  of  defects  in  a 
claw  bar  he  was  using,  where  such  defects 
were  so  obvious  that  an  ordinarily  prudent 
employee  would  not  have  used  it.  Pryor  o. 
Williams,  ( 1920)  254  U.  S.  43,  41  S.  Ct.  43, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (1917)  272 
Mo.  613,  200  S.  W.  53. 

Effect  of  want  of  knowledge. —  To  the  same 
effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see  Hines 
17.  Logan,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
105;  Fagan  v.  Central  R.  Co.,  (N.  J.  1920) 
111  Atl.  32. 

Unsafe  place  to  work. — ^A  railroad  tel^- 
rapher  who,  knowing  that  a  box  car  fitted 
up  as  a  telegraph  office  was  cold  and  wet 
and  that  the  roof  leaked,  nevertheless  con- 
sented to  worl^  therein,  assumed  the  risk  of 
injury.  Newberry  t?.  (>ntral  of  Georgia  R. 
Co.,  (M.  D.  Ala.  1921)  271  Fed.  117. 

**  Simple  tool"  doctrine. —  A  scaffold 
erected  under  the  direction  of  a  gang  boss 
is  not  a  ''simple  tool"  which  the  workman 
using  is  presumed  to  understand  as  well  as 
the  employer,  and  the  risk  is  not  assumed 
in  the  absence  of  knowledge  of  a  defect. 
Smith  V.  Hines,  (1920)  108  Kan.  151,  194 
Pac  318. 

3.  Acta  of  Master  or  Superior  as  Affecting 

(p.  1357) 

No  promise  to  remedy  defect. —  In  Ni<^as 
V.  Hines,  (Wis.  1921)  183  N.  W.  151,  it  ap- 
peared that  a  section  hand  engaged  in  tak- 
ing up  old  ties  complained  to  his  foreman 
that  his  pick  was  dull.  The  foreman  said 
that  no  others  could  be  had  until  the  tool 
car  came,  which  it  was  known  would  not  • 
arrive  until  several  weeks  later.  The  section 
hand  was  thereafter  injured  by  reason  of  the 
dull  pick  pulling  loose  from  a  tie.  It  was 
held  that  (a)  the  complaint  did  not  show 
an  apprehension  of  danger  and  (b)  there  was 
no  promise  to  remedy  the  defect,  so  that  the 
risk  of  continuing  work  with  the  dull  pick 
waa  assumed. 
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4.  Negligence  of  Employer  (p.  1369) 

Role  stated. — ^To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  Fagan  v.  Central  E.  Co.,  (N. 
J.  1920)  111  Atl.  32,  wherein  the  court  said: 
"  While  an  employ^  assumes  the  risks  and 
dangers  ordinarily  incident  to  the  employ- 
ment in  which  he  voluntarily  engages,  so  far 
as  these  are  not  attributable  to  the  negli- 
gence of  the  employer  or  those  for  whose 
conduct  the  employer  is  responsible,  the  em- 
ploy6  has  a  right  to  assume  that  the  em- 
ployer has  exercised  proper  care  with  respect 
to  providing  a  reasonably  safe  place  of  work, 
reasonably  safe  appliances,  and  a  reason- 
ably safe  system  or  method  of  work,  and  is 
not  to  be  treated  as  assimiing  a  risk  that 
is  attributable  to  the  employer's  negligence 
until  he  becomes  aware  of  it,  or  it  is  so 
plainly  observable  that  he  must  be  presumed 
to  have  known  it." 

Order  to  do  dangerous  act^ — Where  the 
master  orders  and  conunands  the  servant  to 
do  an  act  involving  extraordinary  danger,  the 
servant  is  justified  in  obeying  the  conunand, 
and  by  so  doing  does  not  assume  the  risk. 
In  such  case  the  risk  is  taken  by  the  master. 
Schantz  v.  Northern  Pac.  Co.,  (N.  D.  1920) 
180  N.  W.  617. 

6.  Negligence  of  Fellow  Servant    (p.   1361) 

Rule  stated. —  To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  Howard  v.  New  Pork,  etc., 
R.  Co.,  (1920)  236  Mass.  370,  128  N.  £.  422; 
Reed  v.  Director  General,  (N.  J.  1921)  113 
Atl.  146. 

III.  Pabticxjlab  Eufloyees    (p.   1^62) 

Brakeman. —  To  same  effect  as  first  para- 
graph of  original  annotation,  see  Director 
Gen.  of  Railroads  v,  Templin,  (C.  C.  A.  3d 
Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  483. 

A  brakeman  who  is  injured  by  being  caught 
between  a  car  and  a  fence  while  standing 
on  the  side  step  of  the  car  when  it  is  being 
switched  into  a  commercial  yard,  situated 
on  a  spur  track  from  the  defendant's  niain 
line,  must  be  held  to  have  assumed  the  risk, 
where  it  is  shown  that  he  had  assisted  in 
switching  cars  into  the  yard  many  times 
prior  to  the  accident  and  knew  of  the  prox- 
imity of  the  fence  to  the  track.  Nagle  v, 
Hines,  (N.  J.  1920)   112  Atl.  195. 

But  it  cannot  be  said  as  a  matter  of  law 
that  a  brakeman  assiuned  the  risk  of  injury 
from  being  struck  by  cars  kicked  at  an 
unusual  rate  of  speed  in  the  yards.  Payne 
V.  Connor,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
497.  Nor  does  a  rear  brakeman  on  a  stripg 
of  cars  which  is  making  a  gravity  switch 
assume  the  risk  that  other  brakeman  will 
negligently  allow  the  cars  to  collide  with 
standing  cars  so  as  to  throw  him  off  by  the 
shock  of  the  collision.  Louisville,  etc.,  IL  Co. 
V.  Porter,  (Ala.  1920)  87  So.  288.  So,  a 
trainman  does  not  assume  the  risk  of  injury 
from  the  negligent  act  of  the  engineer  in 
stopping  the  train  with  a  sudden  jar.  Lamb 
V.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.,    (1920)    179 


X.  C.  619,  103  S.  B.  440.  And  an  employee 
lawfully  boarding  a  freight  train  at  a  proper 
place  has  the  right  to  assume  that  he  will 
not  be  subjected  to  jerks  of  extraordinary 
violence,  where  thev  are  so  sudden,  unex- 
pected, and  unusual  as  not  to  be  obvious; 
and  whether  a  particular  jerk  is  one  ordi- 
narily accompanying  the  movement  of  freight 
trains,  or  extraordinary  and  unusual,  gen- 
erally is  a  question  for  the  jury  to  determine. 
Harness  v»  Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920) 
86  W.  Va.  284,  103  S.  £.  866. 

While  it  was  a  frequent  thing  to  make  up 
trains  by  kicking  and  shoving  cars,  the 
switching  crew  in  this  instance  knew  that 
some  member  of  the  train  crew  would  be 
required  to  attend  to  coupling  the  air  hose 
on  the  train  being  made  up,  and  the  deceased 
is  not  held  to  have  assumed  the  risk  of  the 
sudden  and  violent  propulsion  of  the  cars 
against  him  without  warning,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances shown  by  the  record,  and  which 
the  jury  found  was  done  in  a  n^ligent  man- 
ner.    McMullen   v.    Atchison,   etc.,   R.    Co., 

(1920)  107  Kan.  274,  191  Pac.  306. 
Engineers. —  An  experienced  railway  engi- 
neer assumes  the  risk,  under  the  federal  Em- 
ployers' Liability  Act,  of  any  injury  that 
he  may  receive  when  leaning  outside  the 
cab  window  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  the 
end  of  the  arm  of  a  mail  crane  —  a  device 
adopted  with  the  conditions  imposed  by  the 
Post  Office  Department  —  is,  when  in  use,  as 
near  to  the  train  as  14  inches,  the  farthest 
point  at  which  a  bag  can  be  picked  up  from 
a  crane  being  29  indies,  and  a  less  distance 
than  that  being  essential  to  insure  getting 
the  bag.     Southern   Pac.   Co.  v.   Berkshire*, 

(1921)  254  U.  S.  416,  41  S.  Ct.  1«2,  65  U.  & 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (Tex.  1919)  207  S.  W. 
323. 

Section  men,  trackwalkers  and  repairmen. 
—  In  order  to  safeguard  himself  from  the 
ordinary  dangers  of  his  employment,  as  the 
law  requires  him  to  do,  a  tradk  employee  is 
not  called  upon  to  seek  out  and  discover 
extraordinary  dangers  imposed  on  him  bv  his 
employer,  but  may  assume  that  his  employer 
and  his  agents  have  exercised  for  his  safety 
such  care  as  the  circumstances  reasonably 
admit.  Smith  v,  Payne,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1920)  269  Fed.  1.  In  this  case  there  was 
testimony  that  the  engine  of  the  train  which 
struck  the  decedent  was  operated  by  the  de- 
fendant without  a  headlight,  under  condi^ 
tions  of  darkness  and  storm  which  made  it 
difiScult  or  impossible  for  the  decedent, 
though  on  watch  for  a  train,  to  see  it,  and 
for  his  companion  to  know  of  its  approach 
until  it  had  come  abreast  of  him  and  had 
struck  the  decedent.  The  court  said :  "  If 
lack  of  evidence  of  negligence  on  the  part  of 
defendant  was  the  ground  on  which  the 
learned  trial  judge  entered  judgment  of  non- 
suit, we  think  he  fell  into  error,  for  he  could 
not  have  held  as  a  matter  of  law,  that  the 
operation  of  a  train  in  a  forward  movement, 
Ht  night,  without  a  headlight  on  the  engine. 
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was  an  ordinary  danger  of  the  trackwork- 
er's  employment,  the  risk  of  which  he  had 
assumed." 

A  section  hand  does  not  assume  the  risk 
arising  from  the  negligent  acts  of  his  fore- 
man. Swank  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.,  (N.  J. 
1920)   111  Atl.  44. 

An  employee  working  under  a  car  on  a 
siding  without  having  a  blue  flag  displayed 
does  not  as  a  matter  of  law  assume  the  risk 
of  a  car  being  negligently  kicked  on  to  the 
siding  and  against  fiiat  under  which  he  is 
working.  Pendergrass  v.  Southern  R.  Co., 
(1920)   114  S.  C.  78,  103  S.  E.  150. 

A  trackwalker  assumes  the  ordinary  risks 
of  injury  from  the  operation  of  trains  over 
the  tracks  which  he  is  required  to  inspect. 
Bennett  v.  Atchison,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (la.  1921) 
183  N.  W.  424. 

An  employee  entering  a  round  house  with 
which  he  is  familiar  and  passing  between  the 
pits  instead  of  taking  a  safe  path,  when  the 
round  house  was  full  of  steam,  assumes  the 
risk.  Wintermute  v.  Oregon -Washington  R., 
etc.,   (1921)   98  Oregon  431,  194  Pac.  420. 

A  boiler  maker  who  in  violation  of  a  rule 
attempts  to  tighten  a  plug  in  a  locomotive 
boiler  without  blowing  off  the  steam  assumes 
the  risk.  Flack  v.  Atchison,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Mo. 
1920)   224  S.  W.  416. 

A  blacksmith's  helper  using  his  hands  in- 
stead of  tongs  provided  for  that  purpose  to 
place  a  mold  in  position  under  the  hammer 
assumes  the  risk  of  injury  from  the  sudden 
falling  of  the  hammer.  Southern  Pac.  R.  Ca 
«.  De  la  Cruz,  (Tex.  1921)  228  S.  W.  108. 

Workman  in  ditch. — A  workman  in  a  ditch 
was  held  to  have  assumed  the  risk  of  the  bank 
caving,  in  See  v.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Mo. 
App.  1921)  228  S.  W.  518,  the  facU  being 
stated  as  follows:  ''The  ditch  was  eight 
feet  deep  six  feet  wide  and  was  across  and 
under  defendant's  track.  Plaintiff  had  helped 
dig  the  ditch.  At  the  point  where  the  dirt 
fell  a  place  on  the  side  of  the  ditch  had  been 
smoothed  for  a  brace.  At  the  time  the  dirt 
fell  there  was  one  set  of  timbers  in  the  ditch 
and  another  place  prepared  to  receive  the 
timbers.  A  huge  tile  was  to  be  pulled  into 
and  along  the  ditch  by  means  of  a  rope  and 
plaintiff,  together  with  another  man  and 
defendant's  foreman,  were  in  the  ditch,  the 
plaintiff  engaged  in  getting  the  rope  un- 
tangled. Preparations  were  also  being  made 
to  put  in  a  set  of  timbers  close  to  the  point 
where  the  dirt  fell,  and  this  shoring  was 
being  done  at  the  time.  Plaintiff  was  an 
experienced  workman,  having  been  engaged 
therein  for  five  or  six  years.  The  wall  or 
side  of  the  ditch  was  perpendicular,  and, 
while  there  were  no  manifestations  that  the 
dirt  was  about  to  cave  off,  yet  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  plaintiff  from  seeing  and 
knowing  of  the  danger  or  likelihood  of  a 
cave-in  if  such  existed.  The  dirt  which  fell 
from  the  side  of  the  bank  fell  from  the  top 
to  the  bottom  in  a  cup  shape  and  came  to  a 


feather  edge.  There  was  evidence  on  plain- 
tiff's side  that  at  the  time  the  dirt  fell 
plaintiff  had  an  adz  in  his  hand  and  was  en- 
gaged in  shoring  on  that  side  at  the  moment 
the  dirt  fell." 

IV.  Btjbdew  (w  Proof   (p.  1363) 

General  rule  —  Assumption  of  risk. —  To 
same  effect  as  first  paragraph  of  original 
annotation,  see  Brant  v.  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(1920)  294  III.  606,  128  N.  £.  732;  Howard 
V.  New  York,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  23ft  Mass. 
370,  128  N.  E.  422;  Corbett  r.  Hines,  (N.  H. 
1921)    112  Atl.  796. 

Knowledge  of  danger. —  In  order  to  show 
assumption  of  risk,  it  must  be  established  by 
a  preponderance  of  the  evidence  that  the 
servant  had  knowledge  of  and  appreciated 
the  danger  incident  to  the  act  in  the  course 
of  his  employment  about  to  be  performed 
from  which  the  injury  resulted.  Schantz  v. 
Northern  Pac.  R.  Co.,  (N.  D.  1920)  180  N. 
W.  617. 

V.  Questions  fob  Court  and  Jury  (p.  1363) 

General  rule. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  Director  Gen.  of 
Railroads  v.  Templin,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1920)  268  Fed.  483;  Brant  v.  Chicago,  etc., 
R.  Co.,  (1920)  294  Dl.  606,  128  N.  E.  732; 
Cervona  v.  Delaware,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (K.  J. 
1920)  114  Atl.  14;  Pagan  v.  Central  R.  Co., 
(N.  J.  1920)  111  AU.  32. 

Brakeman. —  Whether  a  brakeman  assumes 
the  risk  of  being  thrown  from  a  car  by  the 
jar  resulting  from  its  passing  over  a  defec- 
tive joint  in  the  track  is  for  the  jury.  Mil- 
ler V.  Schaff,  (Mo.  1921)  228  S.  W.  488. 
The  court  said:  "The  evidence  pertaining 
to  the  severity  of  the  usual  jolts  and  impacts 
in  handling  trains  on  a  reasonably  sound 
track,  and  of  respondent's  knowledge  thereof, 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  inquiry  in  this 
case.  Had  respondent's  foot  been  thrown 
from  the  stirrup  by  the  car  he  was  getting 
upon  striking  another  in  the  process  of 
coupling,  or  had  it  resulted  simply  from  a 
stopping  of  the  train  reasonably  necessary 
and  to  be  expected,  that  evidence  would 
have  been  more  relevant.  The  negligence 
charged  here  is  that  the  track  was  n^li- 
gently  permitted  to  remain  i;i  a  highly  de- 
fective and  dangerous  condition  and  that 
respondent's  injury  resulted  therefrom.  We 
are  not  prepared  to  say  that  a  main  line 
track  with  broken  ties,  spikes  out,  little  or 
no  ballast,  and  joints  which  sink  as  much  as 
six  inches  under  passing  cars,  is  shown  to  be 
a  track  in  usual  and  ordinary  condition  for 
tracks  of  the  kind,  and  that  the  jars  and 
jolts  resulting  from  such  a  condition  were 
assumed  by  appellant  as  a  matter  of  law. 
Respondent  was  under  no  duty  to  inspect  ap- 
pellant's track  for  defects  of  the  kind  which 
the  evidence  tends  to  prove  injured  him.  He 
was  a  brakeman  and  in  a  department  of  the 
service  distinct  from  that  of  maintenance  of 
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way.  He  teetrfied  he  did  not  know  of  the 
low  joint  at  the  place  of  injury  until  the  car 
struck  it.  There  was  evident^e  tending  to 
show  an  absence  of  broken  ties  or  any  patent 
condition  of  disrepair  at  this  point.  In  such 
circumstances,  it  cannot  be  said  the  evirlence 
oonclusively  proved  assumption  of  risk." 

Engineer. —  Whether  an  engineer  assumed 
the  risk  as  an  incident  to  his  employment  of 
injury  from  the  carrier's  negligence  in  plac- 
ing a  defective  car  at  a  place  of  admittedly 
great  danger  haa  been  held  to  be  a  question 
for  the  jury.  Director  <3en.  of  Railroads  v, 
Bennett,  (G.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
767. 

Round  honse  employee. —  Whether  a  round 
house  employee  assmned  the  risk  of  falling 
by  reason  of  the  wet  and  greasy  condition 
of  the  floor  of  the  locomotive  cab  in  which 
he  was  working  was,  in  Ft.  Worth,  etc.,  R. 
Co.  V.  Smithers,  (Tex.  1021)  228  S.  W.  637, 
held  to  be  for  the  jury.  The  assumption  of 
the  risk  from  the  absence  of  lights  in  the 
round  house  was  also  held  to  present  a  jury 
question. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1364,  sec  5.    [First  ed., 
1909  Snpp.,  p.  585.] 

II.  Apfucabelitt  of  Section  Gbneballt 

(p.  1365) 
Contract  with  express  messenger. — ^A  com- 
mon carrier  by  express  which  neither  owns 
nor  operates  a  railway,  but  which,  under 
contract  with  a  railway  company,  conducts 
an  express  business  over  such  railway,  the 
railway  company  furnishing  the  express  car, 
the  motive  power,  and  the  train  operatives, 
and  the  express  company  paying  for  this 
service,  is  not  a  "  common  carrier  by  rail 
road,"  and,  therefore,  not  affected  by  the 
provision  of  this  section,  invalidating  any 
contract  whereby  a  carrier  subject  to  that 
act  exempts  itself  from  any  liability  under 
it.  Thus,  an  express  messenger  in  charge  of 
express  matter  which  a  railway  is  trans- 
porting under  a  contract  with  the  express 
company  may  validly  stipulate,  as  a  condi- 
tion of  his  employment  by  the  express  com- 
pany, that  neither  that  company  nor  the 
railway  company  shall,  under  any  circum- 
stances or  in  any  case,  be  liable  for  any  in- 
jury which  he  may  receive  while  on  the 
railway  company's  trains  as  such  messenger, 
whether  caused  by  the  negligence  of  the  rail- 
way company  or  otherwise,  and  that  he  will 
assume  all  and  every  risk  incident  to  such 
employment,  from  whatever  cause  arising, 
thereby  assenting  to  the  contractual  arrange- 
ment between  the  two  companies  exempting 
the  railway  company  from  liability  for  such 
injuries,  and  obligating  himself  to  the  ex- 
press company  to  refrain  from  asserting  any 
liability  against  it  or  the  railway  company 
on  account  of  any  such  injuries.  Wells  Fargo 
&  Co.  V,  Taylor,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  175,  41 
S.  Ct.  93,  65  U.  8.    (L.  ed.)   — ,  reversing 


(C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1918)  249  Fed.  iOS|^  101 
C.  C.  A.  161. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1369,  sec.  6.    [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  335.] 

I.  Limitation  of  action. 
II.  Jurisdiction  and  venue. 
III.  Removal  to  federal  court. 

I.  Limitation  of  Action   (p.  1370) 

Time  of  accrual  of  cause  of  action. — 
Where  a  suit  to  recover  damages  for  the 
homicide  of  an  employee  of  a  railway  com- 
pany is  brought  under  this  section,  by  the 
administratrix  of  the  deceased  employee,  the 
action  is  barred  by  the  statute  of  limitations, 
where  it  was  commenced  more  than  two 
years  after  the  date  of  the  homicide  sued  for, 
but  within  two  years  from  the  date  of  the 
appointment  of  the  administratrix.  Sea- 
board Air  Line  Ry  v.  Brooks,  (Ga.  1901) 
107  S.  E.  878. 

Application  of  Esch-Cummins  Act — The 
provision  of  the  Act  of  Feb.  28,  1920,  ch.  91, 
sec.  206  (f)  [1920  6upp.  Fed.  Stat.  Anno. 
701  that  "  the  period  of  federal  control  shall 
not  be  computed  as  a  part  of  the  periods  of 
limitation  in  actiona  against  carriers,  or  in 
claims  for  reparation  to  the  commission  for 
causes  of  action  arising  prior  to  federal  con- 
trol," does  not  apply  to  actions  under  this 
Act.  Jones  v.  Delaware,  etc.,  R.  Co.,.  (N.  J. 
19&1)    114  Atl.  3ai. 

Introducing  barred  cause  by  amendment. — 
Where  after  the  removal  of  an  action  for 
negligence  it  is  sought  by  amendment  to 
bring  the  cause  within  the  Federal  Employ- 
ers' Liability  Act,  the  limitation  prescribed 
by  this  section  will  apply  if  the  time  stipu- 
lated has  elapsed.  Newberry  v.  Central  of 
Georgia  R.  Co,  (M.  D.  Ala.  1921)  271  Fed. 
117,  wherein  it  was  said:  "While  ordinarily 
a  new  cause  of  action  may  be  introduced  by 
amendment,  the  established  limitation  on 
the  operation  of  its  relation  to  the  com- 
mencement of  the  suit  is  that  if  the  amend- 
ment introduces  new  matter  or  a  different 
cause  of  action  not  within  the  lis  pendens 
as  to  which  the  statute  of  limitations  has 
operated  a  bar  at  the  time  of  making  the 
amendment,  the  statute  of  limitations  is  as 
available  as  if  the  amendment  were  a  new 
and   independent   suit.     ♦     •     • 

"  Section  6  of  the  federal  Employers'  Lia- 
bility Act  provides  that: 

" '  No  action  shall  be  maintained  under 
this  act  unless  commenced  within  two  years 
from  the  day  the  cause  of  action  accrued.* 

*'  More  than  two  years  had  elapsed  before 
the  rejected  amendment  to  the  complaint 
was  offered.  Manifestly  this  limitation  of 
two  years  applies  here,  where  the  complaint 
made  in  the  state  court  alleged  no  facts  to 
bring  the  case  within  the  purview  of  the 
federal  Employers'  Liability  Act,  and  more 
than  two  years  had  elapsed  after  the  cause 
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of  action  arose  and  before  the  amendment 
was  offered." 

n.  JuSISDICnON  AND  VsNUK    (p.    1S72) 

Concurrent  jurisdiction  of  state  and  fed- 
eral courts. —  To  same  effect  as  first  para- 
graph of  original  annotation  see  Miner  v. 
Chicago,  etc^  R.  Co.,  (1020)  147  Minn.  21, 
179  N.  W.  4»3. 

Effect  of  failure  of  cause  of  action  under 
statute. —  Where  a  cause  of  action  under  the 
federal  statute  fails  in  an  action  in  a  state 
oourt,  judgment  may  be  rendered  under  the 
state  law  despite  the  fact  that  the  defend- 
ant is  a  nonresident  corporation  and  was 
deprived  of  the  right  of  removal  by  the 
joinder  of  the  cause  of  action  under  the  fed- 
eral act,  provided  the  joinder  was  in  good 
faith  and  not  merely  to  defeat  removal. 
Polluck  i\  Minneapolis,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (8.  D. 
1921)    183  N.  W.  869. 

Requiring  dismissal  of  rait  in  another 
state. —  In  view  of  the  concurrent  jurisdic- 
tion given  by  this  section,  the  probate  court 
of  a  state  may  require  an  administratrix 
appointed  by  it  to  dismiss  a  suit  brought  by 
her  under  the  act  in  another  state,  on  the 
ground  that  the  public  policy  of  the  ap- 
pointing state,  declared  in  a  statute,  forbids 
the  solicitation  of  personal  injury  suits  to 
be  prosecuted  outside  the  state,  where  the 
defendant  resides  therein.  In  re  Spoo's  Es- 
tate,  (la.  1921)    183  N.  W.  680. 

III.  Removal  to  Federal  Coxtbt  (p.  1374) 

Removal  prohibited  for  any  cause. —  To 
the  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Newberry  v.  Central  of  Georgia  K  Co.,  (M. 
D.  Ala.  1921)  271  Fed.  117. 

Diverse  citizenship. — ^To  same  effect  as  first 
paragraph  of  original  annotation,  see  Miner 
17.  Chicago,  etc,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  147  Minn.  21, 
170  N.  W.  483. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1378,  sec.  9.    [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  336.] 

Venue  of  action. — An  action  for  death 
under  this  section  nuiy  be  brought  in  the 
state  where  the  workman  resided  though  the 
fatal  injury  was  received  in  another  state. 
St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  V,  Smitha. 
(Tex.  lOei)    232  S.  W.  4&4. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1 383,  sec.  1 .     [First  ei, 
1909  Supp.,  p.  581.] 

Construction. —  This  statute  provides  pen- 
alties, and  therefore  is,  perhaps,  within  the 
rule  as  to  strict  construction  in  respect  to  its 
interpretation;  yet,  it  being  one  based  upon 
public  policy  and  in  the  interest  of  greater 
public  safety,  its  provisions  will  not  be  so 
technically  and  narrowly  defined  as  to  de- 
stroy the  leading  and  manifest  purpose  of 
Congress.  U.  S.  v.  Boston,  etc,  R.  Co.,  (O. 
C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  89  {reverBing 
(D.  0.  Mass.  102())   265  Fed.  800). 


The  phrase  ^movement  of  any  trala,*  as 
used  in  this  section,  applies  to  movements 
of  trains  in  railroad  yards  for  the  purpose  of 
switching  cars  as  well  as  to  movements  of 
trains  over  main-line  trades.  Hence,  a 
brakeman  engaged  in  connection  with  an 
engine  in  moving  cars  in  and  about  a  rail* 
road  yard  for  the  purpose  of  maicing  up 
trains,  oomes  within  the  scope  of  the  Act. 
Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  v,  U.  &,  (C.  C.  A.  8d 
Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  009.  The  court  said: 
''The  railroad  company's  sole  insistment  is 
that  the  act  applies  only  to  movements  of 
trains  over  main-line  tracks,  and  not  to  mere 
yard  movements,  such  as  were  made  in  this 
case.  In  construing  the  act,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  its  purpose,  as  expressed  in  its 
title,  was  to  promote  the  safety  of  employte, 
as  well  as  travelers,  upon  railroads.  Of 
course,  in  carrying  out  this  purpose,  the 
mischief  sought  to  be  avoided  was  the  men- 
tal and  physical  exhaustion  of  employes 
liable  to  result  from  permitting  or  requiring 
them  to  remain  on  duty  for  excessive  lengths 
of  time.  The  act  provides  that  the  term 
'  railroad,'  as  used  in  the  act,  shall  include 
'  all  the  road  in  use  by  any  common  carrier 
operating  a  railroad.' 

"As  is  well  pointed  out  in  the  opinion  of 
the  learned  judge  of  the  court  below,  no 
train  is  excluded  from  the  provisions  of  the 
act,  except  wrecking  or  relief  trains,  and 
there  is  no  limitation  as  respects  the  kind  of 
movement  or  the  place  in  which  it  shall  be 
made.  In  this  situation,  bearing  in  mind 
the  purpose  of  the  l^slation  and  appre- 
ciating that  men  may  as  easily  become  ex- 
haust^ by  overwork  in  the  movement  of 
trains  in  and  about  yards  as  thay  may  in 
so-called  main-line  movements,  and  thus  im- 
peril their  own,  as  well  as  the  safety  and 
lives  of  others,  we  would  have  no  hesitation, 
even  if  we  considered  this  a  case  of  first  im- 
pression, in  holding  that  Lathero,  while  at 
work  in  the  Altoona  yards,  was  engaged  in 
or  connected  with  the  movement  of  a  train, 
and  hence  that  the  railroad  company  is  sub- 
ject to  the  penalty  prescribed  in  the  act  for 
a  violation  thereof.  As  was  said  fay  Air. 
Justice  Lurton  in  Chicago,  Ind.  &  L.  Ry  C6. 
t\  Hackett,  22d  U.  S.  669,  664,  8»  Sup.  Ct. 
581.  584  (67  L.  Ed.  966),  in  construing  a 
statute  of  Indiana,  to  hold  that  yard  move- 
ments such  as  were  made  in  the  Altoona 
yard  were  not  movements  of  a  train  '  would 
be  to  make  the  act  meaningless  as  to  the 
most  dangerous  class  of  work  whid^  falls  to 
the  lot  of  railroad  employ^.' 

"  But  we  are  also  of  the  opinion  that  the 
question  has  been  set  at  rest  by  the  decision 
of  the  Supreme  Court  in  United  States  ix 
Brooklyn  Terminal,  249  U.  S.  296,  307,  39 
Sup.  Ct.  283,  63  L.  £d.  613,  where  it  was 
held  that  crews  engaged  in  moving  a  loco- 
motive with  7  or  8  cars  between  docks  of 
the  Brooklyn  Eastern  District  Terminal  and 
its  warehouses  or  team  tracks,  a  distance  of 
over  a  mile,  were  engaged  in  the  movement 
of  a  train  within  the  act  in  question,  al- 
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though  there  was  no  main-line  movement,  in 
the  sense  that  the  train  was  made  up  and 
moved  over  the  main-line  tracks  as  distin- 
guished from  yard  tracks.  It  is  sought  to 
distinguish  that  case  from  the  case  at  bar 
upon  the  ground  that  in  the  former  the 
crews  were  not  engaged  in  yard  work,  but  in 
*  part  of  main-line  transportation.  We  are 
unable,  however,  to  see  any  such  distinction; 
if  there  is  any«  it  is  in  Uieory  rather  thaji 
fact.  In  our  judgment,  the  employes  in 
that  case  were  engaged  in  yard  movemente 
quite  as  much  as  was  the  employ^  in  the 
case  at  bar. 

^'Although  a  distinction  has  been  drawn  in 
the  cases  as  to  one  of  the  sections  of  the 
federal  Safety  Appliance  Acts  (27  Stat.  5dl; 
29  SUt.  86;  32  Stat.  949;  3d  Stat.  298,)  be- 
tween a  train  consisting  of  an  engine  and  cars 
which  have  been  assembled  and  coupled  to- 
gether for  a  run  or  trip  along  the  road,  and 
movements  in  railroad  yards,  whereby  cars 
are  assembled  and  coupled  into  outgoing 
trains,  and  whereby  incoming  trains,  which 
have  completed  their  run,  are  broken  up, 
and.  the  latter  held  not  to  be  within  the 
provisions  of  those  acts  (U.  S.  €.  Erie 
R.  K  Co.,  237  U.  S«  402,  36  Sup.  Ct 
621,  69  L.  £d.  lOW),  yet,  as  pointed  out  by 
the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Brooklyn  Ter- 
minal Case,  and  by  the  Circuit  Court  of 
Appeals  of  the  Second  Circuit,  when  that 
case  was  before  it  (Brooklyn  Eastern  Dis- 
trict Terminal  t>.  U.  S.,  239  Fed.  287,  290, 
162  C.  C.  A.  275),  those  decisions  are  not 
applicable  to  cases  arising  under  the  Hours 
of  Service  Act.^' 

VoLVIII,  p.  1387,  8eC.2.    [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  582.] 

I.  Purpose  and  scope. 
II.  Constitutionality  and  con8tructi<m. 
V.  Employees  within  act. 
VI.  "On  duty." 
VII.  Night  anid  day  offices. 

I.  Purpose  aivd  Scope  (p.  1388) 

Purpose. —  "The  controlling  purpose  of 
Congress  in  the  enactment  of  this  statute  was 
the  protection  of  the  lives  of  the  traveling 
public,  by  preventing  the  employment  of  men 
charged  with  responsible  duties  as  to  move- 
ments of  trains  by  telegraph  or  telephone 
for  so  long  a  time  as  to  render  them  incap- 
able of  performing  their  duties  efficiently.*' 
U.  S.  I?.  New  York,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (CCA. 
Ist  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  321. 

"  The  statute  was  intended  to  promote  the 
safety  of  employees  and  the  traveling  public 
by  affording  sufficient  time  for  recreation  and 
rest,  so  that  small  periods  during  their  hours 
of  duty  for  meals  would  not  offer  any  oppor- 
tunity for  rest  as  contemplated."  U.  S.  v* 
Cornwall,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)  208 
Fed.  680. 

While  the  leading  idea  of  the  statute  is 
the  limitation  of  liuiirs,  Cungress  nought  to 


make  its  purpose  operative  by  a  classification 
based  upon  night  and  day  service.  U.  8.  v. 
Boston,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C  C  A.  1st  Cir.  1920) 
269  F«i.  89  {reversing  (D.  C  Mass.  1920) 
205  Fed.  800). 

Circumstances  of  each  case  controL-— Each 
case  must  be  decided  on  its  own  peculiar  con- 
ditions, since  what  might  imder  some  cir- 
cumstances be  such  a  period  of  release  an 
would  break  the  continuity  of  service  and 
i^ord  such  an  opportunity  for  rest  and  ra- 
lease  from  responsibility  from  mental  tension 
as  it  is  the  purpose  of  the  act  to  secure, 
might  be  insufficient  under  other  circum- 
stances. U.  S.  V,  New  York,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(C  C  A.  Ist  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  321.  In 
this  case  the  court  held  that  the  operator 
was  not  employed  more  than  nine  hours  in 
a  twenty-four  hour  period  where  the  follow- 
ing facts  were  shown :  Upon  the  days  in  ques- 
tion this  operator  went  on  duty  at  4  p.  m. 
and  remained  tmtil  from  7:20  to  7:27  p.  m., 
when  he  was  released  from  duty  by  the  train 
dispatcher  to  return  at  periods  varying  on 
the  different  days  from  8:35  p.  m.  to  9:20 
p.  m.,  during  which  time  he  was  not  sub- 
ject to  any  call,  nor  required  to  remain 
upon  the  railroad  premises,  and  could  do 
what  he  chose  with  his  time,  which  he  em- 
ployed, as  he  testified,  sometimes  in  sleep- 
ing, sometimes  in  reading,  and  sometimes 
attending  the  theater.  After  this  definite 
release  he  returned  to  his  post  and  remained 
to  an  hour  varying  from  10  p.  m.  to  10:14 
p.  m.,  when  he  was  again  definitely  released, 
under  the  same  conditions,  by  the  train  dis- 
patcher from  service  on  1  day  until  12:15 
a.  m.,  and  upon  the  other  4  days  until 
12:30  a.  m.,  and  after  his  return  to  duty  at 
the  end  of  the  second  period  of  release  he 
remained  on  duty  until  12:52  a.  m.  upon 
2  of  the  days  in  question,  12:55  a.  m.  upon 

2  others,  and  12:68  upon  the  fifth,  when  he 
received    a    third    release    from    duty    until 

3  o'clock  a.  m.  upon  two  days,  3:05  a.  m. 
upon  the  third  day,  3:20  a.  m.  upon  the 
fourth  day,  and  2:45  a.  m.  on  the  fifth  day, 
and  after  his  return  to  duty  at  the  expira- 
tion of  this  release  he  remained  at  his  post 
until  3:35  a.  m.  on  one  day,  3:58  a.  m.  upon 
the  second  day,  3:41  a.  m.  the  third  day, 
4:10  a.  m.  the  fourth  day,  and  3:55  a.  m.  the 
fifth  day.  Upon  these  days  the  aggregate 
of  his  actual  service  varied  from  5  hours 
13  minutes  upon  one  day  to  6  hours  9  minutes 
upon  another,  and  his  periods  of  release 
aggregated  from  5  hours  46  minutes  to 
6  hours  41  minutes. 


II.   COWSTITUTIONAIJTY  AND  CONSTBUOTIOW 

(p.  1389) 

Construction. —  In  interpreting  this  provi- 
sion it  must  be  given  such  reasonable,  sen- 
sible construction  as  will  promote  its  bene- 
ficial purpose  and  effect  the  intention  of  the 
Congress  that  enacted  it.  U.  S.  r.  Cornwall, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,   (M.  D.  Pa.  1920)   208  Fed.  680. 
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V.  Employees  Within  Act  (p.  1391) 
Bridge  tender. — \A  person  who  is  employed 
by  an  interstate  railroad  as  a  bridge  tender 
and  who  is  injured  while  instructing  a  co- 
employee  in  his  duties,  is  within  the  scope 
of  this  act.  Desmond  t*.  Boston,  etc.,  R.  Ck>., 
(Mass.  1921)   129  N.  £.  596. 

VI.  "On  Duty"  (p.  1396) 

Dividing  hours  of  service. —  In  U.  S.  v. 
Boston,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920) 
269  Fed.  89,  it  was  said:  "We  think  the 
significant  idea  and  the  real  purpose  of  Con- 
gress was  to  declare  that  telegraph  and  tele- 
phone operators  should  not  be  kept  at  the 
post  of  duty  more  than  9  hours  out  of  the  24 
in  night  and  day  service,  and,  that  being 
the  public  policy  sought  to  be  enforced,  that 
the  purpose  should  become  operative,  unless 
the  terms  of  the  statute  are  so  indefinite  and 
uncertain  as  to  defeat  it. 

"According  to  the  agreed  statement  in  the 
case  before  us,  the  operators  were  relieved 
from  duty  for  certain  periods.  But  still  the 
hours  of  service  during  the  24  exceeded  9 
hours,  and  we  think  the  reliefs  under  a  de- 
scription so  general  as  that  of  the  agreed 
facts  should  be  viewed  as  negligible  intermis- 
sions (United  States  v.  Grand  Rapids  &  I.  R. 
Co.,  224  Fed.  667,  140  C.  C.  A.  177)  or  as 
said  in  United  States  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F. 
R.  Co.,  220  U.  S.  37,  44,  31  SUp.  a.  362,  56 
L.  361,  '  trifling  interruptions,'  not  to  be 
considered,  and  not  as  such  rest  from  tlie 
strain  of  excessive  hours  of  duty  as  to  defeat 
the  operation  of  the  statute,  which  declares 
that  no  operator  shall  be  permitted  to  remain 
on  duty  for  a  longer  period  than  9  hours 
in  any  24." 

Continuity  of  service  —  Period  allowed  for 
meals. —  To  same  effect  as  original  annota- 
tion, see  U.  S.  V.  Cornwall,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (M. 
D.  Pa.  1920)   268  Fed.  680. 

Relieved  train  crew  riding  on  train. —  The 
members  of  a  relieved  train  crew  are  not  "  on 
'duty''  within  the  meaning  of  this  act  when 
they  are  riding  on  one  of  their  employer's 
trains  from  the  point  where  they  were  re- 
lieved to  a  nearbv  town.  Payne  t*.  Industrial 
Commission,  (1921)  296  111.  223,  129  N.  K 
830. 

VII.  Night  and  Day  Offices  (p.  1400) 

In  general. —  Regarding  what  constitutes 
night  ofiices  and  day  ofiices  within  the  mean- 
ing of  this  section f  the  court  in  U.  S.  v.  Bos- 
ton, etc.,  R.  Co.,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  265  Fed. 
800,  said:  ''The  meaning  of  the  statute, 
as  has  been  pointed  out  (U.  S.  v.  Atchison, 
T.  &  S.  F.  R.  R.,  220  U.  S.  37,  31  Sup.  Ct. 
362,  55  L.  Ed.  361;  U.  S.  v.  Atlantic  Coast 
Line  R.  R.  Co.,  211  Fed.  897,  123  C.  C.  A. 
275),  is  far  from  clear.  It  divides  stations 
or  places  into  those  that  are  *  continuously 
operated  night  and  day '  and  those  '  operated 
only  during  the  daytime.'  Giving  the  lan- 
guage its  ordinary  meaning,  it  is  evident 
that  there  might  be,  and  in  fact  there  are, 


places  operated  longer  than  '  during  the  day- 
time,' but  which  are  not  'continuously  op- 
erated night  and  day.'  As  everybody  knows, 
many  stations  in  country  districts  are  kept 
open  for  the  public  convenience  during  the 
early  hours  of  the  evening  as  well  as  during 
the  daytime,  observing  roughly  the  same 
hours  of  opening  and  closing  as  stores  in 
their  vicinity.  The  railroad  agent  at  these 
places  not  infrequently  does  such  tel^raphic 
work  as  the  business  of  the  railroad  requires, 
in  addition  to  his  other  duties. 

"  It  is  settled  that  the  expression  '  con- 
tinuously operated  night  and  day'  is  to  be 
understood  as  including  stations  which  are 
closed  part  of  the  night,  if  they  are  operated 
during  the  daytime  and  a  substantial  por- 
tion of  the  night.  U.  S.  v.  Atchison,  etc., 
supra.  The  same  decision  makes  it  clear 
that  the  mere  keeping  open  of  a  station  after 
6  p.  m.  does  not  bring  it  within  the  9-hour 
class.  As  applied  to  the  case  before  me,  the 
most  significant  word  in  the  act  is  'night.' 
Unless  an  office  be  operated  in  the  night,  as 
well  as  during  the  day,  the  9-hour  limita- 
tion does  not  apply. 

"  What  constitutes  night  operation  is  a 
question  of  fact.  The  division  into  day  and 
night  which  the  statute  contemplates  ap- 
parently refers  to  the  business  day;  e.  g.. 
*  a  day  watchman '  and  *  night  watchman,* 
'day  shift'  and  'night  shift'  It  would 
hardly  be  contended  that  a  station  kept  open 
in  the  early  evening  primarily  as  an  accom- 
modation to  the  public  was  '  operated '  dur- 
ing the  night.  On  the  other  hand,  if  kept 
open  after  hours  when  the  public  which  it 
served  would  be  likely  to  do  business  with  it, 
and  for  purposes  connected  with  the  running 
of  trains,  it  would  be  a  night  office. 

"  Nine  o'clock  in  the  evening  is  evidently 
on  the  border  line.  In  such  cases  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  purpose  for  which  the  station 
was  kept  open  is  the  decisive  factor.  If  it 
be  primarily  for  the  accommodation  to  the 
public,  the  station  would  not,  I  think,  be 
operated  at  night  within  the  statute,  lliis 
seems  to  me  to  be  what  Congress  intended. 
'  Operated,'  in  the  srtatute,  signifies  more  than 
'kept  open.'  The  very  looseness  of  the  lan- 
guage was  perhaps  not  unintentional.  It  is 
to  be  remembered  that  too  severe  limitation 
on  hours  of  service  at  small  stations  will 
result  in  their  being  closed,  thereby  incon- 
veniencing the  public,  w^ithout  any  corre- 
sponding advantage. 

"  The  agreed  statement  throws  no  light  on 
the  purpose  for  which  the  stations  in  ques- 
tion were  kept  open  during  the  evening,  nor 
on  the  sort  of  work  then  done  at  them.  It 
devolves  on  the  plaintiff  to  establish  the 
facts  essential  to  recovery." 

"  Stations  continuously  operated  night  and 
day." — This  phrase  should  not  be  taken  in 
its  strict  sense  as  meaning  every  moment  of 
the  time  either  of  the  day  or  of  the  night. 
U.  S.  V.  Boston,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st 
Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  89. 
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"It  appears  that,  where  an  office  is  open 
such  a  length  of  time  as  to  require  more 
than  one  operator  with  a  13-hour  period, 
then,  there  being  two  or  more  operators  re- 
'  quire  to  complete  such  period,  9-hour  periods 
would  become  practicable.  And  such,  indeed, 
was  the  view  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  the  administrative  body  charged 
with  the  enforcement  of  the  act,  who,  on 
March  8,   1908,  made  a  ruling — 287(g): 

" '  The  commission  interprets  the  phrase 
*'  continuously  operated  night  and  day  *'  as 
applying  to  all  offices,  places,  and  stations 
operated  a  portion  of  the  day  and  a  portion 
of  the  night,  a  total  of  more  than  13  hours. 
The  phrase  "  operated  only  during  the  day- 
time "  refers  to  stations  which  are  operated 
not  to  exceed  13  hours  in  a  24-hour  period, 
and  is  not  considered  as  meaning  that  the 
operator  thereat  may  be  employed  only  dur- 
ing the  daytime.' 

"  It  has  been  repeatedly  decided  that  the 
ruling  of  an  administrative  body  charged 
with  the  enforcing  of  a  law  is  not  lightly 
to  be  disregarded,  but  is  entitled  to  great 
weight."  U.  S.  V.  Cornwall,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(M.  D.  Pa.  1920)   268  Fed.  080. 

The  words  "night"  and  "day"  were  ap- 
parently used  in  a  general  sense,  and  not  in 
the  sense  that,  in  and  of  themselves,  the 
words  were  to  be  accepted  as  arbitrarily 
decisive  of  a  classification  based  strictly  upon 
a  division  between  night  and  day.  This 
seems  obvious,  because  the  word'  "night," 
in  its  common  acceptance,  means  the  dark 
lialf  of  the  day;  that  part  of  the  complete 
day  during  which  the  sun  is  below  the  hori- 
zon; the  time  from  sunset  to  sunrise;  while 
"  day "  means  the  period  during  which  the 
sun  is  above  the  horizon;  the  interval  of 
light,  in  contradistinction  to  that  of  dark- 
ness, or  to  night.  And  the  division  between 
day  and  night  which  the  statute  contem- 
plates does  not  refer  to  the  business  day 
established  by  the  railroads,  based  upon 
shifts  in  respect  to  day  watchman  and  night 
w^atchman,  and  similar  rules  and  regulations 
of  railroads.  U.  S.  v.  Boston,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)    269  Fed.  89. 

Offices  "operated  only  during  the  day- 
time."— ^An  office  open  fifteen  hours  a  day  in 
winter  and  sixteen  and  a  half  hours  in  sum- 
mer is  not  such  an  office  as  was  contem- 
plated by  Congress  in  the  term  "operated 
only  during  the  daytime."  But  an  office 
may  be  operated  a  portion  of  the  night  and 
a  portion  of  the  day  and  yet  fall  beneath 
the  class  which  is  called  "  daytime  "  offices. 
U.  S.  V.  Cornwall,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (M.  D.  Pa. 
1920)   268  Fed.  680,  wherein  the  court  said: 

"It  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  Congress 
intended  in  general  to  include  in  the  '  day- 
time '  class  such  offices  as  had  the  lighter 
business,  which  could  be  readily  handled  by 
one  operator,  and  to  include  in  the  'night 
and  day'  class  those  offices  which  had  such 
amount  of  business  as  would  require  several 
operators,  in  which   case  only  would  it  be 


practical  to  have  a  9-hour  limit.  Therefore 
in  the  former  class  the  labour  period  was 
allowed;  in  the  latter,  only  a  9-hour  period." 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1406,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 
1918  Supp.,  p.  756.] 

V.  Excuses  for  excess  of  service. 

3.  "  Casualty  or  unavoidable  accident." 
VII.  Evidence. 

V.  Excuses  for  Kxcbss  of  Sebvigb 
3.  "  Casualty     or     Unavoidable     Accident " 

(p.  1411) 

In  general — A  delay  to  a  train  by  an  un- 
avoidable accident  is  not  a  license  to  a  car- 
rier for  any  officer  or  agent  to  keep  the  crew 
of  such  train  on  duty  over  16  hours.  To 
excuse  such  service  it  must  be  shown  that 
the  officer  or  agent  made  at  least  some  effort 
to  avoid  excess  service.  U.  S.  t?.  Geer,  (W. 
D.  Pa.  1»20)   268  Fed.  385. 

Unavoidable  accident. — In  an  action  under 
this  act  for  the  recovery  of  penalties  it  has 
been  held  that  a  judgment  for  the  defendant 
is  proper  where  among  the  facts  found  by 
the  court  below  and  set  down  in  its  special 
findings  were  these:  That  the  delays  of  the 
three  trains  on  account  of  which  the  em- 
ployees were  detained  in  service  more  than 
16  consecutive  hours  were  caused  by  unavoid- 
able accidents,  which  were  the  results  of 
causes  not  known  to  the  carrier  or  its  officers 
or  agents  in  charge  of  the  employees  at  the 
times  they  respectively  left  the  terminals; 
that  these  causes  and  accidents  could  not 
have  been  foreseen;  that  the  detention  of 
these  employees  on  these  trains  on  duty  more 
than  16  hours  was  caused  wholly  by  these 
accidents;  and  not  that  the  keeping  of  them 
on  duty  for  more  than  16  consecutive  hours 
could  not  have  been  avoided  by  the  defendant 
by  the  exercise  of  reasonable  diligence  after 
the  respective  accidents.  U.  S.  v.  Atchison, 
etc.,  R,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.   1. 

Adding  time  of  delay  to  statutory  period. 
— A  railroad  company  does  not  have  the 
right  to  add  the  time  the  respective  trains 
were  delayed  by  accident  or  casualty  to  the 
sixteen  hours  that  the  employees  might  be 
held  in  service.  Denver,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  63. 

VII.  Evidence    (p.   1416) 

Burden  of  proof. —  Where  the  original  de- 
lay of  a  train  was  caused  by  unavoidable 
accidents  or  casualties  the  burden  of  proof 
was  on  the  railroad  company  to  show  that 
it  exercised  the  required  diligence  to  relieve 
the  crews  and  to  prevent  the  excess  service 
of  its  employees.  Denver,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v. 
U.  S.,   (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   270  Fed.  63. 

"  Excess  service  may  be  justified  under  the 
facts,  but  the  excuses  embodied  in  the  pro- 
viso are  separate  and  affirmative  defenses 
which  must  be  specially  pleaded  and  estab- 
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lished."     U.  S.  17.  G«er,    (W.   D.  Pa.   1920) 
268  Fed.  a86. 

Admisaibility  on  cross-ezamination. — An 
objection  to  a  question  on  cross-examination 
of  the  superintendent  of  the  defendant  as  to 
a  delay  on  another  date  than  that  specified 
in  the  action  is  properly  sustained  where  no 
evidence  in  regard  thereto  had  been  brought 
out  on  his  direct  examination.  U.  S.  v, 
Atchison,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (G.  C.  A.  8th  Gir. 
1921)   270  Fed.  1. 

Vol.  VIII,  p.  1418,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  584,] 

Interpretations  and  regnlationa  of  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission. —  While  the  act 
in  question  provides  for  suits  by  the  United 
States  for  recovery  of  the  penalties  provided, 
its  enforcement  is  largely  committed  to  the 
Interstate  Gommerce  Gommission,  because 
It  is  expressly  provided  that  such  commis- 
sion shall  execute  and  enforce  its  provisions, 
and  all  powers  are  extended  to  such  com- 
mission, together  with  the  power  to  extend 
the  period  within  which  common  carriers 
shall  comply  with  its  provisions,  and  there- 
fore, while  interpretations  and  regulations 
of  the  Interstate  Gommerce  Commission  are 
not  conclusive  upon  courts,  in  view  of  the 
concurrent  power  and  responsibility  contem- 
plated by  the  statute,  due  weight  should  be 
given  to  the  interpretations  of  its  terms  by 
that  tribunal.  U.  S.  v.  Boston,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(G.  G.  A.  1st  Gir.  1920)  269  Fed.  89. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  754,  sec.  1.  [Eight- 
hour  da/yj] 
Contract  rate  for  ten  hours  held  recover- 
able for  eight  hours,  see  Arizona,  etc.,  R.  Go. 
V,  Foley,  (G.  G.  A.  9th  Gir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
516. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  757,  sec.  1. 

Purpose  of  act. —  See  Wilson  v.  Central 
Vermont  R.  Co.,  (Mass.  1921)  131  N.  E.  169. 

Order  of  Director  General  to  cancel  ratings 
on  silk  held  to  present  judicial  question  and 
preliminary  injunction  was  granted.  Cheney 
1*.  Hines,  (G.  G.  A.  2d  Gir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
310. 

Regulation  limiting  recovery  for  loss  of 
baggage. —  "The  authority  of  the  Director 
General  of  Railroads  to  promulgate  a  bag- 
gage regulation  limiting  the  amount  of  re- 
covery to  $100,  where  no  value  is  declared 
on  intrastate  as  well  as  interstate  trans- 
portation, the  sufficiency  of  the  notice  of  the 
regulation,  and  every  objection  raised  to  the 
application  of  the  Federal  Control  Act  have 
been  settled  by  decisions  of  the  Supreme 
Court  adversely  to  the  plaintiff's  claim. 
.  .  .  Northern  Pacific  Railway  Co.  v. 
North  Dakota,  250  U.  S.  135,  39  Sup.  Ct. 
602,  63  L.  ed.  897;  Hines  v.  Burnett,  (Va. 
1921)    107  S.  E.  657." 

"  Railroads  and  systems  of  transporta- 
tion."—In  Hines  r.  Dahn,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Gir. 


1920)  267  Fed.  105,  the  court,  in  diacnssing 
the  meaning  of  the  words  "  railroads  and 
systems  of  transportation,"  as  used  in  this 
and  oither  sections  of  the  Federal  Control 
Acts,  said: 

''We  do  not  think  there  can  be  any  doubt 
about  the  meaning  of  the  words  '  railroads 
and  systems  of  transportation'  as  used  in 
the  several  acts  of  Congress  and  the  proc- 
lamation of  the  President.  In  our  judgment 
they  refer  only  to  the  physical  properties 
which  constituted  the  system  or  systems. 
The  system  is  composed  of  the  roadbed, 
tracks,  engines,  cars,  and  other  appurte- 
nances which  are  used  in  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  freight  from  one  place  to 
another.  The  system  is  entirely  distinct 
from  the  corporate  entity  which  may  own  or 
manage  the  system.  The  President  ha-l  no 
authority,  nor  did  he  pretend  by  the  lan- 
guage of  his  proclamation,  to  take  over  the 
railroad  corporation  or  corporations,  which 
owned  the  several  systems.  The  whole  Fed- 
eral Control  Act  is  opposed  to  any  such  in- 
terpretation, because  it  provides  for  the  pay- 
ment to  the  different  corporations  of  a  com- 
pensation for  the  use  of  the  several  systems 
and  elaborate  provisions  are  made  for  the 
protection  of  the  rights  of  both  parties.  The 
United  States  owned  no  railroad  stock  and 
did  not  seek  to  obtain  control  of  the  rail- 
road corporations.  The  fundamental  idea 
underlyii\g  the  decision  of  the  United  States 
to  take  control  of  the  systems  was  that  it 
was  necessary  so  to  do  in  order  that  the 
great  task  of  transporting  troops,  munitions, 
and  supplies  might  be  carricnl  on  by  the 
different  systems  to  the  exclusion  of  all  other 
traffic  if  necessary.  Any  further  control 
than  to  accomplish  this  object  was  not  need- 
ed, sought,  or  obtained." 

Effect  of  federal  control. —  "The  railroad 
properties  within  the  continental  United 
States,  while  federal  control  lasted,  were 
organized  into  a  unified  national  system  of 
transportation  under  a  single  head,  the 
Director  General  of  Railroads."  Globe,  etc., 
F.  Ins.  Co.  V.  Hines,  (G.  G.  A.  2d  Gir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  774. 

Legislation  and  the  powers  conferred  on 
the  President,  and  through  him  upon  the 
Director  General,  the  government  in  no  sense 
became  a  common  carrier,  but  exercised  con- 
trol over  the  carriers  to  the  end  that  said 
systems  of  transportation  be  utilized  for  the 
transportation  of  troops,  war  material,  and 
equipment  to  the  exclusion,  so  far  as  may 
be  necessary,  of  all  other  traffic  thereon. 
U.  S.  r.  Geer,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1920)  268  Fed. 
385. 

Act  as  suspending  Safety  Appliance  Acta, 
etc. — "  Keeping  in  view  the  purpose,  and 
only  purpose,  of  the  legislation,  it  would  be 
very  anomalous  if  the  existing  acts  of  Con- 
gress, such  as  the  safety  appliance  acts,  the 
hours  of  service  acts,  and  others  passed 
solely  for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the 
public,  should   be  held  to  be  suspended  or 
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repealed,  and  that  the  nation  could  not  thus 
exercise  the  extraordinary  powers  of  govern- 
ment for  national  preservation  without  tem- 
porarily invalidating  the  existing  legislati<Mi 
passed  for  the  protection  of  the  traveling 
public."  U.  8.  r.  Geer,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1»20)  268 
Fed.  385. 

Act  as  suspending  state  control  over  in- 
trastate rates. —  See  Public  Service  Ck>nunis- 
sion  V,  New  York  Cent.  R.  Co.,  (1920)  230 
N.  Y.  149,  129  N.  E.  455,  14  A.  L.  R.  449. 

Suits  for  money  due  from  government 
vader  act. —  See  Wilson  v.  Central  Vermont 
R.  Co.,   (lyCass.  1921)    131  N.  E.  169. 

Sight  of  action  against  railroad. —  Where 
at  the  time  the  cause  of  action  arose  for  in- 
juries caused  by  a  collision  the  railroad  was 
Doing  operated  by  the  Director  General  of 
Railroads^  the  liability  if  any  for  such  in- 
juries was  held  to  be  on  the  Director  General 
and  a  demurrer  to  an  action  against  the 
railroad  company  was  sustained.  Galehouse 
r.  Baltimore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ohio  19ftl) 
274  Fed.  370. 

In  Morgan's  Louisiana,  etc.,  R.,  etc.,  Co. 
V.  Johnson,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
207  it  was  declared:  ''The  alleged  cause  of 
action  arose  while  the  government  was  op- 
erating the  lines  of  raiboad  of  the  defend- 
ants, and  the  suit  was  brought  after  the 
promulgation  of  General  Order  No.  50  of  the 
United  States  Railroad  Administration, 
which  required  such  a  suit  to  be  brought 
against  the  Director  General.  The  question 
of  the  right  of  the  plaintiff  to  maintain  the 
suit  against  the  defendants,  or  either  of  them, 
was  duly  raised,  and  the  action  of  the  court 
in  allowing  the  recovery  complained  of  is 
duly  presented  for  review.  The  court  erred 
in  overruling  the  objections  of  the  defend- 
ants to  the  maintenance  of  the  suit  against 
them." 

In  Erie  R.  Co.  tx  Caldwell,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  947,  it  was  said: 
"The  Director  General  of  Railroads  having 
lawfully  taken  full  possession  and  control  of 
thia  company's  property,  the  company  itself 
could  not  be  liable  for  negligence  result- 
ing in  injury  to  employees  or  others  during 
the  time  its  property  was  being  operated  by 
governmentcd  agencies  over  which  it  had  no 
control." 

But  no  liability  exists  and  no  action  can 
be  maintained  against  the  Director  General 
of  Railroads  on  a  cause  of  action  arising 
prior  to  the  period  of  federal  control.  An 
action  for  such  a  cause  must  be  brought 
against  the  railroad.  Standley  v.  U.  S.  Rail- 
road Administration,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1920)  271 
Fed.  794. 

Jurisdiction  of  prosecution  for  larceny. — 
A  state  court  has  jurisdiction  of  a  prosecu- 
tion for  larceny  of  goods  en  route  on  a  rail- 
road under  federal  control.  State  t;.  Ferree, 
(W.  Va.  1921)   107  S.  E.  IWk 

1918  Supp.,  p.  760,  sec.  3. 

Termination  of  power  of  board.— The 
power  of  a  board  organized  under  this  sec- 


tion terminates  with  the  end  of  federal  con- 
trol, though  the  dispute  before  it  is  one  with 
employees  and  provision  is  made  in  the 
Transportation  Act  of  1920  [1920  Supp.  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  72  et  seq.]  for  the  board  to  try 
such  disputes.  Gregg  v.  Staric,  (1920)  188 
Ky.  834,  224  S.  W.  459. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  762,  sec.  10. 

Repeal  of  section. —  While  this  section  ex- 
pressly provides  that  actions  might  be 
brought  by  and  against  carriers,  and  judg- 
ments rendered  ''  as  now  provided  by  law," 
that  provision  was  subsequently  nullified  by 
General  Order  No.  50,  which  directed  that 
actions  should  be  brought  aflniinst  the  Di- 
rector General.  Globe,  etc.,  F.  Ins.  Co.  v. 
Hines,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  774; 
Blevins  v,  Hines,  <W.  D.  Va.  1920)  264  Fed. 
1005. 

Effect  of  act  on  state  laws  as  to  rates. — 
Where  a  railroad  was  required  by  the  state 
law  to  carry  passengers  between  certain 
points  within  the  state  at  a  rate  not  exceed- 
ing two  cents  per  mile,  it  was  held  that  an 
order  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads 
issued  under  this  section  increasing  the  rate 
of  carriage  of  passengers  both  interstate  and 
intrastate  to  three  cents  per  mile  was  a  con- 
stitutional exercise  of  the  war  power  of  Con- 
gress. New  York  Cent.  R.  Co.  r.  Public  Serr- 
ice  Commission,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  268  Fed. 
558,  wherein  it  was  further  held  that  this 
Act  did  not  repeal,  but  merely  suspended,  a 
state  statute  regulating  intrastate  passenger 
rates  and  that  on  the  termination  of  federal 
control  the  state  continued  to  control  the 
rates  ex  proprio  rigore. 

General  orders  x8  and  x8a  are  invalid. 
St.  Louis  Southwestern  R.  Co.  i>.  Turner, 
(Tex.  1920)  225  S.  W.  389;  Young  v.  Hines, 
(Mo.  App.  1921)  229  8.  W.  417;  Hill  9. 
Seaboard  Air  Line  R.  Co.,  (1900)  180  N.  B. 
42&,  105  S.  E.   19. 

General  order  50  is  invalid.  American  R. 
Express  Co.  t).  Compton,  (Ala.  1921)  87  So. 
810;  Hines  v.  Mauldin,  140  Ark.  170,  226 
S.  W.  639;  Kansas  City  Southern  R.  Co.  ix 
Rogers,  (1920)  146  Ark.  232,  225  S.  W. 
640;  Parkinson  v,  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co., 
(1920)  43  S.  D.  161,  178  N.  W.  293;  Pull- 
man Co.  «.  Uribe,  (Tex.  1920)  225  S.  W. 
1S9;  Beebe  «.  Minneapolis,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Wis. 
1921)    182  N.  W.  743. 

''General  Order  No.  50,  promulgated  by 
the  Director  G^eneral,  October  28,  1918,  di- 
recting that  actions  at  law,  suits  in  equity 
and  other  proceedings  thereafter  brought  in 
any  court  based  on  contract  binding  upon 
the  Director  General,  claim  for  death  or  in- 
jury to  person,  or  for  loss  and  damage  to 
property  arising  since  December  31,  1917, 
growing  out  of  the  possession,  use,  control 
or  operation  of  any  railroad  or  system  of 
transportation  by  the  Director  General, 
which  action,  suit  or  proceeding  but  for  fed- 
eral control  might  have  been  brought  against 
the  carrier  company,  shall  be  brought  against 
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William  G.  McAdoo,  Director  General,  and 
not  otherwise,  is  an  interpretation  of  the 
laws  regulating  Federal  Control  of  Bail- 
roads  by  that  department  of  the  government 
charged  with  the  duty  of  executing  the  same, 
and  such  interpretation  has  always  been  re- 
garded by  the  courts  with  great  respect." 
Hines  v.  Dahn,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.  105. 

Proceedings  in  admiralty  not  excluded  by 
this  section,  see  Hines  i;.  Sangstad  Steam- 
ship Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
602. 

Right  to  sue  in  name  of  Director  General. 
—  The  act  and  the  rules  promulgated  by  fed- 
eral authority  in  pursuance  thereof,  did  not 
intend  either  to  extinguish  or  impair,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  expressly  preserved,  the 
rights  of  parties  to  prosecute  to  judgment, 
in  the  name  of  the  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads any  cause  of  action  against  the  rail- 
way companies  to  which  they  as  parties 
were  entitled  under  the  federal,  state,  or 
common  law.  Rose  v.  Hines,  (1920)  25  Ga. 
App.  791,  104  S.  E.  784. 

When  the  carrier  in  question  was  at  the 
time  of  the  shipment  operated  by  the  United 
States  government  through  an  officer  called 
"  Director  General  of  Railroads,"  suits  for 
the  freight  were  properly  brought  in  the 
name  of  that  official  against  the  party  or 
parties,  whether  consignor  or  consignee,  or 
both,  who  procured  the  transportation  to  be 
made.  Clemons  v,  Payne,  (Ga.  App.  1921) 
105  S.  £.  623. 

Suits  against  Director  Gtwral-^  Liability 
for  fire  damage, —  The  Director  General  is 
liable  for  personal  injury  to  one  burned 
while  attempting  to  put  out  a  fire  started 
by  a  locomotive  not  equipped  with  a  proper 
spark  arrester.  Hines  i?.  Bellah,  (Ga.  App. 
1921)    106  8.  E.  559. 

The  liability  of  the  Director  General  of 
Railroads  is  not  limited  to  actions  brought 
solely  to  enforce  common  carrier  liabilities 
by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  section  10  of 
the  Federal  Control  Act.  He  may  be  joined 
with  a  railroad  company  as  defendant  in  an 
action  brought  to  recover  damages  caused 
by  a  railroad  fire.  Anderson  r.  Minneapolis, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  146  Minn.  430,  179  N. 
W.   45. 

Liability  for  injury  at  crossing, —  The 
liability  of  the  Director  General  is  not  lim- 
ited to  claims  growing  out  of  a  breach  ol  a 
contract  to  transport  passengers  or  freight 
but  extends  to  an  accident  at  a  highway 
crossing.  Hines  v.  Zellner,  (1920)  25  Ga. 
App.  272,   103  S.  E.  97. 

Action  for  conversion, — An  action  against 
the  Director  General  and  the  carrier  for 
conversion  is  not  an  action  against  the  gov- 
ernment and  special  authority  from  the 
United  States  to  one  is  not  necessary.  Cham- 
bers i\  Hines,    (Tex.   1920)    225   S.  W.  200. 

Double  damages  for  killing  stock  imposed 
by  a  state  statute,  may  be  recovered,  despite 
federal  control.  Chilton  v.  Hines,  (19^) 
205  Mo.  App.  130,  224  S.  W.  18. 

Suit  by  soldier. — A  soldier  in  active  serv- 


ice has  no  right  of  action  against  the  Di- 
rector General  for  injuries  due  to  the  negli- 
gent management  of  the  train  in  which  he  is 
being  transported.  Moon  r.  Hines,  (Ala. 
1921)    87  So.  603,  13  A.  L.  R.  1020. 

Liability  of  railroad  to  salt  —  In  general, 
—  Federal  control  does  not  change  the  status 
of  a  railroad  company  as  to  liability  to 
suit.  It  may  be  sued  after  being  taken  over 
by  the  government  the  same  as  before. 
Hines  v.  Henaghan,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920) 
265  Fed.  831.  To  same  effect,  see  Hines  v. 
Atlantic  Refining  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1920)  265  Fed.  839;  Louisville,  etc.,  R.  06. 
V.  Johnson,  (1920)  204  Ala.  150,  85  So.  372. 
See  also  Ellis  v,  Atlanta,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (N.  D. 
Ga.  1921 )  270  Fed.  279. 

Liability  of  railroad  for  acts  or  omissions 
of  Director  General. — The  owner  companies 
were  not  made  liable  for  acts  or  omissions  of 
the  Director  General  in  operating  the  rail- 
roads by  the  provision  of  this  section,  that 
carriers,  while  under  federal  control,  should 
remain  subject  to  all  existing  laws  and  lia- 
bilities, and  may  sue  and  be  sued  as  hereto- 
fore. Missouri  Pac.  R.  Co.  v.  Ault,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  a.  593,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
-— ,  reversing  (1919)  140  Ark.  572,  216  S.  W. 
3.  To  the  same  effect,  see  NorfoUc-Southem 
R,  Co.  V.  Owens,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41 
S.  Ct.  587,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing 
(1919)    178  N.  C.  325,  100  S.  E.  617 

Cause  of  action  arising  prior  to  federal 
control, — ^Where  the  cause  of  action  arose 
prior  to  federal  control  the  suit  is  properly 
brought  against  the  carrier  rather  than  the 
Director  General.  Louisville,  etc.,  R.  Co. 
t\  Spears,    (Ky.  1921)    232  S.  W.  60. 

Cause  of  action  not  arising  against  rail- 
road as  common  carrier, — ^This  section  did 
not  exclude  an  action  against  a  carrier  under 
federal  control  on  a  cause  of  action  not 
arising  against  it  as  a  common  carrier. 
Hines  t;.  Sangstad  Steamship  Co.,  (C.  0.  A. 
1st  Cir.  1920)    266  Fed.  502. 

A  criminal  prosecution  for  failure  to  com- 
ply with  a  state  statute  relating  to  the  main- 
tenance of  waiting  rooms  will  not  lie  where 
the .  railroad  was  under  federal  control  at 
the  time  of  the  acts  complained  of.  Com. 
V,  Louisville,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1920)  189  Ky. 
309,  224  S.  W.  847,  11  A.  L.  R.  1446. 

An  action  against  Pullman  Company  for 
negligence  was  held  to  be  improperly  brought 
while  railroads  were  under  federal  control, 
in  Pullman  Co.  i;.  Sweeney,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)   269  Fed.  764.        ' 

Employees  within  Employers'  Liability 
Act. — A  railroad  employee  injured  while  the 
railroad  was  under  federal  control  is  within 
the  terms  of  the  Employers'  Liability  Act. 
f  8  Fed.  St.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1208) ;  Hite  v.  St. 
Joseph,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Mo.  1920)  225  S.  W.  916. 

Award  under  state  workmen's  compensa- 
tion act  against  corporation  under  federal 
control. —  See  Pullman  Car  Lines  17.  Riley, 
(Del.   1921)    114   Atl.  920. 

Action  as  one  arising  under  law  of  United 
States. — An  action  against  the  Director  Gen- 
eral of  Railroads  for  the  alleged  negligence 
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of  railroad  employees  is  one  arising  under  a 
law  of  the  United  States.  Blevins  v.  Hines, 
*W.  D.  Va.  1920)   264  Fed.  1005. 

Statutory  presumption  of  negligence  ap- 
plicable.—  The  statutory  presumption  of  neg- 
ligence as  set  forth  in  state  statute,  is  ap- 
plicable in  a  suit  against  the  Director 
General  of  Railroads,  where  the  damage 
sued  for  was  caused  by  the  running  of  the 
locomotives  or  cars  of  any  of  the  railroads 
under  his  control  as  Director  General. 
Hines  v.  HcGook,  (1020)  25  Ga.  App.  306, 
103  S.  E.  690. 

Venue  of  action  against  Director  General, 
see  Ellis  v.  Atlanta,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ga. 
1921)   270  Fed.  279. 

Service  of  process  on  the  agents  of  the 
Director  General  who  were  formerly  the 
agents  of  the  carrier  is  insufficient  to  bring 
him  into  court.  Lanier  v.  Pullman  Co., 
(1920)    180  N.  C.  406,   105  S.  E.  21. 

Form  of  designating  Director  General  in 
complaint. —  In  Hines  v.  Wimbish,  (1920) 
204  Ala.  350,  85  So.  765,  the  Director 
General  was  held  to  be  sued  as  an  official 
and  not  as  an  individual,  the  caption  of  the 
complaint  being  as  follows:  ^Walter  D. 
Hines  as  Director  Creneral  of  Railroads  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  Director  General 
of  Railroads  of  the  United  States,  defend- 
ants." 

Parties  defendant  in  action  under  Employ- 
era'  Liability  Act  against  railroad  under  fed- 
eral control — See  Atkinson  v.  Philadelphia, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (1921)  137  Md.  632,  113  AtL 
110. 

The  substitution  of  the  Director  General 
by  consent  obviates  all  question  as  to  the 
validity  of  general  order  60  and  neither 
the  plaintiff  nor  the  Director  General  can 
object  to  the  substitution.  Kersten  v.  Hines, 
(1920)   283  Mo.  623,  223  S.  W.  686. 

Though  it  is  improper  to  join  the  carrier 
as  a  party  to  a  suit  for  a  cause  arising 
under  federal  control,  the  Director  General 
is  not  prejudiced  thereby,  and  an  appellate 
court  may  dismiss  as  to  the  carrier  and 
affirm  as  to  the  Director  General.  Morrell 
i;.  Northern  Pac.  R.  Co.,  (N.  D.  1920)  179 
N.  W.  922.  See  also  Adams  v.  (Juincy,  etc., 
R.  Co.,   (Mo.  1921)   229  S.  W.  790. 

The  joinder  of  the  carrier  in  an  action 
against  the  Director  General,  while  proper, 
is  a  useless  formality  whose  mission  may  be 
ignored.  Hines  v.  Collins,  (Tex.  1921)  227 
S.  W.  332;  Hines  v.  Parry,  (Tex.  1921)  227 
S.  W.  339. 

Under  general  order  No.  60  a  suit  for 
personal  injuries  against  a  railroad  while  it 
is  under  federal  control,  should  be  brought 
against  the  Director  General  rather  than 
against  the  railroad.  Mardis  v.  Hines,  (C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  171. 

Defenses  available  to  Director  General. — 
The  Director  General  of  Railroads,  so  far 
as  the  suit  was  concerned,  was  merely  a 
substitute  for  the  railroad  company,  and, 
under  the  law,  assumed  all  of  its  burdens; 


and  we  think  it  quite  clear  that  under  the 
act  of  Congress  of  March  21,  1918  (40  Stat. 
466,  c.  25,  §  10,)  the  Director  General  of 
Railroads  was  precluded  from  making  any 
defense  in  this  case  that  the  railroad  com- 
pany itself  could  not  have  made.  Hines  v, 
McCook,  (1920)  25  Ga.  App.  395,  103  S.  £. 
690. 

Punitive  damages  may  be  recovered  against 
the  Director  General  for  a  willful  violation 
of  duty  by  train  employees  producing  a 
crossing  accident.  Davis  v.  Elzey,  (Miss. 
1921)    88  So.  630. 

A  provision  on  judgment  for  execution 
while  erroneous  is  harmless  and  does  not 
affect  its  validity.  Hines  v,  Robey,  (Tex. 
1920)   225  8.  W.  201. 

Garnishment,^ —  The  Director  General  is 
not  put  to  garnishment,  which  is  in  effect, 
as  regards  the  garnishee,  primarily  only  an 
action  or  suit  in  personam  by  the  defendant, 
brought  in  the  plaintifTs  name  against  the 
garnishee,  ancillary  to  the  main  action  at 
law  between  the  plaintiff  and  the  defendant, 
and  is  not  in  effect  a  "  levy  "  until  the  actual 
payment  or  delivery  to  the  court  or  judicial 
officer  of  the  moneys  or  properties  after 
judgment  against  the  garnishee.  Hines  v. 
Minor,  (Ga.  App.  1921)   105  S.  B.  851. 

Appeal  bond. —  So  much  of  general  orders 
50  and  60a  as  provides  that  no  appeal  bond 
shall  be  required  of  the  Director  General,  is 
invalid.  Bryson  t?.  Payne,  (Tex.  1921)  232 
S.  W.  862. 

Suits  for  statutory  penalty. —  The  Direc- 
tor General  is  not  made  liable  for  statutory 
penalties  for  violation  of  state  laws  by  the 
provisions  of  this  section  that  carriers,  while 
under  federal  control,  shall  be  subject  to  all 
laws  and  liabilities  as  common  carriers, 
whether  arising  iinder  state  or  federal  laws 
or  at  common  law,  and  of  §  15,  that  the 
lawful  police  regulations  of  the  several  states 
shall  continue  unimpaired.  Missouri  Pac.  R. 
Co.  17.  Ault,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct. 
693,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (1919, 
140  Ark.  572,  216  S.  W.  3.  wherein  it  was 
further  held  that  the  question  whether  the 
liability  imposed  by  state  statutes  for  vio- 
lations of  those  statutes  should  be  deemed 
com^pensation  or  penalty,  presented  a  ques- 
tion not  of  state  but  of  federal  law,  open 
to  review  in  the  federal  supreme  court  on 
writ  of  error  to  a  state  court. 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  above  case,  see 
Norfolk-Southern  R.  Co.  t?.  Owens,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  697,  65  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — ,  reversing  (1919)  178  N.  C.  326, 
100  S.  E.  617. 

The  Director  General  is  not  liable  ^io  a 
statutory  penalty  for  failure  to  keep  depot 
groimds  lighted.  State  v.  Hines,  (Tex. 
1921)  228  S.  W.  667. 

A  statutory  penalty  for  killing  animals 
may  be  recovered.  Kansas  City  Southern 
R.  Co.  V.  Rogers,  (1920)  146  Ark.  232,  225 
S.  W.  640. 
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1918  Supp.,  p.  763,  sec.  11. 

Evidence  as  to  possesaion  of  goods  stolen 
from  others. —  Where  it  was  charged  that 
defendant  knowingly  had  and  retained  rail- 
road tools  and  materials  in  his  possession 
without  any  right  or  title  thereto  and  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  United  States  and 
that  said  property  was  part  of  the  property 
used  in  the  operation  of  the  railroad,  it  was 
held  evidence  was  admissible  of  the  posses- 
sion of  stolen  goods  other  than  those  which 
the  defendant  was  accused  of  stealing  even 
though  the  goods  belonged  to  another  owner. 
Vaughn  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  451. 

Sufficiency  of  evidence. —  In  Vaughn  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed. 
451,  the  evidence  showed  that  the  plaintiff 
In  error  was  a  switchman  for  the  Southern 
Pacific  Ck)mpany  working  in  the  Brooklyn 
yards  at  Portland,  Or.  It  was  shown  by  the 
evidence  of  the  general  foreman  of  the  store 

7T)artment  at  the  yards  that  there  had 
been  a  standing  shortage  of  journal  bearings. 
Another  witness  testified  that  the  railrctful 
had  had  many  complaints  on  account  of 
articles  missing  from  the  Brooklyn  yards 
and  the  caboose  stores,  etc.,  and  that  boxes 
in  which  journal  brasses  were  kept  had  been 
broken  into  and  the  journals  stolen.  There 
was  testimony  that  on  February  21,  1919,  a 
special  agent  of  the  United  States  Railroad 
Administration,   accompanied   by   detectives. 


searched  the  defendant's  residence  and  found 
in  the  basement  thereof  a  sack  of  journal 
bearing  brasses  broken  into  small  pieces, 
marked  with  the  initials  "O.  W.  R.  &  N." 
and  "So.  Pac.  Ck>.";  also  four  large  pieces 
of  babbitt  metal,  paint  brushes  which  had 
been  filed  or  rasped  around  the  initials  ^  S. 
P.  Go./'  so  that  the  initials  were  scarcely 
legible,  and  one  cold  chisel  yeith  "  S.  P.  Qo." 
stamped  on  it,  one  hanuner  with  the  initials 
"  S.  P.  Co.,"  and  other  articles  marked  "  8. 
P."  Another  witness  identified  certain  keys 
and  locks  and  journal  brasses  found  in  the 
basement  of  the  defendant's  house  its  prop- 
erty of  the  Southern  Pacific  Company,  and 
testified  that  he  found  in  the  pocket  of 
defendant's  trousers  section  house  keys. 
There  was  evidence  that  the  defendant  had 
been  seen '  carrying  bundles  away  from  the 
yards,  and  had  been  seen  taJcing  away 
plumbing  material.  This  evidence  was  held 
sufficient  to  establish  the  corpus  delicti.  The 
foregoing  considerations  also  were  held  to 
answer  the  contenti<»i  that  there  was  com- 
plete failure  of  proof  that  either  the  railroad 
or  the  government  ever  owned  or  used  the 
property  described  in  the  indictment. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  765,  sec.  15. 

"  South  Dakota  Workmen's  Compensation 
Law"  was  held  applicable  in  suit  against 
Director  General  of  Kailroads  in  Hines  v. 
Meier,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  168. 


REPLEVIN 


Vol.  VIII,  p.  1425,  sec.  934.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  766.] 

Bond  where  property  libelled  for  condem- 
nation and  forfeiture. —  Under  this  section 
it  has  been  held  that  where  an  automobile 
has  been  seized  while  being  used  to  transport 


intoxicating  liquor,  an  order  may  be  made 
delivering  it  to  the  claimant  on  his  giving  a 
claimant's  delivery  bond  in  the  sum  for 
which  the  automobile  has  been  appraised. 
U.  S.  V.  One  Chevrolet  Automobile,  (M.  D. 
Tenn.   1920)    267  Fed.  1021. 


RIVERS,  HARBORS  AND  CANALS 


Vol.  IX,  p.  12,  sec.  2476.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VI,  p.  787.] 

Determination  of  navigability. — A  river 
having  actual  navigable  capacity  in  its 
natural  state,  and  capable  of  carrying  com- 
merce among  the  states,  is  within  the  power 
of  Conf^ress  to  preserve  for  purpoees  of 
future  transportation,  even  though  it  be  not 
at  present  used  for  such  commerce,  and  be 
incapable  of  such  use  according  to  present 
methods,  either  by  reason  of  changed  con- 
ditions or  because  of  artificial  obstructions. 
Economy  Light,  etc.,  Co.  r.  U.  S.,  (192il) 
25«  U.  S.  113,  41  S.  Ct.  409,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 


— ,  affirming   (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1OT&)    296 
Fed.  792,  168  C.  C.  A,  138. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  24ta  [Candemnalion,  ptir- 
chase,  etc.]  [First  ed.,  vol.  VI, 
p.  827.] 

state  law  as  controlling. —  This  statute 
subjects  such  proceedings  to  the  state  laws 
only  in  respect  to  matters  of  procedure  and 
not  to  matters  of  substance.  In  this  con- 
nection it  is  further  said:  "The  right  to 
determine  the  necessity  of  the  taking  of 
property  for  public  use,  under  the  power  of 
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aninent  domain,  is  Deeesgarily  incident  to 
the  Bovereign  power  of  the  United  States 
gOTemment  to  determine  for  itself  whether 
it  needs  any  particular  property  for  such 
use.  This  right  and  power  cannot  he  lim- 
ited or  affected  hy  the  laws  of  a  state  un- 
less Congress  so  provides,  and  no  federal 
legislation  to  that  effect  has  heen  enacted." 
In  re  Condemnations*  etc.,  (E.  D.  Mich. 
1020)    266  106. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  33.  ^Condemnation  of 
land  for  improvements,  etc.] 
[First  ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  608.] 

Constitutionality. —  This  section  is  not  un- 
constitutional as  delegating  to  private  par- 
ties the  right  of  eminent  domain.  In  this 
connection  it  is  said  of  the  act:  "It  merely 
provides  that  when,  as  here,  the  government 
desires  to  take  private  land  necessary  for 
a  public  use  mentioned  in  the  statute,  but 
wishes  to  have  such  land  donated  by  private 
interests,  willing,  but  unable,  to  do  so,  be- 
cause unable  to  purchase  and  acquire  a  valid 
title  thereto,  in  that  event  the  United  States 
government,  instead  of  receiving  the  land 
itself  from  such  person,  company,  or  cor- 
poration, as  it  would  have  the  right  to  do 
(Act  April  24,  1888,  c.  194,  26  Statutes  at 
Large  d4,  [9  Fed.  St.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  24], 
may,  under  the  circumstances  men- 
tioned, accept,  from  the  private  interests 
concerned,  reimbursement  of  the  expense  of 
acquiring  such  land  by  condemnation;  that 
is,  payment  of  the  just  compensaticm  which 
must  be  made  therefor,  when,  and  as,  duly 
determined  in  condemnation  proceedings 
properly  brought  in  the  name  of,  and  by, 
the  government  against  the  owners  of  the 
land  so  needed.  The  government,  not  the 
private  interest,  condemns  and  takes  the 
land.  .  The  only  connection  with  the  matter 
which  such  private  interest  has  is  its  arrange- 
ment with  tile  government  to  save  the  latter 
harmless  from  the  cost  of  such  taking." 
In  re  Condenmations,  etc.,  (£.  D.  Mich. 
1909)  269  Fed.  105. 

Questions  aa  to  nature  and  necessity  of 
vie. —  "It  is  well  settled  that  the  question 
whether  the  use  for  which  property  is  sought 
to  be  taken  as  a  public  use  is  a  judicial  ques- 
tion." ..  .  .  "  If  the  use  for  which  any  par- 
ticular property  is  sought  to  be  taken  is 
a  public  use,  the  question  whether  such  prop- 
erty is  necessary  for  such  use  is  a  legislative 
question,  and  the  determination  thereof  by 
the  proper  legislative  body  cannot  be  ques- 
tioned in  condemnation  proceedings  brought 
for  the  taking  thereof."  In  re  Condemna- 
tions, etc.,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1920)  266  Fed.  105. 

The  fact  of  inability  to  purchase  the  land 
desired  ia  not  a  jurisdictional  question  which, 
like  other  facts  on  which  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  court  depends  is  one  of  the  issues  in  the 
case.  The  question  whether  the  local  interests 
hAve  been  unable  to  acquire  the  lands  in- 
volved, as  well   as  the  necessity   for  using 


such  lands  really  enters  into  and  becomes  a 
part  of  the  broad  question  of  the  necessity 
for  instituting  condemnation  proceedings 
which  the  Secretary  of  War,  not  the  court, 
must  decide.  In  re  Condemnations,  etc.,  (E. 
D.  Mich.   1920)   209  Fed.   105. 

"  The  duties  and  powers  of  the  Secretary 
of  War  in  connection  with  proceedings  of 
this  kind  are  confined  to  'determining 
whether  particular  lands  are  needed  in  con- 
nection with  any  certain  work  of  river  and 
harbor  improvement  duly  authorized  by 
Congress,  and,  if  such  lands  be  so  needed,  to 
deciding  whether  condemnation  proceedings 
are  to  be  instituted  in  the  name  of  the  United 
States  for  the  acquirement  of  such  lands.  In 
determining  whether  he  will  cause  such  pro- 
ceedings to  be  instituted,  the  Secretary  of 
War,  acting  within  the  exercise  of  'his  dis- 
cretion,' must  necessarily  decide  some  ques- 
tions, at  least  to  his  own  satisfaction.  When 
he  has  requested  the  Attorney  General  to 
institute  and  cor^duct  such  proceedings,  it 
becomes  the  dut)*  of  the  latter*  officer  to  com- 
ply with  such  request,  and  when  the  proceed- 
ings have  been  commenced  questions  arising 
thereafter,  Bucli  as  those  concerning  the  na- 
ture of  the  use  for  which  the  land  is  sought, 
the  amount  of  compensation  to  be  made  to 
the  owners  of  sucn  lands,  the  practice  to  be 
followed,  and  kindred  questions,  are  to  be 
detorm^ned  in  the  condemnation  proceedings. 
With  none  of  these  last-mentioned  questions 
has  the  Secretary  of  War  any  official  con- 
cern or  connection.  The  duties  imposed,  and 
the  powers  conferred,  upon  him  are  ulti- 
mately to  decide  whether  he  will  cause  con- 
demnation proceedings  to  be  instituted.  In 
making  this  decision,  he  must  first  determine 
the  necesity  toir  the  taking.  His  determina- 
tion as  to  the  necessity  of  such  taking  ia 
final,  and  not  reviewable  by  the  courts."  In 
re  Condemnations,  etc.,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1920) 
296  Fed.  105. 

Delegation  to  government  offlciala  of 
power  to  determine  necessity^ — The  power 
to  determine  the  questions  of  the  necessity 
of  the  use  may  be  delegated  by  Congress  to 
executive  officials  of  the  government,  and 
the  finding  by  such  officials  on  this  question, 
made  in  the  exercise  of  such  delegated 
power,  is  not  subject  to  review  by  the  courts. 
In  re  Condemnations,  etc.,'  (E.  D.  Mich. 
1920)   206  Fed.  105. 

Elements  not  affecting  character  of  nse. — 
''The  mere  fact  that  the  taking  of  property 
for  a  public  use  will  result  in  greater  ben- 
efit to  some  persons  than  to  others,  or  that 
private  individuals  contribute  to  the  expense 
of  such  taking,  does  not  affect  the  character 
of  such  use,  or  render  it  any  the  less  public, 
within  the  meaning  and  scope  of  the  law  of 
eminent  domain."  In  re  Condemnations, 
etc.,  (E.  D.  Mich.  19^0)  206  Fed.  105. 

Use  of  property  to  improve  navigation  as 
public  use. —  Use  of  property  by  the  United 
States,  when  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
improving    the    navigability    of    navigable 


762 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


rivers,  within  its  jurisdiciian,  is  a  public 
use  for  which  it  is  entitled  to  take  such  prop- 
erty by  the  power  of  eminent  domain."  In 
re  Condemnations,  etc.,  (£.  D.  Mich.  1920) 
266  Fed.  105. 

A  hearing  on  the  question  of  necessity  is 
not  essential  to  due  process  of  law  in  the 
sense  of  the  Fourteenth  Amendment.  In  re 
Condemnations,  etc.,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1920) 
266  Fed.  106. 

Payment  of  compensation. —  "While  pri- 
vate property  cannot  be  taken,  even  un- 
der the  right  of  eminent  domain,  unless 
necessary  for  public  use,  and  then  only  if 
just  compensation  be  paid  therefor,  yet  it 
is  not  necessary,  in  the  absence  of  express 
constitutional  or  statutory  requirements  .to 
that  effect,  that  such  compensation  be  paid 
before  the  actual  taking  of  the  property, 
provided  that  reasonably  certain,  prompt, 
and  adequate  provision  for  the  payment  of 
just  compensation  be  made,  or  the  public 
faith  and  purse  be  pledged  for  such  pay- 
ment." In  re  Condemnations,  etc.,  (E.  D. 
Mich.  1920)  266  Fed.  106,  wherein  it  was 
held  that  the  mere  commencement  of  con< 
demnation  proceedings  was  not  the  taking 
of  any  property,  and  that  the  actual  pay- 
ment of  compensation,  therefore,  need  not 
precede  or  accompany  the  filing  of  the  peti- 
tions. In  re  Condemnations,  etc.,  (E.  D. 
Mich.   1920)    266  Fed.   105. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  37,  sec.  8.      [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  369.] 

Validity  of  contract  binding  govemment 
to  pay  more  than  amonnt  appropriated. — 
The  making  of  a  contract  binding  the  gov- 
ernment  to  pay  more  than  the  amount  ap- 
propriated was  not  within  the  power  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  under  the  River  and 
Harbor  Act  of  July  25,  1912,  making  an  ap- 
propriation for  completing  a  specified  im- 
provement, and  providing  in  this  section 
that  whenever  the  appropriations  made  or 
authorized  to  be  made  for  the  completion 
of  any  river  and  harbor  work  shall  prove 
insufficient  therefor,  the  Secretary  of  War 
may,  in  his  discretion,  on  recommendation 
of  the  Chief  of  Engineers,  apply  the  funds 
BO  appropriated  or  authorized  to  the  prose- 
cution of  the  work, — especially  in  view  of 
the  provisions  of  U.  S.  R.  S.  §  S7^,  (see 
Vol.  8,  p.  366^)  that  no  contract  for  any 
public  improvement  shall  bind  the  govern- 
ment to  pay  a  larger  sum  than  the  amount 
in  the  Treasury  appropriated  for  the  specific 
purpose,  and  of  §§  3722  (see  Vol.  8,  p.  361) 
and  5603  (see  Vol.  7,  p.  661),  and  of  the 
Act  of  June  30,  1906,  (see  Vol.  3,  p.  153) 
that  no  act  shall  be  construed  to  authorize 
the  execution  of  a  contract  involving  the 
payment  of  money  in  excess  of  appropria- 
tions made  by  law  unless  such  act  shall,  in 
specific  terms,  declare  an  appropriation  to 
be  made,  or  that  a  contract  may  be  executed. 
Sutton  V.  U.  S.,   (1921)   256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S. 


« 


Ct.  663,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  modifying,  and 
as  modified,  affirming  (1920)  55  C?t.  01.  193. 


Vol.  IX,  p.  42,  sec.  1.      [First  ed., 
vol.  VI,  p.  7^6.] 

Purpose. —  The  purpose  of  the  statute  is  to 
prevent  dischaiiging  or  depositing  matter  into 
the  harbor  which  will  obstruct  or  injure  it. 
Warner -Quinlan  Co.  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d 
Cir.    1921)    273  Fed.  603. 

"  Or  any  other  matter  of  any  kind."— 
The  statute  enumerates  the  specific  ma- 
terials which,  in  the  opinion  of  Congress, 
would  ordinarily  be  deposited  into  the  waters 
and  would  obstruct  and  injure  the  harbor, 
but  made  sure  that  it  should  not  be  ob- 
structed or  injured  because  of  the  failure  to 
mention  all  the  materials  that  might  possi- 
bly be  placed  or  deposited  in  the  prescribed 
limits,  and  so  Congress  added  the  words, 
*  or  any  other  matter  of  any  kind.'  This 
means,  applying  the  maxim  of  ejusdem  gen- 
eris, matter  of  the  same  general  class  as  be- 
fore mentioned.  The  materials  mentioned 
except  acid,  are  mostly  solids,  and  the  injury 
which  they  would  do  the  harbor  would  be  to 
obstruct  it.  While  obstruction  is  the  princi- 
pal injury  Congress  had  in  mind,  it  was  not 
the  only  one ;  for  '  acid '  would  not  obstruct, 
but  would  corrode  and  be  detrimental  to 
boats,  wharves,  etc.,  and  would  thus  be  in- 
jurious to  the  harbor  as  such."  Warner- 
Quinlan  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.   503. 

Refuse  from  refining  of  petroleum. —  In 
Warner-Quinlan  Co.  t\  U.  S.,  (CCA.  3d 
Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  603,  it  appeared  that 
there  came  from  the  plant  of  the  defendant 
a  material  described  bv  the  witness  as  ''fuel 
matter,"  "  sludge,"  *  "black  oil,"  and  •'  oil 
and  tar."    The  court  declared: 

" '  Sludge '  is  specifically  mentioned  in  the 
act,  and  is  defined  by  the  Standard  Diction- 
ary as :  '  Refuse,  acid,  or  alkali  from  the 
refining  of  petroleum;  muddy  or  pasty  refuse 
of  various  kinds;  slime  of  ores;  the  plate 
covering  an  opening  in  a  boiler  for  removal 
of  sediment;  also,  the  sediment.' 

**  This  matter  which  came  from  the  de- 
fendant's plant  sometimes  became  solid  and 
settled  as  a  sediment.  If  it  continued  to  be 
discharged  or  placed  in  the  waters  of  the 
haroor,  without  restriction,  it  would  in  time 
obstruct  and  injure  the  harbor.  Masters  of 
boats  would  naturally  and  ordinarily  object 
to  entering  waterjs  covered  with  oil  and  tar. 
These  would  surely  prove  injurious  to  the 
harbor,  if  not  actually  obstructive.  We 
think  the  evidence  establishes  that  the  matter 
coming  from  the  defendant's  plant  would  be 
both  obstructive  and  injurious  to  the  har- 
bor, and  included  in  that  general  class  of 
matter  forbidden  to  be  placed,  discharged, 
or  deposited  by  any  process  or  in  any  man- 
ner in  the  tidal  waters  of  the  harbor  of  New 
York." 
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Evidence  required  to  sustain  conviction. — < 
In  order  to  sustain  the  conviction,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  evidence  show,  first,  that 
the  supervisor,  in  pursuance  of  the  statute, 
had  prescribed  limits  in  the  tidal  waters  of 
the  harbor  of  New  York  or  its  adjacent  or 
tributary  waters;  and,  second,  that  the  de- 
fendant had,  at  or  within  the  time  or  times 
specified  in  the  indictment,  placed,  discharged 
or  deposited  by  some  process  or  in  some 
manner  some  of  the  forbidden  matter  within 
those  prescribed  limits.  Warner-Quinlan  Go. 
V,  U.  S.,  (0.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
603. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  53,  sec.  10.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VI,  p.  813.] 

Parties  who  may  complain  of  obstruction. 
—  The  only  party  who  may  complain  of  a 
dam  as  being  in  violation  of  this  section  is 
the  United  States,  unless  one  is  individually 
injured  differently  from  the  general  public 
in  degree  and  kind.  Silvey  v.  Montgomery 
County,   (S.  D.  Ohio  1921)    273  Fed.  202. 

Loading  crane  projecting  beyond  edge  of 
wharf  and  over  navigable  waters  has  been 
held  an  obstruction  of  such  waters  rendering 
the  owner  liable  to  a  colliding  vessel  it  ap- 
pearing that  it  had  been  erected  without 
making  an  application  to  the  Secretary  of 
War  for  his  approval  and  authorization.  F. 
S.  Royster  Guano  Co.  v.  Outten,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1920)   206  Fed.  4»4. 

Liability  for  obstruction. —  In  case  of  an 
obstruction  deliberately  placed  in  a  navigable 
channel  without  giving  any  warning  of  it 
the  owners  will  be  responsible  to  owners  of 
vessels  injured  thereby  while  themselves  ex- 
ercising due  care.  The  Mahanoy,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  192)1 )  27^  Fed.  668. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  56,  sec.  11.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VI,  p.  815.] 

Authority  of  Congress. —  The  right  of  the 
government  to  establish  harbor  lines  is  not 
exhausted  by  one  exercise  of  the  power  but  it 
may  change  these  linee  just  as  often  as  it 
may  deem  necessary  in  order  to  protect  navi- 
gation from  obstruction.  U.  6.  v.  Pennsyl- 
vania, etc.,  Dock  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)   272  Fed.  839. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  58,  sec.  13.      [First  ed., 
vol.  VI,  p.  816.] 

Beached  barge  as  "  refuse."— Where  the 
line,  by  which  a  barge  is  being  towed,  parts 
and  the  barge  drifts  ashore,  later  breaks  up 
during  a  storm  and  damages  a  cottage  on 
the  beach,  there  is  no  violation  of  this  sec- 
tion since  the  barge  cannot  be  regarded  as 
refuse  thrown  from  a  vessel  nor  as  mate- 
rial deposited  on  the  shore  of  navigable 
water.  Longstean  t\  McCaffrey  (1920)  95 
Conn.  486,  111  Atl.  788.  The  court  said: 
**  The  statute  upon  which  the  court  based  its 
charge,  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.    (2d  Ed.)   vol.  9,  p. 


58  provides  in  its  first  part  that  it  shall  not 
be  lawful  *  to  throw,  discharge  or  deposit ' 
from  or  out  of  any  ship,  barge,  or  floating 
craft  of  any  kind  any  refuse  matter  of  any 
kind  other  than  that  flowing  in  street  or 
sewer  in  liquid  state  into  any  navigable 
waters  of  the  United  States. 

"  Depositing  refuse  in  any  navigable  waters 
of  the  United  States  from  or  out  of  any 
floating  craft  constitutes  the  offense  of  the 
statute,  and  its  violation  would  furnish,  if 
it  occasioned  injury  and  was  the  proximate 
cause  of  the  damage,  a  cause  of  action  for 
negligence  for  the  damage  done.  Myrtle 
Point  Transportation  Co.  v.  Port  of  Coquille 
River,  86  Or.  311,  168  Pac.  625. 

"A  barge  beached  upon  the  shore  of  navi- 
gable water  cannot  be  held  to  be  refuse 
within  the  meaning  of  this  act,  whether  the 
barge  came  there  through  fault  of  the  owner 
or  unavoidable  accident,  or  whether  it  was 
abandoned  from  the  time  it  became  beached. 
And  by  the  terms  of  this  offense  the  refuse 
must  have  been  thrown,  deposited,  or  dis- 
charged or  been  permitted  to  be  thrown, 
discharged,  or  deposited  from  or  out  of  the 
barge.  None  of  the  conditions  constituting 
the  offense  described  in  the  first  portion  of 
the  statute  are  present  in  the  situation  de- 
tailed before  us.  An  even  more  controlling 
reason  made  this  part  of  the  statute  and  all 
of  it  inadmissible.  The  court,  as  appears 
from  the  instruction,  relied  upon  the  latter 
part,  which  reads: 

**  *  It  shall '  not  be  lawful  to  deposit,  or 
cause,  suffer,  or  procure  to  be  deposited  ma- 
terial of  any  kind  in  any  place  on  the  bank 
of  any  navigable  water  or  on  the  bank  of 
any  tributary  of  any  nayigable  water,  where 
the  same  shall  be  liable  to  be  washed  into 
such  navigablu  water,  either  by  ordinary  or 
high  tides,  ur  by  storms  or  flioods,  or  other- 
wise.* 

"  This  portion  of  the  statute  was  intended 
to  secure  the  prevention  of  the  impeding  or 
obstruction  of  navigation  by  depositing  or 
suffering  to  be.  deposited  any  kind  of  mate- 
rial, refuse  or  otherwise  on  the  bank  or  shore 
of  navigable  water,  or  on  the  bank  or  shore 
of  its  tributary  where  the  same  shall  be  lia- 
ble to  be  washed  into  such  navigable  water. 
Protection  of  navigation  was  the  purpose 
of  the  statute.  The  violation  of  a  statute 
which  forbids  the  doing  of  certain  acts  does 
not  give  a  cause  of  actionable  negligence  in 
favor  of  private  individuals  unless  the  stat- 
ute was  designed  to  prevent  such  injuries 
as  were  suffered  by  the  individual  claiming 
damage  and  unless  it  imposes  upon  the  one 
violating  the  statute  a  specific  duty  for  the 
.protection  or  benefit  of  him  who  claims 
damages  for  the  violation.  1  Thompson  on 
Negligence,  §  12;  20  Ruling  Case  Law,  §  33. 

"  *  The  violation  of  the  ordinance  could  have 
had  no  influence  in  causing  the  accident,  and 
the  trial  court  properly  withdrew  its  consid- 
eration from  the  jury.  It  is  a  well-settled 
rule  that  a  person  cannot  recover  from 
another  for  negligence  based  upon  the  viola- 
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tion  qf  a  statute  or  ordinance  which  la  not 
intended  for  his  protection. 

"'The  rule  which  is  applicable  to  actions 
for  negligence  based  upon  the  violation  of  a 
statutory  duty  is  to  all  intents  and  purposes 
the  same  as  the  rule  applicable  to  actions  for 
negligence  based  upon  a  violation  of  a  com- 
mon law  duty.  Where  there  is  no  duty, 
there  can  be  no  negligence.  The  statutory 
duty  must  be  owing  to  the  person  injured, 
and  not  to  some  one  else,  in  order  that  a 
violation  thereof  shall  constitute  actionable 
negligence.'  Anthony  v.  Conn.  Co.,  88  Conn. 
700,  707,  92  Atl.  OT2. 

And  it  must  also  appear  that  the  violation 
of  the  statute  was  the  proximate  cause  of 
the  injury  sustained.  Feehan  v.  Slater,  89 
Conn.  697,  701,  96  Atl.  159. 

''This  statute  was  for  the  protection  of 
navigation.  It  was  not  designed  for  the  pro- 
tection or  benefit  of  cottagers  upon  the 
shore.  This  is  apparent  upon  the  slightest 
inspection  of  the  statute.  Had  this  been  a 
proper  subject  upon  which  to  instruct  the 
jury,  the  instruction  would  have  been  errone- 
ous in  omitting  the  essential  element  that 
the  pieces  of  the  barge  so  washed  upon  the 
shore  did,  or  were  apt  to  impede  or  obstruct 
navigation." 

Vol.  IX,  p.  60,  sec.  15.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VI,  p.  817.] 

Scope  and  application  of  Mction. —  "This 
act  imposes  an  affirmative  and  positive  duty 
upon  vessels  coming  to  anchor  in  navigable 
channels  to  see  that  they  do  not  under  any 
circumstances,  accidents  excepted,  prevent  or 
obstruct  the  passage  of  other  vessels;  not 
that  they  shall  not  anchor  at  all  in  such  a 
channel,  but  that  when  they  anchor  therein 
they  shall  so  anchor  and  in  such  method, 
as  not  to  close  the  channel  or  unduly  or 
unreasonably  prevent  or  obstruct,  the  passage 
of  other  vessels.  The  Margaret.  (]>.  C.)  203 
Fed.  331;  Id.,  213  Fed.  975,  130  C.  C.  A. 
381;  The  Hesperos  (C.  C.  A.)  265  Fed.  921. 

"  When  a  vessel  intends,  not  only  to  stop 
in  a  channel  in  which  she  is  moving,  but  to 
anchor  and  to  swing  around  so  that  her 
length  obstructs  the  channel,  she  is  bound 
to  give  notice  of  her  movement  or  intention, 
or  warn  others  not  to  approach  until  she 
has  completed  her  unusual  maneuver.  The 
maneuvers  which  the  Sosua  executed  took 
up  a  large  part  of  the  channel  upon  a  dark 
night.  She  passed  the  Hainesport  without 
signal  about  75  feet  off  the  Walnut  street 
docks,  crossed  her  bow,  and  directly  after 
passing  Market  street  began  to  reverse  her 
OQgines,  all  without  warning  signal  and  with- 
out a  lookout. 

"She  violated  the  statutory  prohibition 
.  .  .  in  swinging  around  to  come  to 
anchor  without  any  warning  or  indication 
of  her  intention.  If  she  had  had  a  lookout 
properly  stationed,  the  close  approach  of  the 
Hainesport  would  doubtless  have  been  ob- 
served, and  the  master  and  pilot,  whose  at- 


tention was  directed  to  bringing  her  into  a 
^roper  position  to  tatAor,  would  not  have 
had  to  rely  upon  chance  to  observe  the  ap- 
proach of  the  Hainesport  with  her  tow.  The 
very  maneuver  she  executed  was  an  obstiniO' 
tion  to  the  channel.  Bhe  was  bound  to  re- 
frain from  maneuvers  'calculated  to  embar- 
rass the  vessel  in  her  rear  in  an  attempt  to 
pass."  The  Sosua,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  271 
Fed.  772. 

"The  statute  was  intended  as  an  explicit 
legislative  statement  that  the  dominant  use 
of  channels  is  for  passage,  and  not  anchor- 
age, and  it  does  not  permit  a  vessel  to  an- 
chor voluntarily  in  a  channel,  when  her 
presence  there  imperils  other  vessels,  or  re- 
quires more  than  ordinary  skill  or  care  in 
their  navigation.  Obviously  masters  of  ves- 
sels are  charged  with  knowledge  that  the 
coming  of  fogs  or  storms  may  make  an 
anchored  vessel  an  obstruction,  when,  it 
would  not  be  in  fair  weather."  The  City  of 
Norfolk,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
641. 

Duty  imposed. — ^To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  The  Hesperos,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  921,  wherein  a  large 
steamship  was  held  to  be  negligent  in  an- 
choring near  a  channel  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  allow  her  stern  to  swing  around  with  the 
tide  and  obstruct  it  thereby  causing  a  col- 
lision with  an  incoming  st^mship. 

Vessel  caught  in  fog. — In  this  connection 
it  has  been  said:  "The  first  thought  and 
object  of  the  master  and  pilot  of  a  vessel 
caught  by  a  dense  fog  in  a  channel  in  which 
the  vessel  at  anchor  would  be  an  obstruction 
to  another  vessel  navigated  with  due  care 
should  be  to  get  out  of  the  way  of  other 
vessels  by  moving  on  with  *  moderate  speed ' 
to  the  nearest  anchorage  grounds  or  the  open 
sea.  In  such  navigation  'moderate  speed' 
means  speed  so  slow  that  the  vessel  can  be 
stopped  within  the  distance  at  which  another 
vessel  can  be  seen.  If  the  fog  is  so  dense  as 
to  justify  the  master  in  believing  that 
another  vessel  going  at  a  moderate  speed 
could  not  be  seen  at  the  distance  in  which 
he  could  stop  his  vessel,  and  that  the  two 
vessels  would  be  in  danger  of  collision,  then 
the  master  should  anchor  and  give  the  statu- 
tory signals.  Even  if  he  thus  obstructs  the 
channel,  he  is  not  responsible,  because  it  is 
done  under  necessity.  Doubt  as  to  this  neces* 
sity  should  be  solved  by  weighing  all  the 
circumstances  and  conditions,  such  as  the 
width  of  the  channel,  the  flow  of  the  tide, 
the  force  of  the  wind,  the  probability  of 
meeting  other  vessels,  the  size  of  the  ship, 
and  distance  and  course  to  the  nearest  an- 
chorage. If  the  navigator  of  the  vessel, 
upon  careful  consideration  of  all  the  cir- 
cumstances, reasonably  concludes  that  neces- 
sity requires  anchorage  he  should  not  be  held 
in  fault,  and  in  case  of  collision  should  be 
held  entitled  to  the  presumption  in  favor  of 
a  vessel  at  rest  against  a  moving  vessel.  The 
duty  of  the  master  of  the  approaching  vessel 
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is  to  stop  as  soon  as  he  hears  the  fog  signal." 
The  City  of  Norfolk,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1920)  266  Fed.  641. 

Effect  of  proyisioii  on  local  regulationa. — 
A  local  regulation  making  an  absolute  pro- 
hibition against  anchoring  in  a  channel  is 
supplanted  by  this  section.  The  City  of 
Norfolk,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
641. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  78,  sec.  7.     [First  ed., 

1916  Supp.,  p.  224.] 

Failure  of  war  department  to  define  an- 
chorage grounds. —  Where  the  War  Depart- 
ment did  not  act  in  pursuance  of  the  statute 
and  the  place  at  which  a  vessel  anchored 
was  a  usual  and  customary  anchorage  set 
apart  by  a  city  ordinance  and  authorized 
by  permission  from  the  office  of  the  port 
warden,  the  vessel  was  held  to  be  protected. 
The  Mexico  Maru,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  270 
Fed.  800. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  80,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VI,  p.  793.] 

Liability  of  city. —  In  Conklin  v,  Norwalk, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  270  Fed.  68,  the 
city  of  Norwalk  was  held  liable  for  the 
failure  of  the  bridge  tender  to  open  the 
draw  or  in  case  he  could  not  open  it  to  give 
the  required  signaL 

Vol.  IX,  p.  81,  sec.  9.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VI,  p.  805.] 

What  ia  **  navigable  river." — The  pro- 
hibition in  this  section  against  the  construc- 
tion of  a  dam  in  a  navigable  river  of  the 
United  States  without  the  approval  of  the 
War  Department,  applies  to  a  river  having 
actual  navigable  capacity  in  its  natural 
state,  and  capable  of  carrying  commerce 
among  the  states,  even  though  it  be  not  at 
present  used  for  such  commerce,  and  be  in- 
capable of  such  use  according  to  present 
methods,  either  by  reason  of  changed  con- 
ditions or  because  of  artificial  obstructions. 
Economy  Light,  etc.,  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  113,  41  S.  Ct.  409,  66  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — ,  [afjirmifng  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1919) 
266  Fed.  792,  168  C.  C.  A.  138]  wherein  it 
was  held  that  the  Desplaines  river  below  the 
city  of  Joliet,  and  just  above  where  the  Des- 
plaines joins  the  Kankakee  to  form  the 
Illinois  river,  was  a  navigable  river  of  the 
United  States,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
prohibition  in  this  section  against  the  con- 
struction of  a  dam  in  a  navigable  river  of 
the  United  States  without  the  approval  of 
the  War  Department. 

Approval  of  War  Department. —  The  re- 
quirement of  this  section  that  the  War  De- 
partment approve  the  location  and  plans  for 
any  dam  in  a  navigable  river  of  the  United 
States,  is  not  in  substance  satisfied  by  the 
refusal  of  the  Secretary  of  War  to  act  be- 
cause, as  he  waa  assured  that  the  river  waa 
not  navigable,  he  had  no  jurisdiction.     This 


cannot  be  regarded  as  an  eauivalent  to  an 
approval,  either  in  form  or  effect,  or  even 
as  an  official  inquiry  into  the  navigability 
of  the  river.  Economy  Light,  etc.,  Co.  i\ 
U.  S.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  113,  41  S.  Ct.  409, 
66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  7th 
Cir.  1919)   266  Fed.  792,  168  C.  C.  A.  138. 

Contract  to  remove  coUapsed  pier. —  Even 
though  approval  of  the  secretary  of  war 
might  have  been  necessary  to  alterations 
in  a  contract  for  the  construction  of  a  bridge, 
the  failure  to  obtain  it  does  not  affect  the 
rights  of  the  parties  in  respect  to  a  sub- 
sequent contract  to  remove  steel  which  haa 
fallen  into  the  water  when  one  of  the  piers 
collapsed,  where  it  is  agreed  by  the  second 
contract  that  the  question  of  responsibility 
for  the  fall  of  the  pier  shall  fix  the  payment 
to  be  made  under  the  contract  for  removing 
the  steel.  Midland  Bridge  Co.  v,  Houston, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1920)  268 
Fed.  931. 

Effect  of  subsequent  alterations  in  mere 
details. — IA  mere  alteration  in  detail,  which 
in  no  way  contemplates  any  .change  in  the 
size,  nature,  or  relation  to  the  stream  of 
the  completed  bridge  does  not  have  to  be 
approved  by  the  secretary  of  war  as  a  con- 
dition to  an  existing  contract  for  construc- 
tion continuing  of  force  between  the  parties 
thereto.  Midland  Bridge  Co.  i\  Houston,  etc., 
Valley  IL  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268 
Fed.   931. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  86,  sec.  18.     [First  ed., 

vol.  yi,  p.  818.] 

Failure  to  remove  piles. —  Where  a  rail- 
road company,  constructing  a  new  bridge 
across  a  navigable  shifting  stream,  fails  to 
remove  piles  which  were  used  to  support 
the  former  bridge,  it  is  liable  for  injury  to  a 
vessel  colliding  with  such  piles.  Nor  is  the 
question  of  liability  affected  by  the  fact  that 
conditions  imposed  by  the  War  Department 
were  complied  with.  Olympian  Dredging  Co. 
f .  Southern  Pac.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  384. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  772,  sec.  5. 

Suffldeney  of  petition. — ^A  petition  is  suffi- 
cient under  this  section  whjere  the  petitioner 
prays  that  "  On  filing  this  petition,  an  order 
mav  be  entered  therein,  b^  this  court,  pro- 
vidmg  for  the  taking  of  immediato  poesea- 
sion  of  each  and  all  of  said  lands  by  peti- 
tioner, for  such  imiprovement,  and  fixing  the 
amount  and  form  of  certain  and  adequate 
security  to  be  given  on  behalf  of  the  United 
States,  as  petitioner  herein,  for  the  payment 
of  such  just  compensation  as  may  be  awarded 
to  the  party  or  parties  entitled  thereto  on 
account  of  the  taking  of  the  rights  of  way 
and  otherwise  hereinbefore  mentioned  as  re- 
quired for  said  improvement,  which  certain 
and  adequate  security,  petitioner  hereby 
offers  to  give  as  may  be,  by  the  court,  di- 
rected." In  re  Condemnations,  (E.  D.  Mich. 
1020)    266  Fed.   105. 
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Vol.  IX,  p.  121,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  384.] 

What  constitutes  salvage  service. —  Where 
a  vessel  at  anchor  in  a  harbor  drags  its 
anchor  during  a  gale  and  collides  with  an- 
other anchored  vessel,  and  the  vessels  are 
lashed  together  to  prevent  further  damage 
to  both,  the  latter  vessel  is  not  entitled  to 
an  award  for  a  salvage  service  in  permitting 
the  other  vessel  to  be  lashed  to  her.  The 
Yaye  Maru,   (D.  C.  Md.  1920)   265  Fed.  850. 

WTiere  it  appeared  that  the  vessel  had  not 
been  abandoned  and  that  the  services  per- 
formed by  seamen  remaining  on  the  vessel 
entailed  no  hardship  or  exhaustion  since  they 
were  performed  only  at  regular  hours  except 
for  the  overtime,  for  which  they  were  paid 
extra,  a  libel  against  the  vessel  for  salvage 
services  was  dismissed.  The  Macona,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)   269  Fed.  468. 

Vessels  traveling  in  company. —  While  no 
one  may  claim  a  salvage  award  for  doing 
that  which  he  is  legally  bound  to  do,  and 
for  which  he  is  actually  or  constructively 
remunerated  in  other  ways,  a  claim  for  sal- 
vage on  the  part  of  one  vessel  for  aiding 
another  when  she  went  aground  cannot  be 
defeated  by  evidence  of  an  agreement  of  the 
two  vessels  to  travel  in  company  for  pro- 
tection against  submarines.  Maru  Nav.  Co. 
17.  Societa  Commerciale,  etc.,  (D.  C.  Md. 
1921)   271  Fed.  97. 

Element  considered  in  making  award. — 
"  It  is  fair  to  consider  the  value  of  the  prop- 
erty in  peril,  the  degree  of  peril,  and  the 
value  of  the  property  employed  by  the  salvor, 
the  risk  of  life  or  property  incurred,  the 
skill  and  dispatch  shown  in  rendering  the 
services,  together  with  the  foresight  and  skill 
used  in  the  preparation  to  render  it,  the  time 
consumed,  and  the  labor  performed  bv  the 
salvor.  The  Blackwall,  10  Wall.  1,  19  L.  Ed. 
870.  The  courts  do  not  desire  to  award  so 
little  as  to  discourage  salvage  aid,  nor  so 
much  as  to  encourage  unnecessary  and  ex- 
travagant statement  of  service.  The  No.  92, 
252  Fed.  118.  All  these  matters  are  within 
the  sound  discretion  of  the  District  Judge, 
who  hears  the  facts  and  sees  the  witnesses. 
It  is  for  him  to  correctlv  find  the  facts,  and 
it  is  only  if  the  evidence  indicates  an  abuse 
of  discretion  that  this  court  interfwes.  The 
Kanawha,  254  Fed.  762,  166  C.  C.  A.  208." 
Jacobeon  v.  Panama  R.  Co.,  (C.  O.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1^07  266  Fed.  344. 

In  ascertaining  the  value  of  salvage  serv- 
ices it  is  fair  to  consider  the  difficulty  of 
safely  handling  the  distressed  vessel  and  the 
risk  nm  of  injury  to  the  salving  vessel.  The 
Western  Pride,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  920. 

The  primary  consideration  in  salvage  cases 
is  the  amount  of  benefit  conferred.  The  Nord 
Alexis,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  160. 


Amount  ot  award  — In  general. —  In  The 
Bretanier,  (CCA.  4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
178,  it  was  held  that  a  tug  worth,  with  her 
apparatus,  $175,000,  was  entitled  to  a  sal- 
vage award  of  $12,000  for  hauling  a  steam- 
ship, valued  at  $500,000  off  a  shoal  and  tow- 
ing it  a  short  distance. 

Where  barges  which  had  been  floating  with 
the  ebb  tide  in  ice  floes  became  grounded, 
it  was  held  that  a  tow  boat  which  pulled 
them  off  and  turned  them  to  safety  per- 
formed services  in  the  nature  of  salvage 
services  for  which  an  award  of  $1,500  was 
proper  although  it  appeared  that  there  was 
no  immediate  pending  disaster  to  the  barges 
and  that  the  difficulties  encountered  by  the 
tow  boat  were  no  more  than  she  would  have 
undertaken  in  towing  a  schooner  up  the 
'harbor  on  the  afternoon  the  services  were 
rendered  at  ordinary  towing  rates.  Potter 
V,  Payne,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed.  470. 

In  Bullard  t;.  230,263  Feet  of  Lumber,  (S. 
D.  Fla.  1920)  267  Fed.  860,  wherein  salvage 
was  asked  for  saving  lumber  from  a  wred^ed 
schooner,  Ihe  court  said:  "The  work  of 
salving  the  lumber  appears  to  have  been 
onerous  in  the  extreme,  the  men  having  to 
work  in  water  most  of  the  time,  and  con- 
tinued over  a  considerable  time,  with  a  num- 
ber of  vessels  and  their  crews  engaged.  -  The 
position  of  the  wrecked  schooner  was  an  ex- 
posed one,  adding  to  the  difficulties  of  the 
work  of  the  men  engaged  in  salving  the  cargo. 

"  Considering  all  the  circumstances  shown 
by  the  testimony,  I  am  of  opinion  that  an 
award  of  76  per  cent,  of  the  net  proceeds  of 
the  salved  property,  after  paying  the  costs 
of  the  suits,  and  the  costs  of  the  damage 
suffered  by  the  Serafina,  the  division  of  sal- 
vage to  be  made  according  to  the  wredcing 
rules,  proportioned  to  the  amount  of  lumber 
salved  by  each  vessel,  except  when  acting  in 
consort." 

''  In  some  foreign  countries  the  amount  or 
proportion  to  be  paid  for  salvage  services  is 
fixed  by  law.  But  in  England  and  in  this 
country  the  rate  of  salvage  compensation  is 
governed  by  no  determinate  rules  applicable 
to  all  cases.  The  proper  rate  of  connpensa- 
tion  is  necessarily  to  some  extent  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  court  on  a  just  estimate  of 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  individual  case. 
Each  case  of  salvage  is  to  be  disposed  of  on 
its  own  merits.  There  are,  however,  certain 
general  principles  which  serve  to  guide  courts 
in  the  exercise  of  their  discretion.  When 
the  risk  is  inconsiderable  and  the  service 
slight,  the  award  should  be  little  more  than 
mere  remuneration  pro  opere  et  labore.  The 
Benjamin  A.  Van  Brunt,  (D.  C)  164  Fed. 
775.  If  the  service  is  attended  with  unusual 
danger  and  difficulty,  the  award  will  be  jvo- 
portionatelv  higher.  Luckenback  t\  SiWb 
3  &  16,  (D.  C)  50  Fed.  570.  The  highest 
compensation  ordinarily  allowed  in  the  meet 
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meritorious  eases  is  one  moiety,  which  is 
rarely  given  except  in  the  case  of  a  derelict. 
While  seldom  more  than  one-half  or  less 
than  one-third  is  given  there  are  many  cases 
in  which  the  award  has  heen  under  5  per 
cent."  The  High  OTflf,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1921)  271  Fed.  202.  In  this  case  an  award 
of  $5,000  was  reduced  on  appeal  to  $2,000 
where  it  appeared  that  a  barge  which  broke 
loose  during  a  storm  and  when  drifting  up 
a  slip  was  taken  in  charge  by  a  tug  and 
carried  further  into  the  slip  to  a  place  of 
safety,  there  being  no  danger  and  the  time 
required  being  about  three-quarters  of  an 
hour. 

Computation  of  award. —  See  The  Copper- 
field,   (S.  D.  Fla.  1920)   2«8  Fed.  77. 

"  The  mere  totoing  to  safety  a  drifting 
barge  or  scow  is  usually  regarded  as  salvage 
service  of  a  low  order  of  merit,  and  is  com- 
pensated by  a  small  award."  The  High  Cliff, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  202. 

Salvage  in  harbor. — ^"It  has  long  been 
settled  in  this  circuit  that  salvage  services 
rendered  in  harbor  cases,  where  tugs  are 
abundant  and  on  the  ground  or  near  by  are 
not  services  of  a  high  order."  The  High 
Cliff,   (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  202. 

Effect  of  retention  by  captain  of  articles 
taken  from  wreck. —  Where  the  captain  of  a 
salving  vessel  retained  certain  nautical  in- 
struments, books  and  papers  and  a  small 
loot  taken  from  the  wreck  until  after  answer 
filed  by  the  claimant  the  court  declared  that 


while  "  the  evidence  is  such  that  I  can  visit 
this  conduct  upon  the  other  salvors,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  court  should  visit  it  upon 
the  guilty  party,  and  this  I  do  by  depriving 
the  master  of  Uie  tug  of  all  participation  in 
the  salvage  awarded  the  crew;  the  master's 
share  to  inure  to  the  benefit  of  the  claimants 
of  the  schooner  and  cargo,  in  proportion  to 
the  value  of  each  as  found  above."  The  Cop- 
perfield,  (S.  D.  Fla.  1920)  268  Fed.  77. 

Interest. —  The  allowance  of  interest  on  a 
salvage  award  is  within  the  discretion  of  the 
trial  court.  Mam  Nav.  Co.  v.  Societa  Com- 
merciale,  etc.,  (D.  C.  Md.  1921)  271  Fed.  97. 

Rights  of  members  of  crew. —  The  mem- 
bers of  a  crew  have  an  independent  right  ac- 
corded them  by  law  for  salvage,  are  entitled 
to  a  maritime  lien  as  protection  and  may 
maintain  an  action  in  personam  to  the  ex- 
tent of  their  lien  for  salving  services.  Jacob- 
son  V.  Panama  B.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
206  Fed.  344. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  122,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 

1914  Supp.,  p.  385.] 

Government  owned  veisels. —  The  fact  that 
both  vessels  were  government  ow^ned  ships 
and  under  the  control  of  the  Emergency 
Fleet  Corporation  has  been  held  not  enough 
to  deprive  the  master  an'd  crew  of  the  salving 
vessel  of  compensation  for  salving  services. 
Jacobson  v.  Panama  R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  344. 
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Vol.  IX,  p.  139,  sec.  4511.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  853.] 

Scope  of  section. —  This  section  and  amend- 
ments and  the  form  provided  in  the  schedule 
annexed  and  R.  8.  sec.  4530  [9  Fed.  Stat. 
Ann,  (2d  ed.)  158]  and  its  amendments  for 
the  protection  of  seamen,  relate  to  the  voy- 
age and  impose  duties  on  the  ship  and  sea- 
men for  the  voyage.  ''Neither  can  renoimce 
those  duties  during  the  voyage.  These  stat- 
utes on  their  face,  and  the  judicial  construc- 
tion given  them,  leave  no  doubt  of  these 
conclusions:  (1)  The  master  cannot  dis- 
charge the  crew,  and  the  crew  cannot  de- 
mand wages  in  full,  until  the  end  of  the 
voyage;  (2)  the  end  of  the  voyage  is  not  a 
port  of  distress,  but  the  port  of  destination; 
(3)  seamen  are  bound  to  serve  until  the 
voyage  ends  in  the  port  of  destination,  un- 
less there  has  been  a  breach  of  the  contract 
by  the  master  as  to  the  time  of  the  voyage 
or  in  some  other  material  particular;  (4)  ex- 
tension of  the  time  of  the  voyage  by  intention 
or  neglect  of  the  master  is  such  breach  of 
the  contract  as  entitles  the  seamen  to  demand 
their  release  on  that  ground  in  any  safe 
port;    (6)   but  extension  of  the  voyage  be- 


yond the  time  mentioned  in  the  contract,  due 
to  perils  of  the  sea  which  the  master  or 
owner  could  not  be  reasonably  expected  to 
guard  against,  is  not  a  breach  of  the  con- 
tract as  to  time,  and  does  not  warrant  sea- 
men in  leaving  the  vessel  or  demanding 
wages  in  full  before  reaching  the  port  of 
destination;  (6)  on  the  other  hand,  seamen 
are  entitled  to  their  wages  and  discharge 
when  the  ship  reaches  the  port  of  destination 
before  the  expiration  of  the  stipulated  time 
of  the  voyage."  Hamilton  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C. 
A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  15. 

Nature  and  construction  of  shipping 
articles. —  *'  Shipping  articles  are  mercantile 
documents,  and  are  entitled  to  a  liberal  con- 
struction in  order  to  accomplish  the  purpose 
the  parties  had  in  mind.  They  are  not  to  be 
scrutinized  as  if  they  were  legal  pleadings." 
U.  S.  V.  Westwood,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  696. 

Requirements  of  articles — ^  Baggage  must 
be  specified. —  It  is  required  that  the  articles 
a  seaman  is  asked  to  sign  shall  tell  him  in 
general  terms,  at  least,  what  kind  of  a  voy- 
age the  master  is  then  planning  to  under- 
take, reserving  on  their  face,  if  need  be, 
sufficient  latitude  for  the  changes  which  may 


768 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


subsequently  arise  from  tlie  exigencies  of  a 
successful  participation  in  the  world's  carry- 
ing trade.  U.  S.  v.  Westwood,  (C.  C.  A. 
4fth  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  696. 

Duration  of  voyage  —  Extension  of  time. — 
Seamen  are  bound  to  serve  until  the  voyage 
ends  in  the  port  of  destination,  unless  there 
has  been  a  breach  of  the  contract  by  the 
master  as  to  the  time  of  the  voyage  or  in 
some  other  material  particular. 

Extension  of  the  time  of  the  voyage  by 
intention  or  neglect  of  the  master  is  such 
breach,  of  the  contract  as  entitles  the  seamen 
to  demand  their  release  on  that  ground  in 
any  safe  port. 

But  extension  of  the  voyage  beyond  the 
time  mentioned  in  the  contract,  due  to  perils 
of  the  sea  which  the  master  or  owner  could 
not  be  reasonably  expected  to  guard  against, 
is  not  a  breach  of  the  contract  as  to  time, 
and  does  not  warrant  seamen  in  leaving  the 
vessel  or  demanding  wages  in  full  before 
reaching  the  port  of  destination. 

If,  however,  the  voyage  cannot  be  com- 
pleted, or  is  ended  by  mutual  agreement,  the 
former  articles  are  of  no  effect  upon  the 
future  status  of  the  crew,  who  are  free  to 
maice  a  new  agreement  with  the  captain,  if 
he  has  the  authority  so  to  do.  Shanley  D. 
U.  S.,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  691. 

Emplo3nnent  and  discharge  of  seamen. — 
The  master  virtute  officii  employs  and  dis- 
charges seamen.  Hughes  v.  Southern  Pac. 
Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1918)  274  Fed.  876. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  153,  sec.  4527.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  864.] 

Seamen  in  coastwise  trade. —  The  master 
and  seamen  may  voluntarily  use  shipping 
articles  in  the  shipping  of  seamen  for  the 
coastwise  trade  in  whicn  case  the  provisions 
of  this  section  apply.  Hughes  f7.  Southern 
Pac.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1918)  274  Fed.  876. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  156,  sec.  4529.    [First 

ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  227.] 

Construction. —  The  section  is  penal  and 
the  right  stricti  juris.  Petterson  v,  U.  S., 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  1000. 

Applicability. —  It  has  been  held  that  this 
section  is  not  applicable  to  foreign  vessels. 
The  City  of  Norwich,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  273 
Fed.  304. 

Seamen  as  wards  of  court. —  ''Seamen  are 
wards  of  the  courts,  no  doubt,  and  are  pro- 
tected against  their  own  carelessness.  The 
statutes,  especially  the  revision  of  1915,  show 
an  increased  solicitude  for  their  welfare, 
which  courts  have  no  right  to  view  with 
jealousy.  Still  they  remain  in  some  measure 
persons  sui  juris,  and  there  is  neither  jus- 
tice nor  policy  in  aiding  them  to  catch  at  pen- 
alties, where  they  have  suffered  no  wrongs." 
Petterson  v.  U.  S.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274 
Fed.  1000. 

**  Without  snffident  caue.*^ — ^Where  a  mas- 


ter refuses  to  pay  seamen  their  wages  ^with- 
out sufficient  cause,''  a  payment  of  full 
wages  subsequently  made  to  them  should  be 
credited  as  part  payment  of  the  penalty  pro- 
vided for  in  the  statute.  Vincent  r.  U.  8., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  889. 

Where  seamen  signed  shipping  articles  at 
the  port  of  San  Francisco  to  Manila  for 
final  discharge,  it  was  held  on  a  libel  for 
the  penalty  that  they  were  entitled  to  their 
discharge  at  Manila  and  that  there  was  ab- 
sence of  a  fair  ground  of  dispute  though  the 
insular  collector  of  customs,  acting  as  ship- 
ping commissioner,  wrote  a  letter  stating: 
**  Whereupon  the  master  thereof  rated  the 
said  seamen  as  such  deserters,  and  this  office 
so  confirms."  This  being  construed  as  mean- 
ing that  the  collector  merely  confirmed  the 
fact  that  the  master  rated  the  men  as  desert- 
ers. Vincent  t\  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  C5r. 
1921)   272  Fed.  889. 

Sufficient  cause  —  Attachment  againei 
wages. — ^An  attachment  under  a  state  statute 
is  not  '*  sufficient  cause "  under  this  section 
for  withholding  a  seaman's  wages.  Burns  v. 
Fred.  L.  Davis  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1921) 
271   Fed.   439. 

Evidence  insufficient  to  show  discharge. — 
In  Petterson  v.  U.  S.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921) 
d74  Fed.  1000,  it  was  held  that  an  agree- 
ment to  an  ertension  of  the  articles  and  a 
return  to  the  ship  after  a  demand  for  pay 
and  a  refusal  to  be  responsible  for  the  safety 
of  the  ship,  followed  by  payment  and  a 
month's  bonus  together  with  the  giving  of  a 
release  at  the  end  of  the  extended  voyage, 
did  not  show  a  discharge  before  the  articles 
lor  extension  were  signed. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  158,  sec.  4530.    [First 

ed.,  1916  Siipp.,  p.  228.] 
Duties  imposed  on    ship   and    aeameii. — 

R.  S.  sec.  4511  [9  Fed.  fitat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
139]  and  amendments  and  the  form  pro- 
vided in  the  schedule  annexed  and  this  sec- 
tion and  its  amendments  for  the  protection 
of  seamen,  relate  to  the  voyage  and  impose 
duties  on  the  ship  and  seamen  for  the  voy- 
age. ''Neither  can  renounce  those  duties 
during  the  voya^.  These  statutes  on  their 
face,  and  the  judicial  construction  ^iven 
them,  leave  no  doubt  of  these  conclusions: 
(1)  The  master  cannot  discharge  the  crew, 
and  the  crew  cannot  demand  wages  in  full, 
until  the  end  of  the  voyage;  (2)  the  end  of 
the  voyage  is  not  a  port  of  distress,  but  the 
port  of  destination;  (3)  seamen  are  bound  to 
flerve  until  the  voyage  ends  in  the  port  of 
destination,  unless  there  has  been  a  breach 
of  the  contract  by  the  master  as  to  the  time 
of  the  voyage  or  in  some  other  material  par- 
ticular; (4)  extension  of  the  time  of  the 
voyage  by  intention  or  neglect  of  the  master 
is  such  breach  of  the  contract  as  entitles  tlie 
seamen  to  demand  their  release  on  that  ground 
in  any  safe  port;  (5)  but  extensi<«  of  the 
voyage  beyond   the   time  mentioned   in   Una 
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contract,  due  to  perils  of  the  sea  which  the 
master  or  owner  could  not  be  reasonably 
expected  to  guard  against,  is  not  a  breach  of 
the  contract  as  to  time,  and  does  not  war- 
rant seamen  in  leaving  the  vessel  or  demand- 
ing wages  in  full  before  reaching  the  port  of 
destination;  (6)  on  the  other  hand,  seamen 
are  entitled  to  their  wages  and  discharge 
when  the  ship  reaches  the  port  of  destination 
before  the  expiration  of  the  stipulated  time 
of  the  voyage."  Hamilton  i?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C 
A.  4th  Cir.  1920)    20»  Fed.   16. 

Right  to  one-half  wages  —  Qeneralhj. — 
Under  this  section  seamen  making  a  demand 
of  the  master  are  entitled  to  one-half  of  the 
wages  earned  ard  still  unpaid.  Low  Ling 
Sing  V.  Standard  Transp.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1921)   274  Fed.  1017. 

'Necessity  of  demand, —  "The  statute  au- 
thorizing this  libel  presupposes  a  reasonable 
demand  (The  Pinna,  255  Fed.  642,  107  C.  C. 
Jl,  18)  plainly  made.  It  must  be  plainly 
made,  in  order  that  the  shipmaster  may 
know  exactly  what  is  demanded  of  him;  for 
by  the  statute,  if  he  refuses  half  wages, 
whole  wages  instantly  become  due,  together 
with  pc^sible  damages.  Where  such  import- 
ant consequences  hinge  upon  the  making  of 
•a  demand,  it  is  obvious  that  clearness  both  in 
langruage  and  in  proof  is  due  from  those 
who  rely  upon  it."  The  Hougomont,  (C.  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  »&1. 

Amount, —  To  the  same  effect  as  the  oris- 
inal  annotation,  see  The  Hougomont,  (C.  C. 
A.  2d.  Cir.   1921)    272  Fed.   8»1. 

Waiver. —  In  The  Hougomont,  (C.  C.  A. 
fid  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  881,  the  rights  of 
eeamen  as  libelants  were  held  to  be  defeated 
by  waiver  arising  from  the  receipt  by  the 
seamen  of  payments  after  demand  for  half 
wages  and  by  remaining  on  board  the  ship 
after  like  was  filed  and  performing  services. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  179,  sec.  12.     [First  ed, 

1916  Supp.,  p.  233.] 

Fisherman'!  wages. — ^A  state  statute  ex- 
cluding fishermen  from  an  exemption  from 
garnishment  accorded  seamen,  is  invalid  as 
.this  section  expressly  states  that  its  pro- 
visions shall  ''apply  to  fishermen  employed 
on  fishing  vessels  as  well  as  to  seamen  "  and 
the  power  of  Congress  being  paramount  the 
fitate  statute  must  give  way.  Burns  i>.  Fred 
L.  Davis  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1921)  271 
Fed.  439. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  180,  sec.  20.     [First  ed., 

1916  Supp.,  p.  250.] 

"  Seamen  having  command.'' — (A  foreman 
Staving  direct  command  of  the  work  in  hand 
and  of  the  men  is  not  a  fellow  servant  of  a 
eeaman  under  his  authority.  George  Leary 
Constr.  Co.  v.  Matson,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1921)   272  Fed.  401. 

Negligence  in  selection  of  appliances  and 
appurtenances. —  Since  under  the  statute  the 
master  of  the  vessel,  or  seaman  in  command, 

25 


is  not  a  fellow  servant  of  those  under  hia 
authority,  his  selection  and  supply  of  the 
appliance  and  appurtenances  used  for  the 
service  on  the  ship  under  his  direction  is  the 
selection  and  supply  of  the  owner,  and  for 
injury  to  a  seaman  due  to  negligence  in  such 
selection  and  supply  the  owner  is  liable  for 
full  indemnity  for  the  injury.  George  Leary 
Constr.  Co.  r.  Matson,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1921)    272  Fed.  461. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  181,  seb.  4549.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  884.] 

Mode  of  discharge. — ^A  seaman  when  dis- 
charged must  be  discharged  before  a  shipping 
commissioner.  Any  other  discharge  is  wrong- 
ful. Hughes  V,  Southern  Pac,  Co.»  <S.  D. 
N.  Y.  1918)  274  Fed.  876. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  182,  sec.  455Z    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  885.] 

Releaie  —  ConoUuiveneas, —  Where  a  dis- 
pute as  to  the  rate  of  wages  was  taken  be* 
fore  the  shipping  commissioner  at  the  end 
of  the  voyage  but  he  apparently  did  not  go 
into  the  merits  of  the  claim  by  the  crew  but 
denied  it  as  a  matter  of  course,  a  release 
signed  under  such  circumstances  cannot  be 
used  as  a  receipt  in  full.  Shanley  v.  U.  S.» 
(E.  D.  N.  Y,  1921)  274  Fed.  691. 

Mistake  in  signing, — ^In  Pacific  Mail  Steami* 
ship  Co.  V,  Lucas,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920) 
264  Fed.  938,  it  was  held  under  the  evidence 
that  a  seaman  neither  sought  nor  desired  a 
discharge,  that  he  was  only  asked  to  sien 
for  his  wages  and  did  not  know  that  he 
signed  a  release,  and  that  the  alleged  dis- 
charge could  not  be  sustained  because  it  was 
not  fully  explained  to  him. 

Wages  where  seaman  becomes  sick. — ^A  sear 
man  who  falls  sick  on  a  voyage  is  entitled 
to  recover  his  full  wages  for  the  trip  for 
which  he  was  engaged,  and  the  necessary  ex- 
pense incurred  in  his  cure.  Pacific  Mail 
Steamship  Co.  v,  Lucas,  (C.  C.  A  9th  Cir. 
1920)  264  Fed.  938. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  185,  sec.  4556.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  887.] 

Duty  of  seamen  as  to  serving. —  The  im- 
portance of  obedience  and  discipline  on  a 
ship,  to  the  end  that  it  may  proceed  on  its 
voyage,  imposes  on  the  crew,  after  they  have 
commenced  the  voyage,  the  duty  to  use  rea- 
sonable means  to  ascertain  the  actual  con- 
dition of  the  vessel,  including  a  resurvey,  if 
that  be  practicable,  before  refusal  to  serve 
for  unseaworthiness.  ,  .  .  But  they  are  not 
bound  to  serve  on  a  vessel  which  is  unsea- 
worthy,  and  they  should  be  acquitted  of  the 
charj^e  of  desertion  or  revolt,  or  endeavor  to 
revolt,  if  in  apprehension  of  danger  they 
leave  the  ship  ot*  refuse  to  serve,  asserting 
and  believing  on  reasonable  grounds  that  the 
ship  is  unsea worthy,  although  it  may  turn 
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out  on  further  close  investigation  that  it  was 
in  fact  seaworthy,  for  reasonable  appre- 
hension of  loss  of  life  or  limb  is  set  above 
delay  of  the  vessel.  Hamilton  v.  U.  S.,  (C. 
C.  A.  4th  Gir.  1920)  268  Fed.  16. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  201,  sec.  4577.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  901.] 

Aliens. — ^An  alien  who  is  employed  as  a 
seaman  on  an  American  vessel  and  who  has 
been  discharged  at  a  foreign  port  because  of 
flicknesSi  is  entitled  under  this  section  to  be 
returned  to  the  United  States.  The  Santa 
Elena,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  271  Fed.  347. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  203,  sec.  4580.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  902.] 

Justification  for  discharge  —  Generally, — 
Just  groimds  for  the  discharge  of  a  seaman 
by  the  master  must  be  shown.  Mattes  v. 
Standard  Transp.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921) 
274  Fed.  1019. 

What  constitutes  a  discharge. —  Where  at 
a  port  which  was  not  the  port  of  final  dis- 
charge the  men  were  not  requested  to  con- 
tinue on  the  voyage  under  the  articles  but 
were  requested  to  sign  new  articles  for  a  new 
voyage,  which  they  refused  to  do,  it  was 
held  that  the  vessel  by  its  own  conduct  fixed 
the  status  of  the  men  with  relation  to  the 
proceeding  before  the  court,  and  that  they 
were  entitled  to  their  wages  and  transporta- 
tion to  the  port  from  which  they  sailed,  if 
they  so  desired.  Jenkins  v.  U.  S.  Emergency 
Fleet  Ck)rp.,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920)  268  Fed. 
870. 

Approval  of  consuls —  "  It  is  hornbook  law 
for  masters  that  discharges  must  be  ap- 
proved by  consuls  and  the  law  of  the  United 
States  is  in  substance  the  same."  Mattes  v. 
SUndard  Transp.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274 
Fed.  1019. 


Vol.  IX,  p.  205,  sec.  4581.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VI,  p.  904;  1916  Supp., 

p.  251.] 

Seaman  discharged  by  consent. — A  seaman 
who  is  discharged  by  voluntary  consent  be- 
fore a  consul  is  not  entitled  to  a  month's 
bonus.  Patterson  v.  U.  S.,  (S.  D.  N.  T.  1921) 
274  Fed.  1000. 

IMseaae  contracted  by  leaman  through  his 
own  fault. —  ''It  is  well  settled  that,  while 
the  vessel  is  liable  for  the  cure  and  mainte- 
nance of  a  sailor  who  is  taken  ill  while  serv- 
ing the  vessel,  she  is  not  liable  for  such  main- 
tenance and  cure  when  the  disease  was  con- 
tracted from  the  indulgence  by  the  sailor  in 
case  of  gross  indiscretion,  or  indulging  his 
own  vices."  The  Goniscliff,  (S.  D.  Ala.  1920) 
266  Fed.  959. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  215,  sec.  4596.    [First 

ed.,  1916  Supp.,  p.  230.] 

Scope  of  section. —  This  section  relates  to 
mere  ordinary  disobedience  or  neglect  of  duty 
by  one  of  several  seamen.  Hamilton  v.  U.  S., 
<C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  15. 

Desertion  —  What  canetitutes. —  To  consti- 
tute "  desertion "  in  the  sense  of  the  word 
used  in  this  section  the  seaman  must  quit 
the  ship  and  her  service,  not  only  without 
leave,  but  without  justifiable  cauee,  and  with 
intent  not  again  to  return  to  duty  on  the  ves- 
sel. The  Margaret  Spencer,  (S.  D.  Fla.  1921) 
274  Fed.  930,  wherein  a  cook  was  held  to  be 
guilty  of  desertion  where,  following  what  he 
claimed  was  an  unreasonable  delay  in  the 
delivery  of  his  mail,  he  cursed  and  abused 
the  master,  refused  to  obey  orders  and,  on  his 
discharge  from  arrest  by  the  harbor  police, 
refused  to  return  to  the  vessel  in  accordance 
with  the  order  of  the  vice  consul. 
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Vol.  IX,  p.  343,  sec.  14.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  655.] 

Suspension  of  rules  by  war  regulations. — 
The  rules  governing  the  length  of  hawsers 
established  in  pursuance  of  this  section  were 
not  suspended  as  a  result  of  war  regulations, 
particularly  where  the  violation  at  issue  oc- 
curred more  than  a  year  after  the  signing 
of  the  armistice.  The  Berkley,  (£.  D.  Va. 
1921)  271  Fed.  95. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  346,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  352.] 

I.  Introductory. 
III.  Person  entitled  to  lien. 
V.  "  Repairs,    supplies    or    other 
saries." 


Vin.  Necessity   that   credit   was   |pvn   to 
vessel. 
X.  Jurisdiction. 

I.  Introductobt   (p.  347) 

Purpose  and  acope.-^In  Piedmont,  etc., 
Coal  Co.  V.  Seaboard  Fisheries  Ca,  (1920) 
254  U.  S.  1,  41  8.  Ct.  1,  85  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — 
{affirming  (C.  C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1918)  253  Fed. 
20,  185  C.  C.  A.  40),  Mr.  Justice  Brandeis 
said  that  renorts  of  Congress  state  that  the 
purpose  of  this  act  was  this :  "  First,  to  do 
away  with  the  artificial  distinction  by  which 
a  maritime  lien  was  given  for  supplies  fur* 
nished  to  a  vessel  in  a  port  of  a  foreign 
country  or  state,  but  denied  where  the  sup- 
plies were  furnished  in  the  home  port  or 
state.  The  General  Smith,  4  Wheat.  438,  4 
L.  ed.   609.     Second,  to  do  away  with  the 
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doctrine  that  when  the  owner  of  a  vessel  con- 
tracts in  person  for  necessaries,  or  is  present 
in  the  port  when  they  are  ordered,  it  is 
presumed  that  the  materialmen  did  not  in- 
tend to  rely  upon  the  credit  of  the  vessel, 
and  that  hence,  no  lien  arises.  The  St.  Jago 
de  Cuba,  9  Wheat.  409,  e  L.  ed.  122.  Third, 
to  substitute  a  single  Federal  statute  for 
the  state  statutes  in  so  far  as  they  confer 
liens  for  repairs,  supplies,  and  other  neces- 
saries. Pevroux  v.  Howard,  7  Pet.  324,  8  L. 
ed.  700.  The  reports  expressly  declare  that 
the  bill  makes  'no  change  in  the  general 
principles  of  the  law  of  maritime  liens,  but 
merely  substitutes  a  single  statute  for  the 
conflicting  state  statutes.'  The  act  relieves 
the  libellant  of  the  burden  of  proving  that 
credit  was  given  to  the  ship  when  neces- 
saries are  furnished  to  her  upon  order  of 
the  owner,  but  it  in  no  way  lessens  the  ma- 
terialman's burden  of  proving  that  the  sup- 
plies in  question  were  furnished  to  her  by 
him  upon  order  of  the  owner,  or  of  someone 
acting  by  his  authority.  The  maritime  lien 
is  a  secret  one.  It  may  operate  to  the  preju- 
dice of  prior  mortgagees  or  of  purchasers 
without  notice.  It  is  therefore  stricti  juris, 
and  will  not  be  extended  by  construction, 
analogy,  or  inference." 

This  provision  is  merely  a  statutory  deda- 
'  ration  of  a  principle  long  recognized  in  mari- 
time  jurisprudence.     The   Coaster,    (W.    D. 
Wash.  1921)  273  Fed.  609. 

The  purpose  of  this  act  was  to  give  cer- 
tainty where  uncertainty  and  conflict  of  de- 
cieion  had  arisen  on  the  question  of  the 
liability  of  a  ship  for  materials  and  service. 
The  Portland,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  401.  The  court  said:  *' The  cases  cited 
show  how  the  courts  differed  in  their  con- 
struction, depending  upon  whether  supplies 
were  furnished  in  a  foreign  or  domestic  port, 
or  were  furnished  upon  the  credit  of  the 
representative  of  the  ship,  or  upon  the  credit 
of  the  ship,  and  whether  they  were  furnished 
upon  the  order  of  the  owner  or  the  master. 
We  shall  not  take  up  the  discussion  further 
than  to  say  that  Congress,  presumably  know- 
ing of  the  confusion,  endeavored  by  the  act 
of  1910  to  make  the  law  more  certain  by 
providing  in  effect  that  proof  that  credit  wae 
given  the  ship  is  dispensed  with  in  the  first 
instance,  in  that  a  presumption  shall  obtain 
that  certain  persons  have  authority  to  pro- 
cure supplies  and  that  the  ship's  husband  or 
master  is  one  of  the  persons.  No  lien  accrues 
if  such  persons  did  not  have  authority  to 
bind  the  ship,  and  such  lack  of  authority 
was  known,  or  ought  to  have  been  known, 
to  the  furnisher  of  supplies." 

This  statute  did  not  enlarge  the  subject 
matter  of  maritime  liens,  but  did  grant  a 
lien  where  labor  or  materials  (which  pre- 
viously could  have  been  the  basis  of  a  mari- 
time lien)  were  furnished  to  a  vessel,  even 
in  a  home  port  by  the  order  of  the  master, 
or  anywhere  upon  the  order  of  the  master 
or  owner,  although  no  proof  of  credit  to  the 


vessel   was   offered.     The   Harvard,    (£.    D. 
N.  Y.  1920)   270  Fed.  668. 

This  act  was  intended  to  furnish  a  com- 
plete system  within  itself.  *'The  first  sec- 
tion gives  the  right  of  lien  to  all  who  fur- 
nish repairs  or  supplies,  without  distinction 
as  to  whether  the  vessel  is  foreign  or  do- 
mestic, and  imposing  only  the  condition  that 
they  should  be  necessaries  and  furnished  upon 
the  order  of  the  owner  or  by  some  person 
by  him  authorized,  and  provides  further  that 
this  lien  shall  be  enforced  by  a  proceeding 
in  rem,  and  exempts  the  claimant  from  any 
requirement  to  aver  or  prove  that  the  repairs 
or  supplies  were  furnished  on  the  credit  of 
the  vessel.  Section  2  of  the  act  lists  those 
who  are  presumed  to  possess  the  required 
authority,  and  denies  such  authority  to  those 
who  are  in  physical  possession  or  charge  of 
the  vessel,  if  their  possession  is  tortious  or 
unlawful.  The  third  section  somewhat  ex* 
tends  the  list  of  those  who  are  thus  pre- 
sumed to  have  authority,  but  takes  away 
the  right  of  lien  from  any  claimant  who 
knew,  or  by  the  exercise  of  reasonable  dili- 
gence might  have  learned  that  the  person  on 
whose  order  the  repairs  or  supplies  were 
furnished  was  without  authority  to  bind  the 
vessel."  The  Lord  Baltimore,  (S.  D.  Pa. 
1921)  269  Fed.  824,  wherein  the  court  fur- 
ther said:  "A  new  statement  of  the  policy 
of  the  law  has  been  introduced.  Those  who 
make  repairs  or  furnish  needed  supplies  to 
vessels  on  the  order  of  any  one  in  apparent 
control  are  given  the  right  of  lien.  There  is 
thus  wiped  out  the  old  distinction  of  work 
done  or  sales  made  on  personal  credit,  and 
thos^  made  on  the  credit  of  the  vessel,  un- 
less, of  course,  the  right  of  lien  has  been 
waived.  There  is  also  wiped  out  the  other 
distinction  between  vessels  in  a  foreign  and 
in  a  home  port.  A  claimant  may  now  main- 
tain a  lien,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
perscm  on  whose  apparent  authority  the  sup- 
plies were  furnished  did  not  have  authority 
to  bind  the  vessel,  if  the  claimant  did  not 
know,  nor  could  with  reasonable  diligence 
have  found  out,  such  lack  of  authority.' 

"  The  purpose  of  this  section  was  to  alter 
the  then  existii^  presumption  that  repairs, 
supplies,  or  other  necessaries  ordered  by  the 
owner  in  any  port  or  by  the  master  in  the 
home  port  were  furnished  on  the  credit  of 
the  owner,  in  the  absence  of  "j^^pot  that  credit' 
was  ^ven  to  the  vessel.  The  act  gave  a 
maritime  lien  in  such  cases  on  the  vessel 
enforceable  in  rem  for  repairs,  supplies,  and 
necessaries  ordered  by  the  master  or  by  a 
person  authorized  by  him,  without  the  neces- 
sity of  proving  that  credit  was  given  to  the 
vessel."  The  Susquehanna,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  267  Fed.  811. 

Construction. —  "A  construction  must  be 
given  to  the  act  which  will  afford  a  practical 
working  rule  to  those  dealing  with  vessels. 
The  act  of  Congress  results  in  at  least  the 
possibility  that  one  person  may  be  called 
upon  to  pay  the  debt  of  another,  and  any  lien 
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claimant  is  charged  with  notice  of  this  pos- 
Bible  result.  A  consequence  is  that  the  act 
must  be  strictly  construed,  and  the  claimant 
must  do  his  part  to  minimize  the  danger  of 
such  a  result.  At  the  same  time  the  act 
must  be  given  such  a  construction  as  not  to 
defeat  its  main  purpose,  which  is  to  enable 
those  in  charge  of  a  vessel  to  obtain  all 
necessary  supplies."  The  Lord  Baltimore, 
(E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  2^9  Fed.  824. 

« Order"  and  ** procure."— In  The  Port- 
land, (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  401, 
the  court  said  regarding  the  meaning  of  these 
words:  ''Appellant  puts  special  stress  upoi^ 
the  fact  that  there  was  a  general  contract 
between  libelant  and  the  charterer  to  buy  fuel 
oil  used  by  the  charterer  in  operating  its 
ships,  and  that  the  charterer  therein  agreed 
to  provide  and  pay  for  the  fuel  oil  used  by 
the  ship,  and  says  that  the  oil  was  in  fact 
'  procured '  by  the  charterer  under  a  personal 
contract  obligating  libelant  to  furnish  the 
same.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  section  1  of 
the  act  uses  the  words  '  upon  the  order ' 
of  the  owner,  while  section  2  declares  what 
persons  shall  be  presumed  to  have  authority 
from  the  owner  '  to  procure '  supplies,  and  in 
section  3  we  find  the  words  '  person  order- 
ing the  repaira,'  etc.  We  cannot  perceive, 
however,  that  the  words  *  order '  and  *  pro- 
cure' were  used  with  different  significance. 
Fuel  furnished  by  a  person  upon  the  order 
of  the  master  is  equivalent  to  fuel  which 
the  master  has  authority  to  procure.  The 
first  section  confers  the  right  of  lien  where 
the  furnishing  is  done  on  order;  the  second 
defines  those  w^ho  are  presumed  to  have  au- 
thority to  obtain  the  fuel." 

The  preanmption  of  the  atatnte  may  be 
removed  and  the  right  of  lien  based  on  it 
destroyed  by  proof  which  overcomes  it.  The 
Coaster,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  273  Fed.  609. 

III.  Pebson  Enttoled  to  Lien  (p.  348) 

In  general. — "  No  one  with  knowledge  that 
fuel  or  supplies  are  ordered  by  one  without 
authority  acquires  a  lien,  and  one  cognizant 
of  circumstances  which  suggest  inquiry  may 
not  close  his  eyes  and  avail  himself  of  pre- 
sumptions of  the  law.  Under  these  circum- 
stances a  lien  may  not  be  impressed."  The 
Coaster,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  273  Fed.  609. 
.  Duty  of  person  claiming  lien. —  "Every 
claimant  is  bound  to  know  that  the  supplies 
are  in  fact  for  the  vessel  and  in  fact  reached 
it;  he  is  further  put  on  guard  to  know  that 
the  supplies  are  such  as  are  ordinarily  re- 
quired on  board  a  vessel,  and  in  this  sense 
reasonably  necessary,  and  he  must  further, 
at  his  peril,  make  sure  that  the  person  order- 
ing these  supplies  is  clothed  with  either  the 
actual  or  the  apparent  authority  to  bind  the 
vessel.  When  these  features  are  present,  the 
claimant  may  safely  sell  in  reliance  upon  his 
right  of  lien.  If  any  of  them  are  absent,  he 
is  left  to  his  other  rights  and  remedies." 
The  Lord  Baltimore,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  269 
Fed.  824. 


V.  "  Repaibs,  Suppues  or  Otheb  NE€ES- 

6AKIES  "     (p.    349) 

In  general.— I  There  is  no  hard  and  fast 
definition  of  "  supplies  or  other  necessaries  " 
in  the  maritime  law  as  declared  by  the  Act 
of  June  23,  1910.  The  test  of  what  is  neces- 
sary is  what  is  reasonably  needed  in  the 
ship's  business.  The  Penn,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1921)  273  Fed.  990. 

Work  and  materials  furnished  in  *'  repair- 
ing, altering,  enlarging  and  improving  the 
vessel's  carrying  capacity  "  in  order  to  fit  it 
for  the  service  which  was  desired  while  the 
boat  was  temporarily  withdrawn  from  serv- 
ice, but  while  afloat  and  in  no  way  removed 
from  its  maritime  character  and  surround- 
ings are  of  a  maritime  nature  for  which  a 
lien  is  given  by  this  section.  The  Harvard, 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  270  Fed.  668. 

What  constitutes  necessaries. —  "No  hard 
and  fast  definition  of  '  necessaries '  can  be 
given.  When  supplies  are  furnished  to  a 
ship  on  the  order  of  one  in  apparent  author- 
ity, whatever  comes  within  the  reasonable 
requirements,  not  of  a  ship,  but  of  the  ship 
to  which  furnished,  are  necessaries.  The  test 
is  whether  in  kind  and  quantity  what  is  fur- 
nished is  within  Che  reasonable  needs  of  the 
ship's  business. 

"  In  every  instance  of  the  furnishing  of 
supplies,  the  situation  speaks  for  itself  to 
tell  the  claimant  whether  he  has  a  right  of 
lien.  *  Res  ipsa  loquitur.'  We  must,  how- 
ever, know  what  the  res  is  which  is  speaking. 
The  ship  tells  the  story  of  what  she  does. 
The  thing  to  be  supplied  informs  the  claim- 
ant of  whether  or  not  it  is  reasonably  within 
the  ship's  requirements.  By  holding  that 
whatever  is  reasonably  within  the  require- 
ments of  the  ship  are  necessaries,  it  is  not 
intended  to  rule  that  the  owner  assumes  the 
burden  of  proving  a  negative.  The  lieo,  is 
based  upon  the  t£eory  or  presumption  that 
the  supplies  are  furnished  to  the  ship  and 
for  the  ship  on  the  order  of  the  owner.  The 
natural  inference  is  that  the  ship  had  need 
of  them,  unless  something  else  appears.  In 
the  absence  of  anything  contradictory  of  this, 
a  finding  of  necessaries  is  prima  facie  called 
for  and  may  be  made."  The  Lord  Balti- 
more, (E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  269  Fed.  824. 

CoaL — ^A  dealer  furnishing  coal  to  a  vessel 
is  entitled  to  a  lien  imder  this  section.  The 
Dana,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed.  366; 
The  Castor,  (B.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  608. 

Gasoline  regularly  furnished  to  a  motor 
boat  on  orders  from  her  captain  the  bills  for 
which  are  paid  by  the  owner  without  ques- 
tion, entitles  the  dealer  so  furnishing  to  a 
maritime  lien  under  this  section.  The  Nors- 
man,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed.  15. 

Supplies  for  ship's  restaurant. —  Supplies 
for  the  restaurant  of  a  passenger  ship  are 
necessaries  within  the  maritime  sense,  for 
which  a  maritime  lien  against  the  ship  can 
be  maintained.  The  Penn,  (C.  C.  A.  3a  Cir. 
1921 )  273  Fed,  990. 
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Conatrnction  work. —  Where  the  work  per- 
formed and  material  furnished  are  clearly  in 
the  nature  of  construction  and  have  no  re- 
lation to  trade  and  commerce  no  right  to  a 
maritime  lien  exisrtB.  Thus,  work  and  ma- 
terial furnished  in  converting  a  war  vessel 
purchased  from  the  government  into  a  fishing 
vessel  has  been  held  to  be  in  the  nature  of 
construction  work  for  which  no  lien  is  given. 
The  Geo.  L.  Harvey,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921) 
273  Fed.  972. 

Reconstnictioxi  work. —  It  has  been  held 
that  a  lien  is  not  created  by  this  section 
where  the  work  partakes  of  the  character  of 
reconstruction  work  rather  than  repair.  The 
Susquehanna,  (G.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  257 
Fed.  811. 

Identity  of  vessel  lost. — ^Where  the  identity 
of  a  car  float  was  completely  lost  by  its  con- 
version into  an  amusement  steamer  it  was 
held  that  no  maritime  lien  was  created  on 
the  ground  orf  repairs  or  supplies  furnished. 
The  Jack-0-Lantern,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)  266 
Fed.  562. 

VIII.  NECEssmr  That  Cremt  Was  Given 
TO  Vessel  (p.  352) 

In  general. —  To  same  efTect  as  original  an- 
notation, see  The  Charles  A.  Day,  (B.  C.  Me. 
1920)   265  Fed.  422. 

Supplies  furnished  to  corporation  owning 
vessels. —  No  part  of  coal  delivered  to  a 
corporation  owning  both  factories  and  a  fleet 
of  fishing  steamers,  in  pursuance  of  a  con- 
tract to  furnish  such  corporation  with  its 
season's  supply,  and  thereafter  by  such  cor- 
poration distributed  in  its  discretion  to  its 
vessels  and  factories,  can  be  said  to  have 
been  furnished  bv  the  seller  to  the  vesseU 
upon  the  order  of  the  owner,  within  the  mean- 
ing of  giving  a  maritime  lien  upon  a  vessel 
for  supplies  so  furnished  without  proof  that 
credit  was  given  to  the  vessel,  although  the 
use  of  the  greater  part  of  the  coal  by  the 
vessels  of  the  fleet  was  a  use  which  wa« 
contemplated  by  the  parties  at  the  time  of 
the  purchase,  and  although  both  parties 
understood  that  the  law  would  afford  a  lien 
on  the  vessels  for  the  purchase  price.  Pied- 
mont, etc.,  Coal  Co.  v.  Seaboard  Fisheries 
Co.,  (1920)  264  U.  S.  1,  41  S.  Ct.  1,  65 
U.  S.,  (L.  ed.)  —  {affirming  (C.  C.  A.  1st 
Cir.  1918)  253  Fed.  20,  165  C.  C.  A.  40) 
wherein  the  court  said:  "To  hold  that  a 
lien  for  the  unpaid  purchase  price  of  sup- 
plies arises  in  favor  of  the  seller  merely  be- 
cause the  purchaser,  who  is  the  owner  of  a 
vessel,  subsequently  appropriates  the  supplies 
to  her  use,  would  involve  abandonment  of  the 
principles  upon  which  maritime  liens  rest, 
and  the  substitution  therefor  of  the  very  dif- 
ferent principle  which  underlies  mechanics' 
and  materialmen's  liens  on  houses  and  other 
structures.  The  former  had  its  origin  in 
desire  to  protect  the  ship;  the  latter  mainly 
in  desire  to  protect  those  who  furnish  work 
and  materials.  The  maritime  lien  developed 
08  a  necessary  incident  of  the  operation  of 


vessels.  The  ship's  function  is  to  move  from 
place  to  place.  She  is  peculiarly  subject  to 
vicissitudes  which  would  compel  abandon- 
ment of  vessel  or  voyage,  unless  repairs  and 
supplies  were  promptly  furnished.  Since  she 
is  usually  absent  from  the  home  port,  remote 
from  the  residence  of  her  owners,  and  with- 
out any  large  amount  of  money,  it  is  essential 
that  she  should  be  self-reliant, —  that  she 
should  be  able  to  obtain  upon  her  own  ac- 
count needed  repairs  and  supplies.  The 
recognition  by  the  law  of  such  inherent 
power  did  not  involve  any  new  legal  con- 
ception, since  the  ship  had  been  treated  in 
other  connections  as  an  entity  capable  of 
entering  into  relations  with  others,  of  acting 
independently,  and  of  becoming  responsible 
for  her  acts.  Because  the  ship's,  need  was 
the  source  of  the  maritime  lien,  it  could 
arise  only  if  the  repairs  or  supplies  were 
necessary;  if  the  pledge  of  her  credit  was 
necessary  to  the  obtaining  of  them;  if  they 
were  actually  Obtained;  and  if  they  were 
furnished  upon  her  credit.  The  mechanic's 
and  materialman's  lien,  on  the  other  hand, 
attaches  ordinarily  although  the  labor 
and  material  cannot  be  said  to  have  been 
necessary;  although  at  the  time  they 
were  furnished  there  was  no  thought  of 
obtaining  security  upon  the  building;  and 
although  the  credit  of  the  owner  or  of  others 
had  in  fact  been  relied  upon.  The  principle 
upon  which  the  mechanic's  lien  rests  is,  in 
a  sense,  that  of  unjust  enrichment.  Ordi- 
harily,  it  is  the  equity  arising  from  assumed 
enhancement  in  value  resulting  from  work  or 
materials  expended  upon  the  property  with- 
out payment  therefor  which  is  laid  hold  of  to 
protect  workmen  and  others  who,  it  is  as- 
sumed, are  especially  deserving,  would  ordi- 
narily fail  to  provide  by  agreement  for  their 
own  protection,  and  would  often  be  unable  to 
do  so." 

Supplies  furnished  under  entire  contract 
to  several  vessels. — "  While  one  vessel  of  a 
fleet  cannot  be  made  liable  under  the  statute 
for  supplies  furnished  to  the  others,  even  if 
the  supplies  furnished  are  furnished  to  all 
upon  orders  of  the  owner  under  a  single 
contract.  Each  vessel  so  receiving  supplies 
may  be  made  liable  for  the  supplies  furnished 
to  it."  Piedmont,  etc..  Coal  Co.  v.  Seaboard 
Fisheries  Co.,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  1,  41  S.  Ct. 
1,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A 
1st  Cir.  1918)  253  Fed.  20,  165  C.  C.  A.  40. 

Repairs  on  boat  under  charter. —  Under 
this  section  repairs  for  ordinary  wear  and 
tear  ordered  by  a  representative  of  the  owner 
raises  the  presumption  that  they  were  ordered 
on  the  credit  of  the  vessel,  although  they 
were  ordered  and  made  at  a  time  when  the 
vessel  was  undergoing  repairs  under  contract 
with  the  charterer  whose  charter,  however, 
did  not  obligate  him  to  make  repairs  for 
ordinary  wear  and  tear.  The  No.  14  (E.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed.  10.  But  a  claimant 
furnishing  supplies  to  a  vessel  must  exercise 
reasonable  diligence  to  find  out  if  the  person 
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ordering  the  repairs  is  the  owner,  and  where 
he  knows  that  the  vessel  is  under  charter  and 
he  can  by  reasonable  diligence  ascertain  the 
terms  of  the'  charter  party  and  who  is  the 
owner  and  what  relation  the  person  ordering 
the  supplies  bears  to  the  owner,  his  failure 
to  so  exercise  due  diligence  will  defeat  his 
right  to  a  maritime  lien.  The  Huron,  (£.  D. 
Pa.  1921)  271  Fed.  781. 

Effect  of  changing  chargei  on  booki. — 
Changing  the  charge  on  the  books  of  the  libel- 
ant from  a  corporation  to  each  vessel  does  not 
operate  to  create  a  lien  on  the  vessel  where 
the  libelant  had  furnished  supplies  for  sev- 
eral years  to  the  corporation  which  had 
chartered  the  vessels.  The  Coaster,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1921)   273  Fed.  609. 

X.    JuBiSDicnow  (p.  353) 

An  account  admitted  or  paid  in  part  may 
be  collected  under  an  admiralty  lien,  even  if 
there  might  be  also  a  claim  at  law  or  in 
personam,  on  the  doctrine  of  estoppel  of  the 
right  to  dispute  liability  and  amount.  The 
Harvard,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  270  Fed.  668. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  354,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  353.] 

Master. —  It  is  said  that  **  a  charter  party 
with  a  provision  that  charterer  shall  provide 
and  pay  for  fuel  oil  does  not  take  away  from 
the  master  the  authority  conferred  by  the 
act  upon  the  master  to  bind  the  ship.  It 
regulates  the  rights  as  between  owner  and 
charterer;  but  as  to  third  persons  the  right 
of  lien  is  not  affected."  The  Portland,  (C.  C. 
A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  401. 

The  managing  officer  of  a  coiporation  to 
which  the  "working  of  the  charter  party" 
had  been  assigned  by  the  charterer  according 
to  the  charter  party  terms  has  been  held  to  be 
a  "person  to  whom  the  management  of  the 
vessel  at  the  port  of  supply  is  intrusted  "  so 
as  to  create  a  lien  for  supplies  furnished  on 
his  authority.  The  Penn,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir. 
1921)   273  Fed.  990. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  355,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  353.] 

Duty  as  to  inquiry — A  supply  m^n  who 
knows  nothing  about  a  ship,  other  than  it  is  a 
ship  in  possession  of  those  who  order  supplies 
for  her,  may  furnish  them  upon  her  credit, 
without  making  further  inquiry,  taking  the 
chance  —  usually  a  remote  one  —  that  the 
possession  of  her  was  tortiously  acquired. 
The  St.  Johns,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921)  273 
Fed.  1005. 

The  words  "  other  necessaries,''  used  in  the 
statute,  must,  under  the  rule  of  ejusdem 
generis,  be  limited  in  their  meaning  to  such 
things,  of  the  general  nature  of  repairs  and 
supplies,  as  are  tit  and  proper  for  the  use  of 
a  ship.  The  Penn,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  266  Fed. 
933. 

Master. —  In  the  Angle  B.  Watson,  (D.  G. 


Mass.  1921)  274  Fed.  218,  it  was  held  that 
it  was  not  shown  that  the  person  furnishing 
the  supplies  knew,  or  by  such  diligence  as 
he  was  bound  to  exercise,  could  have  ascer- 
tained, that  the  master  of  a  fishing  yessel 
was  not  authorized  to  bind  the  vessel  and 
her  owners  for  the  supplies.  In  this  case 
the  owners  had  let  the  vessel  to  the  master 
on  a  one-fifth  lay  in  accordance  with  a  cus- 
tom on  another  part  of  the  coast  of  which  it 
was  not  shown  that  the  libelant  had  any 
knowledge. 

Agent  of  owner  and  charterer. — ^A  person 
representing  both  the  owner  and  the  char- 
terer, who  orders  coal  for  a  vessel,  is  within 
the  class  of  persons  who  may,  like  the  mas- 
ter, order  supplies  for  the  benefit  of  the 
vessel,  and  whose  act  will  bind  the  vesi$el, 
unless  it  can  be  shown  under  this  section 
that  the  person  furnishing  the  credit  knew 
or  could  by  reasonable  inquiry  have  ascer- 
tained that  the  person  ordering  the  supplies 
did  not  have  authority  to  bind  the  vessel. 
The  Dana,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed.  356. 

Terms  of  charter  party  as  controlling. — 
Where  the  services  rendered  in  making 
stability  tests  were  not  shown  to  have  been 
necessary  for  the  vessel  and  the  libelant  knew 
that  the  vessel  was  chartered  and  was  put  on 
inquiry  as  to  the  existence  of  the  terms  of 
the  charter  party,  no  lien  was  acquired  on 
the  vessel  for  services  not  shown  to  have 
been  necessary  for  its  operation  nor  to  have 
been  a  charge  for  which  the  owners  would 
be  liable  under  the  charter  party.  The  Penn, 
(E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  206  Fed.  933. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  357,  sec.  4.    [First  ei, 

1912  Supp.,  p.  353.] 

Proof  of  waiver. —  The  lien  given  by  this 
Act  will  not  be  deemed  to  have  been  defeated 
by  waiver,  unless  such  waiver  is  shown  by 
clear  affirmative  evidence.  The  Charles  A. 
Day,  (D.  C.  Me.  1920)  265  Fed.  422. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  358,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  353.] 

Scope  of  lection  in  general  —  State  lawa. — 
This  section  does  not  affect  a  state  statute 
which  confers  upon  persons  who  perform 
labor  or  furnish  materials  in  the  construc- 
tion, launching,  or  repair  of  vessels  a  pos- 
sessory lien  upon  the  vessel  to  secure  the 
payment  of  the  debt  therefor.  The  City  of 
Miami,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)   2«5  Fed.  427. 

Lien  on  Tesael  in  procesa  of  construction. — 
"  There  being  no  maritime  lien  for  materials 
and  supplies  furnished  and  work  done  in 
constructing  or  building  a  ship,  the  •  state 
may  provide  and  enforce  such  lien.  *  *  * 
The  act  of  Ck>ngre8S  of  June  23,  1^10,  only 
affected  the  state  statute  aa  related  to  re- 
pairs on  completed  vessels,  and  not  for  a  lien 
in  the  construction  of  vessels.''  Lever  Transp. 
Co.  i>.  Standard  Supply  Co.,  (Ala.  1920)  ftT 
So.  598. 


SHIPPING  AND  NAVIGATION 


775 


1918  Supp.,  p.  785,  sec.  1. 

Puipose  of  Act. —  "The  primary  purpose 
of  the  act  was  to  provide  'army  transports/ 
and  the  conunercial  shipping  was  incidental. 
The  act  is  a  war  measure;  emergency  is  re- 
flected in  nearly  every  sentence.  The  pur- 
pose was  to  acquire  vessels  '  for  use  as  naval 
auxiliaries  or  army  transports/  and  the 
'navy  yards'  were  to  be  utilized.  Of  the 
great  need  for  transports  the  Congress  was 
advised,  and  the  public  later  found  out. 
Every  detail  of  management,  relation,  and 
function  of  the  defendant  is  prescribed  and 
limited  in  the  Marine  Act,  and  the  only  use 
made  of  the  incorporation  act,  the  creation 
of  the  Congress,  was  the  filing  of  articles  to 
give  it  corporate  entity  as  a  matter  of  con- 
venience, and  nowhere  is  there  apparent  an 
intention  to  waive  the  sovereign  privilege. 
On  the  contrary,  exempting  vessels  from  im- 
munity and  submitting  them  to  admiralty 
seems  conclusive  that  in  all  things  else  the 
sovereignty  was  asserted  and  retained." 
Sloan  Shipyards  Corp.  t*.  U.  S.  Shipping 
Board  Emergency  Fleet  Corp.,  (W.  D.  Wash. 
1920)  2^  Fed.  624,  holding  that  a  suit  in- 
volving more  than  $1Q,(KK>  against  the 
United  States  Shipping  Board  Emersency 
Fleet  Corporation  was  not  maintainable  in 
the  district  court. 

A  suit  against  the  Bme^ency  Fleet  Cor- 
poration is  not  one  against  the  United  States 
and  does  not  require  the  consent  of  Congress 
to  its  maintenance.  Pope  v.  U.  fi.  Shipping 
Board  Emergency  Fleet  Corp.,  (S.  D.  Fla. 
1920)   269  Fed.  919. 

*'  There  is  nothing  in  section  1  or  elsewhere 
in  the  act  which  prohibits  a  libel  in  personam 
against  a  corporation  in  which  the  United 
States  has  the  entire  stock  interest,  for  a 
cause  of  action  in  which  a  libel  in  personam 
would  lie  against  it  under  admiralty  and 
maritime  law.  The  apparent  intent  of  sec- 
tions 1  and  2  of  the  act  is  to  prevent  inter- 
ference through  arrest  and  seizure  with  ves- 
sels and  cargoes  while  the  vessels  are  being 
operated  or  the  cargoes  are  in  course  of 
transportation,  and  to  substitute  for  an  ac- 
tion in  rem  against  the  vessel  or  cargo  an 
action  in  personam. 

"  Section  13  repeals  the  provisions  of  all 
other  acts  inconsistent  therewith.  As  the 
provisions  of  section  9  of  the  Shipping  Act  of 
September  7,  1916,  are  broad  in  their  terms, 
making  such  vessels  while  employed  solely 
as  merchant  vessels  subject  to  all  laws,  regu- 
lations, and  liabilities  governing  merchant 
vessels,  and  the  act  of  March  9,  1920,  by 
sections  1  and  2,  provides  for  the  substitu- 
tion of  an  action  in  personam  where  an  ac- 
tion in  rem  would  lie,  it  is  evident  that  Con- 
gress did  not  intend  to  repeal  the  pertinent 
part  of  section  9  of  the  act  of  1916,  so  that 
all  suits  in  admiralty  were  to  be  included 
within  the  terms  of  the  act  of  1920,  but  that 
it  was  solely  intended  to  substitute  an  ac- 
tion in  personam  for  an  action  in  rem  against 
the  vessel  or  the  cargo,  and  the  effect  was 


to  take  such  cases  out  of  the  provisions  of 
the  earlier  act.  There  would  seem  to  be  no 
sound  reason  for  construing  the  act  of  1920 
as  doing  more  than  regulating  such  suits  in 
admiralty  as  would  interfere  with  the  opera- 
tion of  vessels  and  the  possession  of  cargoes, 
if  brought  in  rem,  leaving  the  vessel  subject 
in  other  cases  to  the  broader  provisions  of 
section  9  of  the  Shipping  Act  of  1916. 

"  In  my  opinion  sections  1  and  2  of  the  act 
of  1920  must  be  read  together.  Section  1 
does  not  prohibit  suits  against  corporations 
in  which  the  United  States  has  ownership  of 
the  entire  outstanding  stock,  but  prohibition 
of  arrest  and  seizure  of  vessels  and  cargoes 
is  the  sole  purpose  of  the  section.  It  is  fur- 
ther apparent,  from  the  provision  of  section 
2  that  suits  shall  be  brought  in  the  district 
in  which  the  parties  reside  or  in  which  the 
vessel  or  cargo  charged  with  liability  is 
found,  that  the  procedure  was  intended  to 
apply  only  to  proceedings  in  rem  against 
the  vessel  or  cargo.''  Banque-Russo,  etc.  v. 
U.  S.  Shipping  Board  Emergency  Fleet 
Corp.,   (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)   266  Fed.  897. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  788,  sec.  9. 

Purpose. —  It  is  said  to  be  doubtless  true 
that  the  principal  reason  why  this  section 
subjected  government  owned  ships,  while  op- 
erated for  mercantile  purposes,  to  the  laws* 
regulations,  and  liabilities  governing  mer- 
chant vessels,  was  to  protect  privately 
owned  craft  from  unfair  competition.  The 
Ceylon  Maru,  (D.  C.  Hd.  1920)  266  Fed. 
396. 

Construction. —  "While  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  courts  to  see  to  it  that  the  operations  of 
the  sovereign  shall  not  be  hampered  by  the 
seizure  of  its  property,  nor  shall  it,  without 
its  consent,  be  subject  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
suits,  there  is  no  reason  why  such  legislation 
as  that  found  in  section  9  of  the  Shipping 
Act  of  1916  shall  be  narrowly  construed. 
Such  statutes  are  remedial,  and  are  entitled 
to  a  fair  liberality  of  interpretation."  The 
Ceylon  Maru,  (D.  C.  Md.  1920)  266  Fed. 
396. 

Liability  of  vessel  to  proceeding  in  rem. — 
A  vessel  which  was  under  requisition  by  the 
government  can  be  proceeded  against  by  a 
suit  in  rem  after  her  return  to  the  owner  for 
a  collision  occurring  while  in  government 
service,  as  the  public  service  in  which  the 
vessel  was  engaged  does  not  afford  her  im- 
munity. The  Mavisbrook,  (D.  C.  Md.  1921) 
270  Fed.  1011. 

This  section  expresslv  subjects  government 
owned  ships,  when  they  are  operated  as 
merchantmen,  to  the  laws  governing  mer- 
chant ships,  and  those  laws,  include  lia- 
bility to  admiralty  process,  so  that,  a  mari- 
time lien  in  rem  existing,  and  the  only  ob- 
jection to  its  enforcement  having  been  gov- 
ernment ownership,  and  the  law  having  pro- 
vided that  that  immunity  shall  no  longer 
exist  when  the  ship  is  used  as  a  merchant 
vessel,    it   would    seem   to    follow   that   she 
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must  now  answer  for  a  tort  alleged  to  have 
been  committed  by  her  while  engaged  in 
army  service.  The  Ceylon  Maru,  (D.  C. 
Md.  1920)   2i66  Fed.  396. 

Sales  of  ships  to  aliens  —  actions  for 
broker's  commissions. —  Under  this  section 
neither  a  person  not  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States  can  buy  nor  an  owner  sell  to  such  a 
person  without  the  consent  of  the  Shipping 
Board  and  a  broker  cannot  recover  a  com- 
mission for  procuring  such  a  purchaser  where 
the  required  consent  is  not  obtained.  Keeveny 
V,  McCormack,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266 
Fed.  314;  Darners  v.  Trident  Fisheries  Co., 
(1920)  119  Me.  343,  111  Atl.  418.  In  the 
latter  case,  the  court  said :  "  While  the  ques- 
tion is  one  of  first  impression  in  this  court, 
we  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  statute  is  a 
complete  bar  to  the  action,  and  this  con- 
clusion is  supported  by  reason  and  the  weight 
of  authority.  The  option  was  enforceable,  and 
the  testimony  shows  that  both  parties  in- 
tended to  carry  it  out  in  detail,  until  it  was 
known  that  a  presidential  order  declaring 
an  emergency  and  calling  into  effect  the 
section  of  the  statute  above  referred  to  had 
been  issued;  and  after  the  emergency  was 
declared,  both  parties  sought  relief  by  ap- 
peal to  the  United  States  Shipping  Board, 
and  were  unsuccessful.  The  fact  and  date 
of  the  President's  declaration  are  admitted. 
The  final  question  is:  Does  such  declara- 
tion making  the  statute  effective  excuse 
the  defendant  from  the  performance  of 
its  agreements  in  its  option?  We  think 
it  does.  The  general  rule  is  that  if,  after 
such  contract  is  entered  into,  a  statute  is 
passed  rendering  it  illegal,  the  promisor  is 
no  longer  bound.  Tiffany  on  Sales,  p.  310, 
and  cases  cited.  But  it  is  urged  that  the 
statute  was  not  passed  after  the  contract 
was  entered  into,  but  was  enacted  six  months 
before,  to  wit,  on  September  7,  1916,  and 
that  the  statute  does  not  apply  for  that 
reason.  We  do  not  see  the  force  of  this 
contention.  The  statute  was  passed  for  a 
definite,  serious  purpose,  by  legislators  who 
had  in  view  the  gravity  of  that  purpose,  and 
whose  intentions  were  as  serious  and  definite 
as  the  expected  emergency  could  induce.  The 
statute  was  but  a  preparation,  a  means  to 
be  used  instantly  if  the  emergency  arose,  and 
was  necessarily  inactive  and  without  full 
effect  until  the  emergency  was  declared  by 
the  President  to  exist.  It  then  became  ac- 
tive, and  only  then  had  the  force  and  effect 
of  laws  passed  without  limitation  or  re- 
striction. It  could  not  operate  before  the 
emergency  was  declared,  but  it  was  the  law 
nevertheless.  It  could  and  did  operate  there- 
after, and  possessed  all  the  force  which  the 
Congress  intended  it  should  have.  It  there- 
fore was  the  law  after  the  contract  was 
signed  on  February  3,  1917,  ami  was  a  legal 
excuse  and  justification  for  the  defendant's 
refusal  to  transfer  the  steamers  involved  in 
this  action.  The  proclamation  was  issued 
February  6,  1917.    All  the  conditions  named 


in  the  option  were  to  be  performed  after  thit 
date.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  plaintiffs  to 
make  a  sale  or  obtain  a  binding  and  enforce- 
able agreement  for  the  sale  and  transfer  of 
the  steamers  in  the  first  instance;  but  even 
then,  in  the  presence  of  the  circumstances  in 
this  case,  assuming  that  the  plaintiffs  had 
performed  all  of  the  conditions  required  by 
the  contract,  they  are  presumed  to  have 
acted  with  full  knowledge  of  the  existence 
of  the  law;  for,  while  the  statute  was  to  »"^ 
without  effect  until  an  emergency  wae  pro- 
claimed to  exist,  it  was  still  the  law,  and 
they  are  charged  with  a  knowledge  of  its 
existence  and  provisions,  and  are  bound 
thereby.  Any  other  conclusion  would  work 
an  injustice  not  heretofore  tolerated  by 
courts  of  law." 


1918  Supp.,  p.  790,  sec.  11. 

Shipping  Board  as  a  govemmental  agency. 

—  See  Astoria  Marine  Iron  Works  v.  U.  S. 
S.  Corp.,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1921)   270  Fed.  635. 

Nature  of  functions  of  board. — ^As  to  this 
it  has  been  said:  "Any  one  examining  this 
act,  even  in  a  cursory  manner,  will  be  struck 
by  the  fact  that  its  purposes  and  the  broad 
powers  given  as  to  taking  over  and  manag- 
ing the  ships  and  shipping,  and  the  powers 
to  inquire  into  all  shipping  contracts,  and 
to  regulate  and  control  them,  and  finally  to 
inquire  into  alleged  breaches  of  the  terms  of 
the  act,  must  conclude  that  the  functions  of 
the  board  thereby  provided  for  were  gov- 
ernmental, and  not  those  of  a  private  busi- 
ness concern."  Southern  Bridge  Co.  v.  U.  S. 
S.  Corp.,    (S.  D.  Ala.  1920)  266  Fed.  747. 

Liability  of  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation 
to  suit, —  The  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation 
must  be  regarded  as  a  separate  entity,  al- 
though all  of  its  stock  is  owned  by  the 
United  States,  and  it  has  the  capacity  to  sue 
and  may  be  sued  the  same  as  other  cor- 
porations. Eichberg  v,  U.  S.,  etc.,  Corp., 
(App.  Gas.  D.  C.  1921)  273  Fed.  886; 
American  Cotton  Oil  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  etc.,  Corp., 
(E.  D.  La.  1921)  270  Fed.  296;  Ingram  Day 
Lumber  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  etc.,  Corp.,  (S.  D. 
Miss.  1920)  267  Fed.  283;  Perna  t?.  U.  S., 
etc.,  Corp.,  (E.  D.  Fa.  1920)  266  Fed.  896; 
Banque-Kusso,  etc.,  Co.  v,  U.  S.,  etc.,  Corp., 
(E.  D.  Pa.  3920)  266  Fed.  897.  But  an 
action  cannot  be  maintained  against  the 
Emergency  Fleet  Corporation  for  a  tort 
committeed  by  its  attorney.  Keeley  «.  Kerr» 
(D,  C.  Ore  1921)  270  Fea.  874. 

Jurisdiction  of  suits  against  Emergency 
Fleet  Corporation  —  Immunity  from  process, 

—  In  Lord,  etc.,  Co.  «.  United  States,  etc., 
Corp.,  (N.  D.  III.  1920)  265  Fed.  955,  the 
defendant  moved  to  dismiss  the  action  on 
the  ground  that  the  Asorporation  was  a 
mere  instrumentality  of  the  United  States 
and  that  the  federal  court  lacked  jurisdic- 
tion of  an  action  against  it.  In  overruling 
the  motion,  the  court  said:  "The  Shipping 
Act  provides  no  jurisdiction  in  which  con 
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troversies  may  be  litigated,  except  the  pro- 
vision relating  to  the  enforcement  by  action 
in  the  United  States  courts  of  orders  of  the 
board  (sections  29,  30,  31)^  and  except  that 
section  10  provides  that  disputes  growing 
out  of  the  taking  by  the  President  of  vessels 
for  naval  or  military  purposes  may  be  settled 
by  appraisers.  If  the  Emergency  Fleet  Cor- 
poration was  a  mere  instrumentality  of  the 
United  States,  performing  only  governmental 
functions,  an  action  against  it  would  be  in 
effect  an  action  against  the  United  States, 
that  could  only  be  maintained  in  some  man- 
ner prescribed  by  statute. 

"  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  corporation  was 
only  used  for  the  purpose  of  forwarding  the 
commercial  shipping  interests  of  the  country, 
it  would  be  subject  to  suit  the  same  as  any 
other  corporation.  Bank  of  the  U.  S.  v. 
Planters'  Bank,  9  Wheat.  904,  6  L.  Ed.  244; 
Panama  R.  Co.  v.  Curran  et  al.,  256  Fed. 
772,  168  C.  C.  A.  114.  Ownership  by  the 
government  of  all  of  the  stock  of  a  corpora- 
tion does  not  change  the  situation.  It  re- 
mains a  corporation  just  the  same  as  though 
it  had  a  dozen  or  more  stockholders.  Pull- 
man's Palace  Car  Co.  v.  Mo.  Pac.  Ry.  Co., 
115  U.  S.  587,  6  Sup.  Ct  194,  29  L.  Ed.  499; 
Bank  of  the  U.  S.  v.  Planters'  Bank,  supra; 
Panama  R.  Co.  v,  Curran  et  al.,  supra. 

"  One  of  the  objections  to  the  Shipping  Act 
before  Congress  was  that  in  the  bill  there 
was  a  tendency  toward  government  owner- 
ship, and,  in  refutation  of  that  charge,  it  was 
explained  to  Congress  that: 

'' '  If  there  is  in  this  bill  any  feature  of 
government  ownership,  it  contains  in  itself 
the  means  for  the  automatic  elimination  of 
all  elements  of  government  ownership.'  May 
16,    1916,   Cong.   Rec.   p.  91'63. 

''Then  follows  a  rather  elaborate  explana- 
tion of  the  provisions  of  section  11,  above 
cited,  from  which  it  is  clearly  apparent  that 
it  was  intended  that  individuals  might  be- 
come subscribers  to  a  part  or  all  of  the 
capital  stock  of  any  such  corporation,  and 
that  the  government's  only  control  over  it 
would  be  the  same  as  that  of  a  private  owner 
of  a  majority  of  the  stock,  if  it  remained  a 
stockholder  at  all.  The  language  of  section 
11,  providing  for  the  creation  of  the  defend- 
ant, limite  the  powers  of  the  board  to  the 
formation  of  a  corporation  under  the  general 
laws  of  the  District  of  Columbia  for  a  limi- 
ted and  a  purely  commercial  purpose,  viz. 
to  deal  merely  with  merchant  vessels  in  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  language  of  the  act  justified 
the  interpretation  before  Congress. 

"A  note  under  section  11  in  a  1917  gov- 
ernment printed  copy  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
handed  this  court,  says  the  defendant  'has 
been  incorporated  in  accordance  with  this 
provision.'  It  must  be  assumed,  from  the 
very  fact  of  the  provision  for  the  incorpora- 
tion of  the  defendant,  that  it  was  intended 
that  it  should  be  a  real  corporation,  with 
all  its  powers,  rights,  and  obligation^  intact. 


To  hold  otherwise  would  be  to  hold  that 
Congress  did  the  wholly  purposeless  thing  of 
incorporating  a  corporation,  which  should 
not  be  a  corporation  at  all,  to  perform, 
under  the  board,  things  which,  as  a  gov* 
emment  agency,  the  board  had  ample  au- 
thority to  do. 

"It  is  thought  that  subsequent  l^slft- 
tion  and  executive  orders,  referred  to  in  de* 
fendant's  motion,  affect  the  question  here 
raised,  viz.  the  Urgent  Deficiencies  Appro- 
priation Act  approved  June  15,  1917,  and 
executive  orders  relating  thereto  and  to  some 
extent  involving  the  defendant.  The  emer- 
gency shipping  fund  provision  of  the  Urgent 
Deficiencies  Appropriation  Act  gave  to  the 
President  very  broad  powers  with  reference 
to  placing  orders  for  such  ships  and  ma- 
terials as  the  necessities  of  the  government 
might  require,  and  authorized  the  President 
to  exercise  those  powers  and  spend  the 
moneys  appropriated  through  such  agency 
or  agencies  as  he  should  determine,  but  that 
act  does  not  in  any  way  refer  to  the  defend- 
ant, except  as  follows: 

"'Provided,  that  all  money  turned  over 
to  the  United  States  Shipping  Board  Emer- 
gency Fleet  Corporation  may  be  expended  as 
other  moneys  of  said  corporation  are  now 
expended.'     Section   1. 

"  This  indicates  not  an  intention  to  change 
the  corporation,  but  does  clearly  indicate 
that  in  expending  such  moneys  it  should  act 
as   a  corporation.  .  .  . 

"  It  is  not  to  be  believed,  except  on  the 
clearest  evidence,  that  Congress,  when  it 
authorized  the  incorporation  of  the  defend- 
ant under  the  general  laws  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  to  forward  a  specific,  limited,  and 
purely  commereial  undertaking,  intended  to 
take  away  all  those  corporate  rights,  and 
leave  those  who  might  deal  with  the  corpo- 
ration no  place  to  adjudicate  those  rights, 
except  in  and  through  the  slow  and  cumber- 
some processes  of  the  Court  of  Claims,  where 
over  $10,000  is  involved." 

In  Ingram  Day  Lumber  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  etc., 
Corp.,  (S.  D.  Miss.  1920)  267  Fed.  283,  it 
was  contended  that  a  suit  against  the 
Emergency  Fleet  Corporation  should  be  dis- 
missed because  it  was  in  fact  a  suit  against 
the  United  States.  In  overruling  this  con- 
tention, the  court  said :  "  I  do  not  think  this 
ground  is  supported  by  the  record,  which 
says  clearly  it  is  a  suit  against  the  United 
States  Shipping  Board  Emergency  Fleet  Cor- 
poration (a  distinct  legal  entity),  organized 
as  above  set  forth.  True,  the  United  States 
may  have  a  dual  relation  to  it:  (1)  That  of 
stockholder  and  corporation;  (2)  principal 
and  agent.  It  has  no  other  connection  or 
relation  to  the  government,  and  certainly  it 
is  not  the  United  States,  which  has  not 
been  made  a  defendant  in  this  case  in  any 
manner  known  to  the  law." 

Amovnt  in  controversy. —  A  suit  against 
the  Emergency  Fleet  Corporation  for  a  claim 
in  excess  of  $10,000  can  not  be  maintained  in 
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the  district  court.  Sloan  Shipyards  Corp.  v» 
U.  S.,  etc.,  Corp.,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  272 
Fed.  132. 

It  is  he:d  that  for  its  acts  performed  in  its 
capacity  as  a  governmental  entity  the  Fleet 
Corporation  is  not  suable  except  in  the  Court 
of  Claims  for  an  amount  involving  in  excess 
of  $10,000.  Astoria  Marine  Iron  Works  v, 
U.  S.,  etc.,  Corp.,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1921)  270  Fed. 
636. 

1920  Supp.,  p.  232,  sec.  2. 

Purpose  of  act. —  "  The  principal  purpose 
of  the  statute  under  which  the  proceeding 
was  brought  was  to  prevent  within  the 
United  States  the  arrest  upon  judicial 
process  of  any  government  owned  ship  or 
cargo,  without  thereby  working  injustice  or 
hardship  to  those  who  as  asrainst  either,  had 
valid  claims  which,  if  the  vessel  or  the 
merchandise  had  belonged  to  private  persons, 
they  might  have  asserted  in  rem;  but  there 
is  in  it,  and  in  its  legislative  history,  cause 
to  believe  that  it  may  also  have  intended  to 
give  the  consent  of  the  United  States  to 
being  made  a  respondent  in  suits  in  per- 
sonam upon  some  classes  of  maritime  liabili- 
ties in  which  individuals  would  have  been 
liable  in  personam,  but  upon  which  proceed- 
ings in  rem  could  not  have  been  maintained." 
Blamberg  v.  U.  S.,  (D.  C.  Md.  1921)  272 
Fed.  978. 

Scope  of  section. —  "There  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  Congress  intended  to  make  the 
United  States  suable  under  any  circumstances 
in  which  a  suit  could  not  have  been  instituted 
in  this  country,  were  the  ship  or  cargo 
privately  owned,  and  yet,  if  the  libelants' 
contention  be  sustained,  that  will  be  the 
result  here.  There  was  no  privity  of  con- 
tract between  the  United  States  and  the 
shippers  of  cargo  by  the  Catskill,  nor  has 
the  United  States  done  them  any  actionable 
wrong.  If  it  were  an  individual,  no  pro- 
ceeding in  personam  could  be  brought  against 
it,  either  in  admiralty  or  at  common  law. 
Nor  could  any  libel  be  maintained  against 
the  ship  in  rem  in  any  court  of  the  United 
States,  because  none  of  them  could  have 
taken  possession  of  her.  The  grant  of  juris- 
diction made  by  the  second  section  of  the  act 
is  expressly  limited  to  such  proceedings  as 
'could  be  maintained  at  the  time  of  the 
comimencement  of  the  action  herein  pro- 
vided for,'  and  in  the  instant  case  at  that 
time  there  was  no  court  in  the  United  States 
in  which  the  suit  could  have  been  maintained, 
either  in  rem  or  in  personam,  had  an  in- 
dividual occupied  the  same  relation  to  the 
cause  of  action  as  was  borne  by  the  United 
States. 

"N"or  is  this  a  narrow  construction.  It 
is  one  in  perfect  harmony  with  the  most 
liberal  and  far-reaching  purpose  which  can 


reasonably  be  attributed  to  Congress.  To 
hold  that  it  intended  that  a  citisen  should  be 
no  worse  off  because  of  government  owner- 
ship is  as  far  as  any  one  will  be  justified 
in  going.  .  There  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that 
it  intended  to  open  the  doors  of  its  courts,  as 
against  the  United  States,  to  suits  which 
could  not  there  have  been  prosecuted  against 
an  individual  or  his  property.  The  general 
language  of  every  statute  must  be  read  in 
the  light  of  the  legislative  intent,  in  so  far 
as  that  is  unmisttUcably  expressed."  Blam- 
berg v.  U.  S.,  (D.  C.  Md.  1921)  272  Fed. 
978. 

Suit  by  alien. —  The  provision  that  suit 
shall  be  brought  in  the  *'  district  court  of  the 
United  States  for  the  district  in  which  the 

garties  so  suing  or  any  of  them  reside  or 
ave  their  principal  place  of  business  in  the 
United  States,  or  in  which  the  vessel  or 
cargo  charged  with  liability  is  found,"  has 
been  held  not  to  apply  in  the  case  of  an  alien 
who  neither  resides  nor  has  a  place  of  busi- 
ness  in  any  district  in  the  United  States. 
Middleton  v.  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  8.  C.  1921)  273 
Fed.  199,  wherein  the  court  said:  "Assum- 
ing, however,  ^at  the  Japanese  corpora- 
tion is  the  party  alone  interested,  then,  in- 
asmuch as  it  neither  resides  nor  has  any 
principal  place  of  business  in  any  district 
in  the  United  States,  it  would  be  impossible 
for  it  to  sue,  under  the  construction  placed 
upon  the  act  by  the  counsel  for  the  govern- 
ment, in  any  district  in  the  United  States, 
save  one  in  which  the  vessels  might  be  found. 
If  no  vessel  can  be  found  within  the  United 
States,  then  no  matter  how  meritorious  the 
claim  of  the  alien  may  be,  whether  in  rem 
or  in  personam,  it  would  be  impossible  for 
him  to  sue. 

"This  would  not  appear  to  be  in  accord- 
ance with  the  intention  of  the  statute.  Under 
the  principles  to  be  deduced  from  preceding 
decisions  of  the  federal  courts  in  analogous 
cases,  it  would  appear  that,  where  the  pro- 
vision of  the  act  is  that  the  suit  must  be 
brought  in  the  district  of  the  residence  of 
one  of  the  parties,  then  in  the  case  of  an 
alien  defendant  such  restriction  does  not 
apply,  as  that  would  mean  that,  unless  the 
alien  sued  should  be  found  capable  of  service 
in  the  district  of  the  residence  of  the  citizen 
desiring  to  sue  him,  he  could  not  be  sued 
at  all.  The  principle  would  seem  to  be  that 
an  alien  may  be  considered  for  the  purposes 
of  jurisdiction,  if  he  enters  the  United  States, 
or  is  brought  into  it,  for  the  purposes  of 
suit,  to  reside  in  any  district. 

"  If  this  is  a  proceeding  in  personam, 
brought  on  behalf  of  the  Japenese  corpora- 
tion alone,  an, alien  corporation,  under  the 
principles  of  these  decisions  it  would  appear 
that  it  could  sue  in  any  district  in  the  United 
SUtes." 
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1918  Supp.,  p.  812,  sec.  100. 

Constitiitioiiality. —  To  same  effect  as  1919 
Supplement  annotation,  see  Erickson  v.  Macy, 
(1921)  2M  N.  Y.  86,  131  N.  E.  744;  Pierrard 
V.  Hoch,  (1920)   97  Ore.  71,  191  Pac.  328. 

Purpose  of  act. —  See' Halle  v.  Oavanangh, 
(N.  H.  1920)   111  Atl.  76. 

Necessity  of  induction  into  senrice. —  In 
Continental  Jewelry  Co.  v.  Minsky,  (1920) 
119  Me.  476^  111  Atl.  801,  it  was  held  tliat 
this  act  had  no  application  to  a  person  who 
had  been  accepted  for  military  service  but 
not  actually  inducted  into  active  servioe. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  812,  sec.  101. 

Effect  of  termination  of  military  service. 
—  The  act  of  Congress  known  as  the  Soldiera' 
and  Sailors'  Civil  Relief  Act  by  its  express 
language  becomes  inoperative  and  without 
effect  upon  the  death  or  discharge  of  a  soldier 
or  sailor  within  its  protection,  and  an  order 
of  a  court,  requiring  a  refundment  or  return 
of  money  paid  prior  to  his  entry  into  the 
service  upon  an  executory  contract  for  the 
sale  of  land  as  a  condition  to  a  cancellation 
thereof,  is  not  authorized  by  the  act  in  an 
action  or  proceeding  commenced  subsequent 
to  such  death  or  discharge.  Nelson  Real  Es- 
tate Agoucy  V,  Seeman,  (1920)  147  Minn. 
354,  180  N.  W.  227. 

In  Hickemell  v.  Gregory,  (Tex.  1920)  224 
S.  W.  691.  in  sustaining  the  forfeiture  of  an 
oil  and  gas  lease  for  nonpayment  of  rent  it 
was  said :  '*  Hickernell  cannot  defend  under 
the  Soldiers'  &  Sailors'  Civil  Relief  Act  ol 
CongresA  of  March  8,  1918.  He  did  not  enter 
the  military  service  until  June,  1918,  after 
his  leafe  was  executed  in  February,  and  he 
states  that  he  was  discharged  from  the  serv- 
ice January  24,  1919.  The  rent  was  not  due 
until  February  6,  1919.  It  is  provided  by 
section  101,  subd.  2,  that  the  '  period  of 
military  service '  of  a  soldier  or  sailor  '  shall 
terminate  with  the  date  of  discharge  from 
the  active  service  or/  etc.  Then,  according 
to  hip  own  testimony,  he  cannot  claim  the 
advantages  and  privileges  conferred  by  the 
act.*' 

A  civilian  captain  of  a  transport  is  not 
within  the  protection  of  the  act.  Greenwood 
V,  Paget  Mill  (^.,  (1920)  111  Wash.  464,  191 
Pac.  393. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  814,  sec.  200(1). 

Who  may  object  to  noncompliance. —  To 
attack  a  default  judgment  for  noncompUanoe 
with  this  section  the  defendant  must  show 
that  he  was  in  the  military  service.  Mader 
9.  Christie,  (Cal.  App.  1921)  198  Pac.  45. 

Time  for  filing  affidavit. — An  affidavit  filed 
after  the  entry  of  a  default  but  before  the 
entry  of  judgment  is  seasonably  filed.  Ma- 
der 9.  Christie,  (Cal.  App.  1921)  198  Pac  45. 


1918  Supp^  p.  814,  sec.  200(4). 

Application  must  be  made  within  ninety 
days  after  the  termination  of  the  military 
service  of  the  applicant  to  set  aside  a  de* 
fault  entered  in  violation  of  this  section. 
Combs  V.  Combe,  (1920)  180  N.  C.  381,  104 
S.  E.  656. 

Application  must  show  meritorious  de- 
fense.—  "  It  is  nowhere  made  to  appear  that 
the  defendant  has  a  meritorious  or  legal  de- 
fense to  the  action.  In  his  affidavit  the 
defendant  fails  to  set  out  that  he  has  any 
defense  to  the  cause  of  action  as  stated  in 
the  complaint.  While  he  declares  that  he 
has  a  good  and  meritorious  defense  to  said 
action,  he  fails  to  set  out  what  that  defense 
is.  The  statute  says  that  it  must  be  made 
to  appear  that  the  defendant  has  a  meritori- 
ous or  legal  defense.  It  is  not  left  to  the 
defendant  to  say  that  his  defense  is  meri- 
torious or  legal,  but  it  must  be  made  to  ap- 
pear so  to  the  judge  of  the  court;  for  that 
reason  the  defendant  is  required  to  set  out 
the  facts  constituting  his  defense."  Combs 
V.  Combs,  (1920)  180  N.  £.  381,  104  S.  E. 
656. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  815,  sec.  202. 

Interest  of  soldier  in  subject  matter  pre- 
viously extinguished. — ^Where  it  appears  that 
the  rights  of  a  certain  person  in  property 
were  based  on  a  mortgage  which  was  fore- 
closed before  the  war,  and  that  any  interest 
derived  from  him  by  the  present  owners 
passed  before  the  war,  the  act  has  no  appli- 
cation, and  the  fact  that  the  person  referred 
to  is  in  the  military  service  is  irrelevant  in 
an  action  involving  the  title  to  which  he  is 
not  a  party.  Chance  v.  Hawkinson,  (Minn. 
1921)  182  N.  W.  911. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  816,  sec.  205. 

Suit  on  indemnity  insurance  policy. —  In 
Stein  field  v,  Massachusetts  Bonding,  etc.,  Co., 
(N.  H.  1921)  112  Atl.  800,  this  section  was 
held  applicable  to  a  suit  on  an  indenmity 
insurance  policy,  which  contained  a  stipula- 
tion as  to  the  time  within  which  a  suit  must 
be  brought  after  payment  of  loss.  The 
court  said:  "The  defendant's  argument  is 
that  the  time  for  bringing  suit  was  limited 
by  the  contract,  and  not  by  'any  law,'  and 
that  therefore  the  statute  does  not  apply. 
The  defect  in  the  argument  is  its  assumption 
that  the  contract  is  binding,  irrespective  of 
any  law.  This  plainly  is  not  so.  The  con* 
tract  is  valid  because  some  law  so  declares  it. 
In  the  defendant's  brief  it  of  necessity  ap- 
peals to  the  law  to  sustain  its  position  that 
the  contract  stipulation  is  valid.  It  is  by 
virtue  of  the  decided  cases  cited  by  the  de- 
fendant that  it  is  able  to  demonstrate  the 
correctness  of  that  position.  Actions  are  not 
limited  without  law.  It  was  the  agreement 
plus  the  law  that  created  the  legal  limita* 
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tion  in  this  case.  It  is  true,  as  the  defend- 
ant argues,  that  a  contract  is  not  a  law. 
It  is  equally  true  that  an  agreement  without 
law  is  not  a  contract. 

''The  application  of  the  federal  act  is  not 
limited  to  statutory  provisions.  It  applies  to 
all  law,  and  provides,  in  substance,  that,  not* 
withstanding  the  state  law  limits  the  action 
as  by  contract  agreed,  that  law  shall  not  ap- 
ply while  the  plaintiff  is  in  the  service. 

''It  is  manifest  that. the  present  case  is 
wfthin  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  act.  The 
purpose  was  to  extend  the  time  for  bringing 
actions  generally.  Id.  §  100.  It  was  not 
the  legislative  intent  that  the  remedial  pur- 
pose of  the  act  should  be  defeated  by  a  nar- 
row or  technical  construction  of  the  language 
used.    Halle  v.  Cavanaugh,  111  Atl.  76." 

Suit  by  husband  aa  executor  of  wife's 
•state. —  This  section  does  not  apply  to  a  suit 
by  a  husband  as  executor  of  his  wife's  estate 
to  recover  damages  for  death  by  wrongful 
act,  but  he  may  appear  and  prosecute  such 
a  suit  as  one  interested  in  her  estate.  Halle 
V,  Cavanaugh,  (N.  H.  1920)   111  Atl.  76. 

Running  of  time  to  redeem  from  a  sale 
under  a  vendor's  lien,  made  prior  to  the  en- 
actment of  the  statute,  is  not  stayed  by  this 
section.  Wood  v,  Vogel,  (1920)  204  Ala. 
692,  87  So.  174,  wherein  it  was  said:  "The 
right  of  redemption  under  section  5746  et  seq. 
from  judicial  and  quasi  judicial  sales  of  real 
estate  is  not  a  property  right,  but  is  a  mere 
personal  privilege  accorded  by  the  statute, 
to  be  exercised  in  the  manner  and  within  the 
time  prescribed  by  law.  Lewis  v.  McBride, 
176  Ala.  134,  57  South.  706 ;  Burke  t?.  Brewer, 
133  Ala.  389,  32  South.  602;  Parmer  v.  Par- 
mer, 74  Ala.  285.  It  is  not  a  right  of  action 
in  the  sense  in  which  statutes  of  limitations 
are  applicable,  and  thd  prescription  of  a  period 
of  two  years  within  which  the  privilege  must 
be  exercised  does  not  create  a  statute  of 
limitations.  That  prescription  affects  the 
right,  and  not  the  remedy,  whereas  a  statute 
of  limitations  operates  upon  the  remedy 
only,  except  in  actions  for  the  recovery  of 
property." 

1918  Supp.,  p.  816,  sec.  300  (1). 

^Eviction  or  distress,  etc.} 

Power  of  justice's  court. — A  justice's  court 
is  within  the  provision  as  to  "  leave  of 
court "  and  the  jurisdiction  of  justices  of  the 
peace  in  eviction  proceedings  is  not  divested 
by  this  act.  Riordan  t*.  Zube,  (Cal.  App. 
1921)  195  Pac.  65,  wherein  the  court  said: 
"Though  not  mentioned  in  the  Constitution 
as  such,  the  justices'  courts  are  courts  of 
the  state  of  uniform,  though  limited,  juris- 
diction. They  find  their  life  and  power  in 
the  acts  of  the  Legislature,  which  the  Con- 
stitution expressly  authorizes  the  Legisla- 
ture to  enact.  The  argument  of  appellant 
seems  to  be  that,  as  the  Moratorium  Act  pro- 
hibited the  eviction  of  such  dependents  ex- 
cept upon  leave  of  court,  and  that  as  the 
term  '  court '  as  used  in  that  act  was  therein 


defined  to  include  'any  court  of  competent 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  or  of  any 
state,  whether  or  not  a  court  of  record,'  the 
aipplication  should  have  been  made  to  a 
superior  court,  because  justices)'  courts  are 
not  included  in  the  enumeration  of  state 
courts  in  the  state  Constitution.  But  the 
Moratorium  Act  does  not  pretend  to  diange 
the  jurisdiction  of  any  court  which  is  cre- 
ated under  state  authority.  The  provisions 
of  that  act  are  made  applicable  to  all  courts 
of  competent  jurisdiction,  whether  created 
by  the  Congress  or  the  various  states." 

Equitable  relief  against  judgment. —  In  de- 
nying equitable  relief  against  a  judgment  of 
eviction  entered  by  a  justice  of  the  peace, 
the  court  in  Riordan  v,  Zube,  (Cal.  App. 
1921)  195  Pac.  65,  said:  "The  justice's 
court,  therefore,  had  jurisdiction  to  render 
the  judgment,  and  if  was  not  void  upon  its 
face.  The  execution  was  stayed  for  three 
months,  which  was  the  maximum  period  of 
leniency  authorized  by  the  Moratorium  Act. 
Section  300,  subd.  2.  Appellant  was  thus 
given  the  full  protection  of  the  law.  The 
justice's  court  having  had  jurisdiction  of 
both  the  person  and  subject-matter  of  the 
action,  its  judgment  was  valid  upon  its  face. 
Defendant  in  that  case  having  been  given  all 
the  protection  provided  by  the  Moratorium 
Act,  he  had  no  cause  in  equity  to  prevent  the 
execution  of  that  judgment.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  aggrieved  by  the  judgment  in  the 
justice's  court,  the  statute  gave  him  an  ade- 
quate remedy  by  appeal  to  the  superior  court. 
His  failure  to  pursue  that  rem^y  does  not 
warrant  an  equitable  action  to  set  aside  the 
judgment,  which  is  valid  on  its  face." 

1918  Supp.,  p.  817,  sec.  302(1). 

Obligations  secured  by  mortgage,  when 
originating. —  Where  a  mortgage  was  dated 
prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act  but  was  not 
delivered  or  the  consideration  paid  imtil 
after  its  enactment,  the  obligation  secured 
by  it  did  not  originate  prior  to  the  approval 
of  this  act.  And  if  a  mortgage  originating 
prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act  is  satisfied 
after  its  enactment  but  is  kept  alive  and 
assigned  aa  additional  security  for  a  new 
mortgage  given  at  the  time  of  payment,  and 
the  new  mortgage  is  subsequently  foreclosed, 
the  obligation  of  the  old  mortgage  is  a  debt 
secured  by  the  new  one  and  hence  is  one 
originating  subsequent  to  the  passage  of  this 
act.  Kendall  v.  Bolster,  (Mass.  1921)  IM 
N.  E.  319. 

State  legislation  abrogated. —  This  section 
abrogates  a  state  moratorium  law  forbid- 
ding absolutely  mortgage  foreclosure  pro- 
ceedings against  persons  in  the  military  or 
naval  service.  Pierrard  r.  Hoch,  (1920)  97 
Ore.  71,  184  Pac.  494,  191  Pac.  328. 

Foreclosure  completed  before  act. —  In  an 
action  to  set  aside  a  sheriff's  deed  upon  a 
mortgage  foreclosure  by  advertisement,  rely- 
ing upon  the  federal  and  state  moratorium 
acts,  where  it  appeared  that  on  December  1» 
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1917,  the  foreclosure  sale  was  held;  that  on 
January  29,  1918,  the  state  act,  and  on 
March  8,  1918,  the  federal  Soldiers'  and 
Sailor»'  Civil  Relief  Act  were  enacted;  that 
on  December  6,  1918,  the  sheriff's  deed  was 
issued;  that  the  plaintiff  was  in  the  military 
service  from  July,  1917,  to  May  22,  1919; 
and  that  in  October,  1920,  be  instituted  this 
action,  it  was  held  that  the  execution  of  a 
sheriff's  deed  evidenced  only  the  ministerial 
act  of  the  officer  to  complete  the  formal- 
transfer  of  the  naked  legal  title  after  the 
expiration  of  the  equity  of  redemption,  and 


did  not  affect  the  expiration  of  the  equity 
of  redemption ;  that  the  federal  act  was  not 
applicable,  even  though  it  be  assumed  that 
the  plaintiff's  equity  of  redemption  was  sus- 
pended during  the  period  of  his  military 
service  and  for  three  months  thereafter,  for 
the  reason  that  such  equity  of  redemption 
thereafter  fully  expired  before  the  institution 
of  the  present  action,  and  without  any  al- 
leged offer  or  tender  made  to  redeem.  Olson 
t\  Gowan  Lenning  Brown  Co.,  (N.  D.  1921) 
182  N.  W.  929. 


STATE  DEPARTMENT 


Vol.  IX,  p.  376,  sec.  205.    [First  ed., 

vol.  VII,  p.  116.] 

Duty  of  Secretary  of  State  as  to  amend- 
ments.—  Under  this  section  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  upon  receiving  notice 
from  three-fourths  of  the  several  states  that 
the  proposed  amendment  has  been  adopted, 
to  issue  his  proclamation  and  publish  the 
amendment.  He  is  not  required,  or  author- 
ized, to  investigate  and  determine  whether  or 
not  the  notices  state  the  truth  but  must 
accept  them  as  doing  so,  if  they  are  in  due 


form.    XJ.  S.  17.  CJolby,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920) 
265  Fed.  998. 

Proclamation  at  essential  to  validity.— 
The  validity  of  a  constitutional  amendment 
does  not  depend  in  any  wise  upon  the  procla- 
mation of  the  Secretary  of  State  under  this 
section.  It  is  the  approval  of  the  requisite 
number  of  states  in  accordance  with  article  o 
of  the  Constitution,  and  not  the  proclama- 
tion, that  gives  vitality  to  the  amendment 
and  makes  it  a  part  of  the  Constitution. 
U.  S.  V.  Colby,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  266 
Fed.  998. 


STATUTES 


Vol.  IX,  p.  393,  sec.  13.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VII,  p.  136.] 

Applied. — ^This  section  was  applied  in  Em  p. 
Lamar,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  160. 
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Vol.  IX,  p.  468,  sec.  4493.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VII,  p.  195.] 

Relation  to  R.  S.  sec.  4283.— In  The  Vir- 
ginia, (D.  C.  Md.  1920)  264  Fed.  986,  it  is 
said  that  this  section  is  in  no  way  restricted 


by  section  4283    (6  Fed.  St.  Ann.    (2d  ed.) 
p.  336). 

Application. —  This  section  has  no  applica- 
tion to  cargo  claims.  The  Virginia,  (D.  G* 
Md.  1920)  264  Fed.  986. 
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TELEGRAPHS,  TELEPHONES  AND  CABLES 


1918  Supp.,  p.  834.     [Oovernment 
control,  etc.] 

Federal  decisions  are  controlling  as  to  the 
construction  of  the  resolution  and  the  procla- 
mation and  general  orders  issued  thereunder. 
Western  Umon  Tel.  Co.  v,  Conditt,  (Tex. 
1920)  223  S.  W.  234. 

Goyemment  control  as  defense  to  action. — 
In  Western  Union  Tel.  Co.  r.  Poston,  (1921) 
266  U.  S.  — .  41  S.  Ct.  598,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
—  (reversing  (S.  C.  1920)  107  S.  E.  616), 
it  was  held  that  a  telegraph  company  was 
not  liable  for  damages  resulting  from  negli- 
gent delay  in  delivering  a  message  while  its 
telegraph  system  was,  pursuant  to  this  joint 
resolution  of  Congress,  and  the  proclamation 
of  the  President  of  July  22,  1918,  in  the 
exclusive  possession  and  control  of  the  fed- 
eral government,  and  was  being  operated  by 
the  Postmaster  General. 

**  The  complete  control  and  the  exclusive 
possession  of  this,  as  well  as  all  other  wire 
lines  within  the  resolution  of  Congress,  as 
effected  through  the  proclamation  of  the 
President,  having  passed  to  the  United 
States,  the  defendant  (appellee)  was  not  and 
could  not  have  been  engaged  in  the  business 
described  in  the  complaint,  except,  and  that 
only,  under  the  derivative  authority,  a  mere 
agency,  imposed  upon  the  telegraph  company 
by  the  paramount  governmental  processes  set 
forth  in  the  plea,  to  the  end  that  whatever 
service  the  physical  properties  and  the  com- 
pany's personnel  might  render  in  the  trans- 
mission of  intelligence  by  wire  should  be  and 
was  a  public  governmental  service  or  func- 
tion, to  or  in  respect  of  the  discharge  of 
which,  within  the  realm  of  the  company's 
legitimate  activity  under  the  complete  con- 
trol and  exclusive  possession  of  the  govern- 
ment, neither  the  company,  as  such,  nor  the 
persons  so  serving  in  the  operation  of  any 
of  the  functions  of  the  company  so  domi- 
nated, were  subject  to  individual,  corporate, 
or  personal  liability  to  third  persons  for  a 
breach  of  a  contract  or  for  a  tort  (the  breach 
of  a  public  duty)  predicated  alone  of  a  con- 
tract for  the  transmission  of  intelligence  by 


wire."    Candidate  r.  Western  Union  Tel.  Co., 

(1920)  203  Ala.  675,  85  So.  10. 

That  a  telegr&ph  company  did  not  disclose 
to  t^e  sender  the  fact  of  government  control 
does  not  make  it  liable  as  the  agent  of  an  un- 
disclosed principal,  all  persons  being  charged 
with  knowledge  of  the  public  acts  by  which 
federal  control  was  assumed.  Western  Union 
Tel.  Co.  r.  Glover,  (1920)  17  Ala.  App.  374, 
86  So.  164. 

Recovery  cannot  be  had  against  a  tele- 
phone company  for  death  caused  by  n^li- 
gence  occurring  during  federal  control.  Mc- 
Feena  v.  Paris  Home  Telephone,  etc.,   Co., 

(1921)  190  Ky.  299,  227  S.  W.  460. 

A  telegraph  company  imder  federal  control 
is  not  liable  for  negligence  in  the  transmis- 
sion of  money  by  telegraph.  Dessery  €- 
Western  Union  Tel.  Co.,  (Kan.  1920)  192 
Pac.  728.  See  also  Western  Union  Tel.  Co. 
V,  Conditt,  (Tex.  1920)  223  S.  W.  234. 

The  complete  and  exclusive  possession,  su- 
pervision, control,  and  operation  of  all  the 
telegraph  and  telephone  systems  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  and  of  all 
the  equipment,  supplies,  and  materials  be- 
longing or  pertaining  thereto  for  war  pur- 
poses by  the  govemmmt  of  the  United  States, 
authorized  by  Joint  Resolution  No.  38  of 
the  Sixty-Fifth  Congress  and  taken  and  as- 
sumed by  the  Postmaster  General,  under  and 
by  virtue  of  a  proclamation  issued  by  the 
President,  is  not  inconsistent  with  right, 
power,  and  duty  on  the  part  of  an  owner 
of  such  a  system  to  extend  its  lines  and  im- 
prove, maintain,  and  repair  it,  within  the 
period  of  such  possession,  supervision,  con- 
trol, and  operation.  Accordingly,  while  there 
is  no  liability  for  negligence  in  operation 
there  is  for  negligence  in  construction,  main- 
tenance or  repair  work.  Spring  i>.  American 
Tel.,  etc.,  Co.,  (1920)  86  W.  Va.  192,  10^ 
S.  E.  206,  10  A.  L.  R.  951  (overruling  de- 
murrer to  declaration  on  ground  that  it  did 
not  appear. that  truck  alleged  to  have  been 
negligently  driven  was  used  in  operation  and 
not  in  repair). 

Resolutions  and  pi^clamationa  thereundftr 
judicially  noticed. —  See  Western  Union  TeL 
Co.  t\  Conditt,  (Tex.  1920)  223  S.  W.  234. 


TERRITORIES 


Vol.  IX,  p.  540,  sec.  1840.     [First 

ed.,  vol.  VII,  p.  250.] 

Suits  to  enforce  statutory  and  adminis- 
trative  restrictions  affecting  Indians. —  The 
United  States,  though 'without  pecuniary  in- 
terest in  the  relief  sought,  may  maintain  a 
suit  to  enforce  statutory  and  administrative 


restrictions  on  the  disposal  and  leasing  of 
allotments  to  Indians  who  have  not  been 
fully  emancipated,  but  are  still  wards  of  the 
United  States.  La  Motte  v.  U.  S.,  (1921) 
254  U.  S.  570,  41  S.  Ct.  204,  06  U.  S.  (Ij. 
ed.)  ^,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  8th  dr.  1919) 
25«  Fed.  5,  167  C.  C.  A.  277. 
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TIMBER  LANDS  AND  FOREST  RESERVES 


Vol.  IX,  p.  590,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 
vol.  X,  p.  405.] 

Righta  of  municipality. —  In  Langdon  v, 
Walla  Walla,  (1920)  112  Wash.  446,  193 
Pac.  1,  this  section  was  referred  to,  the  court 
in  answer  to  a  contention  that  a  proposed 
system  of  municipal  water  works  was  im- 
practicable saying:  "The  suggestion  that 
the  city  of  Walla  Walla  might  be  impeded 


because  it  in  no  event  can  exercise  the  right 
of  eminent  domain  within  the  limits  of  the 
Wenaha  Natonal  Forest  Reserve  seems  to  be 
answered  by  the  fact  that  the  city  has  al- 
ready acquired  all  necessary  rights  within 
the  limits  of  that  reservation.  If  not,  it 
seems  plain  that  it  will  be  enabled  to  do  so 
under  the  act  of  Congress  of  February  1, 
1905,  which  makes  express  provision  for  the 
acquiring  of  such  rights  by  the  city." 


TRADE  COMBINATIONS  AND  TRUSTS 


Vol.  IX,  p.  644,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VII,  p.  336.] 

m.  Construction  of  act. 
1.  In  general. 

3.  Words    and    terms    defined    and 
construed. 
IV.  Mode  of  determining  question  of  viola- 
tion. 
1.  General  principles. 
V.  Application  of  act. 

1.  General  principles. 

2.  Application     in     particular     in- 

stances. 

a.  Combinations  and  contracts 
to  affect  prices  and 
terms   of   sale. 

e.  Coal  companies  and  pro- 
ducers. 

e.  Railroads. 

f.  Miscellaneous  cases. 
VI.  Proceedings  under  Act. 

1.  In  general. 
VII.  Violation  of  Act  as  defense  to  suit  on 

contract. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Particular   actions. 

m.   COWSTBUCTION   OP   AOT 

1.  In  General  (p.  647) 

Necessity  of  OTert  act. —  To  same  effect  as 
original  annotation,  see  Langenberg  Hat  Co. 
r.  United  Cloth  Hat,  etc.,  Makers,  (E.  D. 
Mo.  1920)   206  Fed.  127. 

3.  Worde  and  Terms  Defined  and  Construed 

(p.  649) 

"Trade  or  commerce." — "The  word 
*  trade,'  in  its  broadest  signification,  in- 
cludes, not  only  the  business  of  exchanging 
commodities  by  barter,  but  the  business  of 
buying  and  selling  for  money,  or  commerce 
and  trafiic  generally."  May  r.  Sloan,  101 
U.  8.  231,  237  (25  L.  Ed.  797).  It  means 
"  the  buying  as  well  as  the  selling  of  prop- 
erty." United  States  v.  United  States  Steel 
Corporation  et  al,  (D.  C.)  223  Fed.  55,  177. 


Webster's  Dictionary  defines  trade  as  "  the 
act  or  business  of  exchanging  commodities 
by  barter;  the  business  of  buying  and  sell- 
ing for  money;  commerce;  traffic;  barter" — 
end  says  that  "Commerce,  in  its  simplest 
signification,  means  exchange  of  goods. 
•  *  *  It  may  be  said  to  be  trade,  traffic,  or 
exchange  between  different  places  and  com- 
munities." And  according  to  the  Century 
Dictionary,  commerce  is  defined  as  "  inter- 
change of  goods,  merchandise  or  property  of 
any  kind;  trade;  traffic."  "Commerce, 
briefly  stated,  is  the  sale  or  exchange  of  com* 
modities."  United  States  v.  fiwift  &  Co.,  (C. 
C.)  122  Fed.  629.  eubstadtially  the  same 
definitions  are  given  in  the  cases  of  the 
United  States  i?.  E.  C.  Knight  Co.,  166  U.  S. 
1,  15  Sup.  Ct.  249,  39  L.  ed.  325;  Gibbons 
t\  Ogden,  9  Wheat.  1,  189,  190,  6  L.  ed.  23; 
Gloucester  Ferry  Co.  t?.  Pennsylvania,  114 
U.  S.  196,  5  Sup.  Ct.  826,  29  L.  ed.  156;  In 
re  Charge  to  Grand  Jurv,  (D.  C.)  151  Fed. 
834. 

Through  these  definitions  runs  the  idea 
that  trade  and  commerce  require  the  trans- 
fer of  something,  whether  it  be  persons, 
commodities,  or  intelligence,  from  one  place 
or  person  to  another.  The  concomitant  of 
this  concept  is  the  principle,  approved  by 
the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  that 
"  importation  into  one  state  from  another  is 
the  indispensable  element,  the  test,  of  inter- 
state commerce."  National  League,  etc.,  o. 
Federal  Baseball  Club,  (App.  Cas.  D.  0. 
1921)   269  Fed.  681. 

Manufacturing  is  not  "commerce."  Gable 
V,  Vonnegut  Machinery  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  66. 

rV.  Mode    of    Dbtebminino    Question    or 

Violation 

1.  General  Principles  (p.  661) 

Reasonableness  of  restraint. —  It  is  said 
that  one  of  the  most  satisfactory  ways  to 
"determine  what  is  the  reasonableness  or 
unreasonableness  of  the  restrainst  put  upon 
trade  by  a  contract  is  to  consider  the  motivvb 
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extent  and  effect  of  the  contract,  consider 
the  circumstances  under  which  it  was  made, 
consider  what  the  parties  had  in  mind,  what 
motives  served  to  move  them  to  the  various 
ends  they  sought  to  attain,  and  then,  in  the 
light  of  those  considerations,  say  whether  or 
not  that  which  they  did  was,  under  all  the 
circumstances  obtaining,  in  its  nature  and 
effect,  unreasonable  in  its  restraint  upon  the 
free,  flow  of  the  commerce  involved.  So 
measured  and  tested,  if  it  be  unreasonaible 
in  its  restraints  upon  trade,  it  lies  within 
Hhe  prohibitions  of  the  Sherman  Law;  if 
not,  that  law  has  no  concern  with  it."  Con- 
tinental Candy  Corp.  t\  California,  etc., 
Sugar  Refining  Co.,  (N.  D.  Cal.  1920)  270 
Fed.  302. 

''Rule  of  reason." — In  this  connection  it 
is  said:  "Aside  from  all  other  considerations 
taking  the  decisions  in  the  Tobacco  Case,  221 
U.  8.  106,  31  Sup.  Ct.  632,  65  L.  ed.  6d3,  the 
Standard  Oil  Case,  221  U.  S.  1,  31  Sup.  Ct. 
502,  55  L.  ed.  619,  34  L.  R.  A.  (N.  S.)  834, 
Ann.  Cas.  191 2D,  734,  the  Trans-Missouri 
Case,  166  U.  S.  290,  17  Sup.  a.  640,  41  L. 
Ed.  1007,  the  Keystone  Watch  Case  (C.  C.) 
218  Fed.  502,  and  even  the  Steel  Trust  Case 
of  last  spring  (decided  March  1,  1920)  251 
U.  S.  417,  40  Sup.  Ct.  293,  66  L.  Ed.  — ,  8  A. 
L.  R.  1121,  as  I  read  them  and  as  I  now 
recollect  them  (recalling  particularly  the 
emphasis  with  which  Mr.  Justice  Harlan  dis- 
sented in  some  of  those  cases,  and  the  grow- 
ing vehemence  with  which  he  indicated  that 
the  Supreme  Court  was  reading  into  that 
law  that  which  Congress  had  definitely  and 
deliberately  refused  to  incorporate  into  it,  to 
wit,  "  the  rule  of  reason  ** )  —  taking  all 
those  cases  into  consideration,  giving  the 
latest  expressions  paramount  weight,  and  en- 
deavoring to  arrive  at  the  proper  path  to  be 
traveled  by  us  in  the  construction  of  the 
Sherman  Anti-Trust  Act,  it  seems  to  me 
that  this  much  clearly  lies  within  the  realm 
of  legal  indispute:  Regardless  of  the  pre- 
cise and  definite  and  seemingly  controlling 
language  of  the  statute,  as  the  same  has  been 
read  here  this  morning,  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States,  which  is  really  the 
final  arbiter  of  our  destinies  in  this  country, 
has  said  that  a  contract  in  restraint  of  trade, 
to  be  within  the  prohibitions  of  the  Sherman 
Act,  must  not  only  be  in  restraint  of  trade, 
but  it  must  be  so  unreasonably — -to  an  un- 
reasonable degree.''  Continental  Candy 
Corp.  f?.  California,  etc.,  Sugar  Refining  Co., 
(N.  D.  Cal.  1920)  270  Fed.  302. 

Dix^t  or  indirect  effect  of  contract,  etc. — 
Covenants  in  a  contract  are  not  in  unrea- 
sonable restraint  of  trade  where  they  at  most 
operate  as  a  partial  and  not  as  a  general 
restraint,  and  are  "merely  ancillary  to  the 
main  purpose  of  a  lawful  contract,  and 
necessary  to  protect  the  covenantee  in  the 
enjoyment  of  the  legitimate  fruits  of  the 
contract,  or  to  protect  him  from  the  dan- 
gers of  an  unjust  use  of  those  fruits  by  the 
other  party,"  or  are  covenants  necessary  to 
protect  the  corporation  in  its  retained  busi- 


ness. Coca-Cola  Bottling  Co.  r.  Coca-Cola 
Co.,    (D.  C.  Del.  1920)    269  Fed.  796. 

The  statute  does  not  apply  "where  the 
trade  or  commerce  affected  is  interstate,  un- 
less the  effect  thereon  is  direct,  not  merely 
indirect."  If  the  necessary  effect  is  but  in- 
cidentally or  indirectly  to  restrict  the  com- 
merce, **  while  its  chief  result  is  to  foster 
the  trade  and  increase  the  business  of  those 
who  make  and  operate  it,  it  is  not  violative 
of  this  law."  National  League,  etc.  t?.  Federal 
Baseball  Club,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  269 
Fed.  681. 

Neither  the  Sherman  nor  Clayton  Acts 
furnishes  a  remedy  against  acts  merely  be- 
cause they  incidentally  and  indirectly  affect 
interstate  commerce;  they  apply  only  to  acts 
which  directly  and  immediately  relate 
thereto.  Gable  v,  Vonnegut  Machinery  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  66. 

Effect  of  war  conditions. — ^A  contract  en- 
tered into  in  regard  to  a  sale  of  sugar  which 
in  accordance  with  suggestions  by  the  gov- 
ernment contained  restriction  against  its  re- 
sale by  the  vendee,  was  held,  in  view  of  war 
conditions  and  circumstances  at  the  time, 
not  to  violate  this  act.  Continental  Candy 
Corp.  v.  California,  etc..  Sugar  Refining  Co., 
(N.  D.  Cal.  1920)    270  Fed.  302. 

V.  Application  of  Act 

1.  Qeneral   Prvnciplea    (p.    667) 

Slannf actnre  of  articles. —  Where  goods  are 
being  manufactured  with  the  intention  of 
shipping  them  in  interstate  oonmierce  when 
they  come  into  existence  in  fulfillment  of 
orders  therefor,  it  has  been  held  that  the 
manufacturers  are  engaged  in  interstate 
commerce  and  that  unlawful  acts  of  others  in 
the  nature  of  a  conspiracy  which  prevent 
auch  goods  from  coming  into  existence  are 
in  restraint  of  interstate  commerce  within 
the  meaning  of  this  Act.  Herket,  etc..  Trunk 
Co.  V,  United  Leatherworkers'  International 
Union,   (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)   268  Fed.  662. 

2.  AppUoation  in  Paartioular  Instances 

a.  Combinations    and    Contracts    to    Affect 
Prices  and  Terms  of  Sale   (p.  660) 

Combinlation  to  fix  resale  prices.— <rhe 
essential  agreement,  combination,  or  con- 
spiracy to  violate  the  Sherman  Anti-Trust 
Act  of  July  2,  1890,  by  maintaining  resale 
prices,  may  be  implied  from  a  course  of 
dealing  or  other  circumstances.  But  it  is 
reversible  error  to  charge  the  jury  in  a  three- 
fold damage  suit  founded  on  an  alleged  con- 
tract, combination,  or  conspiracy  to  maintain 
resale  prices,  contrary  to  this  act,  that,  if 
they  find  that  defendant  manufacturer  in- 
dicated a  sales  plan  to  wholesalers  and  job- 
bers, which  plan  fixed  the  price  below  which 
the  wholesalers  and  jobbers  were  not  to  sell 
to  retailers,  and  find  that  defendant  called 
this  particular  feature  of  this  plan  to  their 
attention  on  many  different  occasions,  and 
find  a  great  majority  of  them  not  only  ex- 
pressing no  dissent  from  such  plan,  but  actu* 
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ally  co-operating  in  carrying  it  out  by  them- 
selves selling  at  the  prices  named,  they  may 
reasonably  find  from  such  fact  that  there 
was  an  agreement  or  combination  forbidden 
by  the  atatute.  Frey  v.  Cudahy  Packing  Co., 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  461,  65  U.  8. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1919)   261  Fed.  65,  171  C.  C.  A.  661. 

An  agreement  by  the  manufacturer  of  a 
talking  machine  and  a  retail  dealer  that  the 
machine  supplied  the  dealer  should  not  be 
retailed  except  at  a  fixed  price  is  an  unlaw- 
ful restraint  of  trade  under  this  Act  and  for 
injury  arising  out  of  their  mutual  conduct 
neither  party  can  obtain  legal  redress  against 
the  other.  Howerer,  if  after  the  breach  of 
such  a  contract  by  the  retailer,  the  manu- 
facturer in  addition  to  cancelling  the  dealer's 
agreement,  induces  distributors  of  its  ma- 
chines to  whom  it  has  sold  them,  to  refuse 
to  fill  the  retailer's  orders  already  given 
or  to  refrain  thereafter  from  selling  him  any 
of  its  products,  it  is  guilty  of  an  unlawful 
restraint  of  trade  for  which  the  retailer  may 
recover  damages  based  on  the  loss  he  sus- 
tains through  a  sale  of  his  stock  in  an  in- 
complete condition  due  to  his  inability  to 
purchase  additions,  but  he  cannot  recover 
for  loss  of  anticipated  profits  based  on  evi- 
dence of  profits  made  when  engaged  with 
the  defendant  in  an  unlawful  business. 
Victor  Talking  Mach.  Co.  t?.  Kemeny,  (C.  0. 
A.  3d  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  810. 

A  contract  of  absolute  sale,  made  by  a 
medical  corporation  of  its  various  manufac- 
tured preparations,  in  which  the  purchaser 
is  to  sell  all  goods  purchased  at  regular 
retail  prices  to  be  fixed  by  the  corporation, 
where  its  entire  product  is  sold  throughout 
the  country  only  by  means  of  like  restrictive 
contracts,  operates  as  a  *'  restraint  of  trade," 
unlawful  as  to  interstate  commerce  under 
Act  Cong.  July  2,  I«90,  c  647,  26  Stat.  209. 
Brooks  V.  J.  R.  Watkins  Medical  Co.,  (Okla. 
1^1)   196  Pac.  956. 

c.  Coal  Companies  and  Producers    (p.  669) 

A  contract  which  an  anthracite  coal  com- 
pany, controlled  by  an  interstate  railway 
carrier  through  stock  ownership  and  com- 
mon officers,  made  with  a  sales  coznpany, 
the  stockholders  in  which  were  practically 
identical  with  those  in  the  railway  company, 
whereby  the  coal  company  is  to  sell  the  coal 
mined  by  it  to  the  sales  company,  the  latter 
to  pay  therefor  at  65  per  cent  of  the  New 
York  prices,  and  to  sell  no  other  coal  than 
that  purchased  from  the  coal  company,  there 
being  further  provisions  that  the  coal  com- 
pany shall  lease  all  its  facilities,  structures, 
and  trestles  to  the  sales  company ;  that  either 
party  shall  have  the  right  to  abrogate  and 
cancel  the  contract  upon  giving  six  months' 
notice,  and  that  the  sales  company  shall  not 
buy  coal  except  from  the  coal  company, — 
violates  both  the  commodities  clause  of  the 
Act  of  June  29,  1906,  (see  vol.  4,  p.  363) 
making  it  unlawful  for  any  railway  company 
to    transport    in    interstate    commerce    any 


article  which  it  may  own  or  in  which  it  may 
have  any  interest,  and  the  Sherman  Anti- 
trust Act  of  July  2,  1890,  prohibiting  con- 
tracts in  restraint  of  trade.  U.  S.  v.  Leliif^h 
Valley  R.  Co.,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  255,  41  S.  Ct. 
104,  66  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  {reversing  [S.  D. 
K.  Y.  19141  2^  Fed.  399)  wherein  it  was 
further  held  that  the  combination  must  be 
so  dissolved  as  to  give  each  of  such  com- 
panies its  entire  independence,  and  all  con- 
tract relations  between  the  coal  company 
and  the  sales  company  which  would  serve 
in  any  manner  to  render  the  sales  company 
not  entirely  free  to  extend  its  business  of 
buying  and  selling  where  and  from  and  to 
whom  it  chooses  with  entire  freedom  and  in- 
dependence must  be  enjoined,  so  that  the 
sales  company  may  in  effect,  as  well  as  in 
form,  become  an  independent  dealer,  free  to 
act  in  competition  with  the  coal  ocmpany  or 
railway  company. 

e.  Railroads   (p.  665) 

Giving  exclusive  privilege  to  transfer 
company. —  The  giving  by  a  railroad  company 
of  an  exclusive  privilege  to  a  transfer  com- 
pany to  transport  passengers  and  baggage 
from  its  station  does  not  violate  this  act. 
Clisbee  v,  Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (Tex.  1921) 
230  8.  W.  235. 

f.  Miscellaneous  Cases    (p.   660) 

Baseball  club. —  To  same  effect  as  original 
annotation,  see  National  League,  etc.,  v.  Fed- 
eral Baseball  Club,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921) 
269  Fed.  681,  wherein  it  was  held  that  base- 
ball contracts  by  reason  of  the  reserve  clause 
contained  therein  did  not  affect  interstate 
conuneroe. 

Bill  posters. —  In  Sullivan  «.  Associated 
Billposters,  etc.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1919)  272  Fed. 
323,  it  appeared  that  in  1891  a  number  of 
billposters  located  in  the  various  cities  of 
the  United  States  combined  to  monopolise 
and  control  the  billposting  business  through- 
out the  United  States  and  Canada,  and 
formed  an  association,  which  thereafter,  in 
1902,  was  incorporated  and  became  the  first 
of  the  defendants  named  in  each  of  the  above 
actions.  All  of  its  officers  and  directors  have 
participated  in  the  combination.  The  meas- 
ures adopted  to  control  interstate  and  foreign 
trade  and  commerce  were:  (a)  Membership 
confined  to  one  billposter  in  each  town; 
(b)  rules  preventing  members  of  the  associa- 
tion from  dealing  with  any  advertiser  who 
furnished  business  to  a  nonmember;  (c) 
agreed  schedules  of  prices  for  billposting; 
(d)  furnishing  members  with  funds  to  buy 
competing  plants;  (e)  since  July,  1911,  pro- 
hibiting members  from  accepting  work  from 
advertisers  direct,  and  permitting  them  only 
to  accept  work  through  solicitors  licensed  by 
the  association,  who  were  to  pay  a  fixed 
license  fee  of  $1,000  and  receive  a  commis- 
sion of  16%  per  cent.;  (f)  threatening  to 
discriminate  against  lithographers  who  fur- 
nished sample  posters  to  independent  bill- 
posters or  to  advertisers  desiring  to  employ 
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independents,  by  refusing  to  deal  with  sudi 
lithographers.    The  court  said: 

"  It  is  strongly  urged  by  the  defendants 
that  they  have  merely  furnished  additional 
facilities  for  advertising  and  have  been 
neither  engaged  in  interstate  commerce  nor 
have  directly  affected  it.  The  direct  result 
and  intended  purpose  of  the  alleged  combina- 
tion, however,  was  to  prevent  posters  from 
being  transported  from  state  to  state,  except 
for  erection  on  billboards  by  the  defendants 
or  their  agents.  Lithographers  who  dealt 
with  any  independent  billposter  could  not 
deal  with  them.  As  a  result,  the  defendants 
in  the  billposting  business  caused  a  con- 
tinuous transmission  of  billposters  from  state 
to  state,  to  be  placed  by  members  of  the 
association  in  their  respective  localities. 
No  advertiser  could  place  his  posters,  except 
through  their  agency.  The  members  of  the 
association  were  freed  from  the  competition 
of  Independent  billposters,  for,  if  the  adver- 
tiser or  the  lithographer,  dealt  with  an  in- 
dependent billposter,  he  could  not  deal  with 
defendants.  Lithographers,  who  allowed 
their  posters  to  be  placed  by  independents, 
would  lose  the  privilege  of  havine  their 
posters  placed  by  the  defendants,  and  could 
only  have  their  posters  handled  by  inde- 
pendent billposters,  who  had  become  few  in 
number  and  consequently  offered  limited 
facilities.  The  advertiser  cannot  have  his 
billposters  delivered  for  placing  in  the  vari- 
ous states,  unless  he  arranges  his  billposting 
through  one  of  the  defendants'  solicitors.  He 
cannot  even  buy  his  posters  from  the  litho- 
grapher, unless  he  deals  with  the  billposters 
in  the  defendant  association,  for  the  litho- 
graphers cannot  allow  their  posters  to  be 
placed  by  independent  posting  concerns,  be- 
cause of  the  risk  of  boycott  by  the  associa- 
tion. The  scheme  is  not  only  so  devised  as 
to  define  the  agencies  which  must  be  em- 
ployed in  placing  posters,  but  is  so  arranged 
as  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  purchasing 
posters  from  the  leading  lithographers  unless 
the  requisites  of  the  association  are  met. 

"  Within  the  doctrine  laid  down  bv  the 
Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of  Hopkins  9. 
United  States,  171  U.  S.  678,  19  Sup.  Ct. 
40,  43  L.  ed.  290i,  this  arrangement  would 
not  constitute  a  restraint  of  interstate  com- 
merce, in  violation  of  the  Sherman  Act,  if 
it  was  limited  to  preventing  members  of  the 
association  who  had  purchased  posters  from 
the  lithographers  from  being  employed  by 
advertisers  to  post  their  bills  who  did  not 
give  all  their  billposting  business  to  such 
members.  But  in  the  complaints  under  con- 
sideration it  is  stated  that  billposters  not 
only  put  up  posters  for  advertisers,  but  at 
times  themselves  purchased  sample  posters 
and  sold  them  to,  as  well  as  placed  them  for, 
advertisers.  An  agreement  among  the  de- 
fendants to  purchase  from  no  lithographer 
who  sold  sample  posters  to  an  independent 
billposter  would  clearly  be  in  restraint  of 
interstate  commerce.  It  would  be  a  direct 
interference  with  the  sale  and  transmission 


of   posters  from  one   state  to   another  and 
would  violate  the  Sherman  Act." 

Foibidding  agents  to  handle  auzillaiy 
device. —  For  an  automobile  manufacturer  to 
forbid  its  agents  to  handle  an  auxiliary  de- 
vice made  by  another  for  use  on  the  auto- 
mobile is  not  a  violation  of  this  act.  Mc- 
Master  v.  Ford  Motor  Co.,  (1920)  114  S.  C. 
100,  103  S.  E.  87. 

Sale  of  part  of  business. —  In  Coca-Cola 
Bottling  Co.  V.  Coca  Cola  Co.,  (D.  C.  Del. 
1920)  269  Fed.  796,  it  was  held  that  a  con- 
tract was  not  violative  of  this  act  or  the 
Clayton  Act  under  which  the  manufacturer 
of  a  syrup  known  as  "  Coca-Cola "  sold  the 
rights  to  Dottle  such  syrup  to  another  cor- 
poration, the  purchaser  agreeing  to  buy  all 
of  the  Coca-Cola  syrup  necessary  to  a  com- 
pliance with  the  agreement  from  the  seller. 
The  court  said :  "  It  is  next  contended  by 
the  defendant  that,  if  the  contract  be  con- 
strued as  it  is  now  construed  by  the  court, 
it  is  void  under  the  law  of  Georgia,  the 
Sherman  Act  and  the  Clayton  Act.  In  this 
connection  it  should  be  observed  that  the 
effect  of  the  contract  was  not  a  merger  or 
consolidation  of  businesses  theretofore  exist- 
ing in  severalty,  but  was  the  complete  sev- 
erance of  the  bottling  business  from  the 
business  of  supplying  soda  fountains  with 
the  syrup,  while  the  result  which  the  de- 
fendant seeks  under  statutes  intended  to 
prevent  monopoly  would  give  to  the  defend- 
ant a  complete  and  exclusive  monopoly  of 
both  the  fountain  business  and  the  bottling 
business.  The  accomplishment  of  this  result 
through  the  instrumentality  of  the  anti- 
monopoly  statutes  would,  indeed,  be  unique.*' 

Sale  of  magazines. —  Where  the  members  of 
a  state  council  of  defense  in  Kew  Mexico 
during  the  War  with  Germany  in  a  publica- 
tion issued  under  its  authority  sought  to 
prevent  the  sale  and  distribution  of  maga- 
zines published  by  a  New  York  corporation 
and  shipped  to  Mexico  for  sale  sucn  action 
was  held  to  be  in  excess  of  their  authority 
and  in  violation  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  it  appearing  that  the  magazines  con- 
tained no  objectionable  matter  and  that  the 
action  of  the  council  was  based  on  alleged 
derelictions  of  a  principal  stockholder  of  the 
corporation  as  an  individual  in  newspapers 
published  by  him.  Council  of  Defense  «. 
InternationsJ  Magazine  Co.,  (C.  C  A.  8th 
Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  390.  The  court  said: 
"  Whatever  may  have  been  the  derelictions 
of  Hearst  as  an  individual  or  in  his  news- 
papers, it  is  absolutely  clear  that  com- 
plainant, which  was  engaged  solely  in  pub- 
lishing and  selling  magazines,  had  published 
no  objectionable  matter  in  its  magazines,  and 
it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Hearst  news- 
papers, nor  any  interest  in  them.  The  de- 
clared and  obvious  purpose  was  to  destroy 
complainant's  business  ip  New  Mexico.  This 
purpose  was  proceeding  toward  success,  when 
halted  by  the  injunction  of  the  court  below. 
The  various  defendants  were  planning  and 
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acting  together  to  effectuate  the  above  pur- 
pose. They  were  doing  so  without  legal  war- 
rant or  protection.  Their  acts  amounted  to 
a  conspiracy  to  boycott  or  blacklist  the 
magazines  published  by  complainant.  All  of 
these  publications  came  into  the  state 
through  interstate  commerce.  The  only  pur- 
pose of  shipping  the  magazines  into  New 
Mexico  was  lor  sale  there;  hence  a  move- 
ment which  sought  to  prevent,  and  was 
succeeding  in  preventing,  newsdealers,  who 
were  here  the  importers,  from  receiving, 
handling,  and  selling  such  magazines,  di- 
rectly interfered  with  that  oonunerce.  We 
think  this  situation  within  the  prohibition 
of  the  Sherman  Act.** 

VI.    Pboobedings  Under  Act. 

1.  In  Generai  (p.  677). 

Jurisdiction  of  state  court. — "  The  state 
courts  have  no  jurisdiction  of  an  original 
action  brought  under  the  act  of  Congress  to 
obtain  the  relief  therein  provided  for.** 
McMaster  t?.  Ford  Motor  Co.,  (1920)  114 
8.  C.  100,  103  S.  K  87. 

VII.  Violation  op  Act  ab  Defense  to  Suit 

ON  Conteacjt. 

1.  In  QeneraX   (p.  682). 

Contract  valid. —  Recovery  of  the  price  on 
a  contract  for  the  sale  of  goods  is  not  pre- 
vented by  the  fact  that  the  seller  is  an 
unlawful  combination  or  trust  under  this 
act.  Dreyfus  v»  Com  Products  Co.,  (Ala. 
1920)  204  Ala.  593,  80  So.  380. 

2.  Pa/rtioulcMr  Aotwm   (p.  684) 

Action  on  lease  of  machinery. —  In  a  suit 
on  leases  of  shoe-machinery  where  the  de- 
fendant sets  up  in  defense  that  the  plaintiff 
is  an  illegal  combination  in  violation  of 
this  Act,  and  that  the  leases  sued  on  are 
direct  and  material  parts  of  the  combination, 
but  sets  out  no  facts  in  connection  therewith, 
such  allegations  are  mere  conclusions  of  the 
pleader  and  not  admitted  by  demurrer. 
•Witherell,  etc.,  Co.  v.  United  Shoe  Machin- 
erv  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  1st  Cir.  1919)  267  Fed. 
960. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  687,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VII,  p.  340.] 

n.  Pabticxtlab  Instances  (p.  694) 
Railroad  in  control  of  coal  company. — ^A 
railway  company  which,  in  combination  with 
a  subsidiary  coal  company  controlled  by  it 
through  stock  ownership  and  common  officers, 
deliberately  enters  upon  a  policy  of  making 
extensive  purchases  of  anthracite  land  tribu- 
tary to  the  railway  company's  lines,  for  the 
purpose  of  controlling  the  mining,  transpor- 
tation, and  sale  of  coal  to  be  obtained  there- 
from, and  of  preventing  and  suppressing 
competition,  especially  in  the  transportation 
and  sale  of  such  coal  in  interstate  commerce, 
and  continues  this  policy  after  the  passage 


of  the  Antitrust  Act  of  Jul^  2,  1890,  with 
increasing  energy  and  tenacity  of  purpose, 
with  the  result  that  a  practical  monopoly  is 
attained  of  the  transportation  and  sale  of 
anthracite  coal  derived  from  such  lands,  vio- 
lates the  provisions  of  sections  1  and  2  of 
such  act,  forbidding  restraints  of  interstate 
trade  or  commerce,  and  monopolization  of 
or  attempts  to  monopolize  a  part  of  such 
trade  or  commerce.  U.  S.  r.  Lehigh  Valley 
R.  Co.,  (1920)  264  U.  S.  255,  41  S.  Ct.  104, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (S.  D.  NT.  Y. 
1914)    225   Fed.   390. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  701,  sec.  4.     [First  ecL, 
vol.  VII,  p.  844.] 

I.  Jurisdiction  in  general. 
II.  Who  may  maintain  action. 
III.  Pleading  and  evidence. 
rV.  Remedies  and  relief. 

I.    JuBisnicnoN  in  Gensbal  (p.  701) 
Suit  to  enjoin  consolidation  of  corporations. 

—  A  suit  by  a  stodcholder  to  enjoin  the  con- 
solidation of  two  corporations  as  being  a 
combination  in  violation  of  this  act  is  not 
maintainable  under  this  section.  General 
Invest.  Co.  v.  Lake  8hore,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)   2«9  Fed.  236. 

II.  Who  Mat  Maintain  Action  (p.  702) 
Who  may  sue  to  enjoin. —  Private  parties 
cannot  maintain  a  suit  for  injunction  under 
this  section.  Gable  v,  Vonnegut  Machinery 
Co.,   (C.  C.  A.  0th  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  66. 

III.  Pleading  and  Evidence  (p.  704) 
Evidence. — A  conspiracy  to  interfere  with 

interstate  commerce  need  not  be  proved  by 
direct  evidence.  It  may  be  shown  by  cir- 
cumstantial evidence.  Herket,  etc.,  Trunk 
Co.  V,  United  Leatherworkers'  International 
Union,   (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  268  Fed.  662. 

IV.  Remedies  and  Rxlibp  (p.  704) 
Remedies  provided  by  Act  as  ezclutive.— 

The  remedies  provided  by  the  Sherman  Anti- 
trust Act,  for  enforcing  the  rights  created 
by  it,  are  exclusive.  Geddes  v.  Anaconda 
Copper  Min.  Co.,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  690,  41 
S.  Ct.  209,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  {reverBvng, 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1917)  246  Fed.  225,  167 
C.  C.  A.  417,  which  held  however  tiiat  tbe 
lower  federal  courts  properly  assumed  juris- 
diction of  the  case  presented  by  a  bill  filed 
by  minority  stockholders  ^o  sec  aside  a  eale 
of  corporate  property  on  the  ground  that 
the  purchase  was  made  in  pursuance  of  a 
purpose  to  violate  the  Sherman  Anti-trust 
Act,  where  such  suit  was  begun  before  it  bad 
become  the  settled  law  that  the  remedies  pro* 
vided  by  that  act  for  enforcing  the  rights 
created  by  it  are  exclusive. 

Modification  of  decree.— The  jurisdiction 
of  the  court  is  not  limited  to  the  making  of 
decrees    initially    to    prevent    and    restrain 
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violations  of  the  Anti-Trust  Act,  but  extends 
upon  proper  occasion  to  the  modification  of 
decrees  looking  to  the  continued  prevention 
and  restraint  of  violations.  This  may  the 
more  readily  be  done  where,  the  modification 
proposed  does  not  call  for  revision  of  the 
decree  on  the  merits,  or  against  any  person 
concluded  thereby.  U.  S.  v.  Du  Pont  De 
Nemours,    (D.   C.   Del.   1921)    273  Fed.   869. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  713,  sec.  7.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VII,  p.  345.] 

II.  Right  to  sue. 

III.  Pleading,  practice  and   procedure. 

IV.  Evidence. 
V.  Damages. 

II.  Right  to  Suk  (p.  717) 
Who  may  sue. —  It  is  not  necessary  that  a 
person  suing  for  damages  under  this  section 
be  himself  engaged  in  interstate  conunerce. 
Sullivan  v.  Associated  Billposters,  etc.,  (S. 
D.  N.  Y.  1919)  272  Fed.  323;  Charles  A. 
Ramsay  Co.  v.  Associated  Bill  Posters, 
etc.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  140. 
Under  this  statute  those  who  may  sue 
for  threefold  damages  by  virtue  of  its  terms 
are  limited  to  those  "  who  shall  be  injured 
in  his  business  or  property,"  Accordingly, 
in  order  to  maintain  an  action  it  is  not 
sufficient  to  show  that  the  defendants  might 
have  been  subjected  to  criminal  prosecution 
by  the  government,  or  to  corrective  or  coer- 
cive proceedings  at  the  instance  of  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission,  but  it  must 
be  shown  that  the  complainant  sustained 
pecuniary  damages.  Keogh  v.  Chicago,  etc., 
R.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921)  271  Fed. 
444. 

III.    Pleading,    Practice    and    Pbocedube 

(p.  719) 
Limitation  of  action. —  The  state  statute 
of  limitations  applies  to  a  suit  brought  to 
recover  damages  for  injuries  which  are  al- 
leged to  have  resulted  from  acts  done  in 
violation  of  this  act.  Jones  v.  West  Pub. 
Co.,   (CCA.  5th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  663. 

IV.  Evidence  (p.  724) 

In  generaL— The  plaintiflf  in  an  action 
under  this  act  must  show  a  direct  relation 
between  the  restraint  and  the  injury.  Sulli- 
van V.  Associated  Billposters,  etc.,  (S.  D.  N. 
\.  1919)  272  Fed.  323. 

V.  Damages   (p.  795) 

Measure  of  damages. —  Only  actul,!  dam- 
ages, proved  by  facts  not  based  on  conjec- 
ture or  estimation  recoverable.  Keogh  c. 
Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C.  C  A.  7th  Cir.  1921^ 
271  Fed.  444. 

Lawful  rates  under  illegal  combination.— 
Where  rates  have  been  declared  to  be  reason- 
able by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Conunission 
a  complainant  cannot  recover  under  this  sec- 


tion, although  it  appears  that  the  rates  are 
higher  becauee  of  an  unlawful  combination 
of  railroads  in  restraint  of  interstate  com- 
merce than  they  would  have  been  in  the 
absence  of  such  combination.  Keogh  f?.  Chi- 
cago, etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C  C  A.  7th  Cir.  1921) 
271  Fed.  444. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  730,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  267.] 

Application. —  Neither  the  Sherman  nor 
Clayton  Acts  furnishes  a  remedy  against  acts 
merely  because  they  incidentally  and  indi- 
rectly affect  interstate  commerce.  They  ap- 
ply only  to  acts  which  directly  and  inune- 
diately  relate  thereto.  Gable  t*.  Vonnegut 
Machinery  Co.,  (CCA.  6th  Cir.  1921)  274 
Fed.  66. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  733,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  269.] 

Constitutionality. —  To  same  effect  as  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  U.  S.  r.  United  Shoe  Ma- 
chinery Co.,   (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  264  Fed.  138. 

Section  as  retroactive. —  In  U.  S.  t?.  United 
Shoe  Machinery  Co.,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  264 
Fed.  138,  it  was  held  that  this  section  was 
not  retroactive.  The  court  in  this  case  re- 
ferred to  Elliott  Mach.  Co.  v.  Center,  (W.  D. 
Mich.  1916)  227  Fed.  124  (noted  in  9  Fed. 
Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  733)  and  declared  that 
the  statement  therein  on  this  point  was  obiter. 

Purpose. —  The  object  of  the  section  was  to 
make  unlawful  acts  which  were  not  unlawful 
under  the  Sherman  Act  or  other  antitrust 
acts.  U.  S.  r.  United  Shoe  Machinery  Co., 
(E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  264  Fed.  133,  wherein  the 
court  said :  "  There  is  nothing  in  the  Sher- 
man Act,  or  any  other  act  of  Congress,  mak- 
ing the  acts  eniunerated  in  section  3  of  the 
Clayton  Act  unlawful,  'where  the  effect'  of 
them  'may  be  to  substantially  lessen  com- 
petition or  tend  to  create  a  monopoly  in  any 
line  of  commerce.*  '* 

Application. —  This  section  does  not  apply 
to  a  contract  of  sale  made  and  performed 
in  the  same  atate.  Quincy  Oil  Co.  r.  Syl- 
vester, (Mass.  1921)  130  N.  E.  217,  14  A.  L. 
R.  111. 

Parties. —  Railroad  companies  were  held  to 
be  necessary  parties  to  a  proceeding  to  annul 
a  contract  between  them  and  a  can  company 
containing  an  exclusive  clause,  in  Fmit 
G-rowers'  Express  v.  Federal  Trade  Commis- 
sion,  (C  C  A.  7th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed.  205. 

The  words  •*  lease,"  "  sale,"  "  contract  for 
sale,"  **  lessee "  and  '*  purchaser,"  being  the 
words  used,  and  no  other  relation  than  lea-se 
and  sale  being  mentioned,  there  is  no  ex- 
pressed purpose  in  the  clause  quoted  to  make 
it  cover  any  other  subject  than  leases,  sales, 
or  contracts  for  sales,  and  to  embrace  no 
other  persons  than  lessees  and  purchasers. 
The  words  are  so  clear  they  require  no  con- 
struction, and  to  needlesslv  construe,  in 
order  to  broaden  the  scope  of  the  statute, 
whether  done  by  the  Trade  Commission  in 
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administering,  or  by  this  court  in  supervis- 
ing the  administration  of,  the  statute,  would 
be  for  either  or  both  such  agencies  to  write 
into  the  statute  what  Congress  has  not  ex- 
pressly written.  Curtis  Pub.  Co.  v.  Federal 
Trade  CommisBion,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921) 
270  Fed.  881. 

Combination  made  in  covree  of  interstate 
commerce. —  The  lease  or  combination  made 
unlawful  by  this  act  is  one  made  in  the 
oourse  of  interstate  commerce.  Witherell, 
etc.,  Co.  V.  United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  Ist  Cir.  1919)  267  Fed.  950. 

Legality  of  shoe  machinery  leases. —  Re- 
garding such  leases,  the  court  said:  "The 
question  to  be  decided  is:  Do  the  clauses 
complained  of,  or  any  of  them,  put  it  in  their 
power,  or  have  the  effect,  or  tend,  if  enforced, 
as  the  defendants  would  have  the  right  to 
do,  if  they  are  not  unlawful  under  the  Clay- 
ton Act  —  and  that  is  their  intention  —  *to 
substantially  lessen  competition '  or  '  estab- 
lish a  monopoly  in  trade  *  T 

"  In  the  opinion  of  the  court  there  can  be 
no  doubt  that  the  enforcement  of  some  of  the 
provisions  hereinafter  mentioned  will  have 
that  effect.  If  shoe  manufacturers  are  not 
permitted  to  use  machines  manufactured  by 
competitors  without  being  penalized,  such 
prohibition  tends  to  lessen  competition,  and 
eventually  will  result  in  giving  the  defend- 
ants a  monopoly  in  that  part  of  trade  or 
commerce.  Who  will  invest  the  millions 
necessary  to  establish  such  manufacturing 
plants,  and  the  evidence  convinces  that  it 
will  require  these  large  sums  to  eartablish 
them,  when  the  product  cannot  be  sold,  or 
at  best  can  find  but  a  very  limited  market. 
It  is  true,  there  are  some  competitors;  but 
they  are  few,  and  they  manufacture  only 
some  of  the  machines  required.  Some  have 
been  obliged  to  go  out  of  business  for  lack 
of  trade,  caused  by  these  tying  clauses,  and 
eventually  all  will  have  to  discontinue,  }f 
shoe  manufacturers  are  prevented  from  pur- 
chasing, leasing,  or  using  their  machines,  by 
reason  of  a  strict  enforcement  of  the  tying 
clauses  and  the  rebates  and  discounts,  or 
those  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  court,  are 
in  violation  of  the  Clayton  Act"  U.  S.  v. 
United  Shoe  Machinery  C6.,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920) 
264  Fed.  138. 

In  an  action  on  leases  of  shoe  machinery 
an  answer  which  alleges  that  the  leases  were 
transactions  in  the  course  of  interstate  com- 
merce but  sets  out  no  facts  showing  wherein 
they  are  of  such  a  character  is  a  conclusion 
of  the  pleader  and  being  such  the  allegation 
je  not  admitted  by  demurrer.  Witherell,  etc., 
Co.  V.  United  Shoe  Machinery  Co.,  (C.  C.  A. 
Ist  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  950. 

Leasing  tanks  ezclusiTely  to  distribute 
producta  of  leator. —  The  practice  of  leasing, 
at  a  nominal  rental,  tanks  and  automatic 
measuring  pumps,  for  the  storing  and  dis- 
tributing of  gasoline,  upon  condition  that 
the  tanks  and  pumps  so  leased  be  used  by  the 


lessee,  the  retailer,  exclusively  for  the  pur- 
pose of  storing  and  marketing  gasoline  pur- 
chased from  the  lessor,  is  not  a  violation  of 
this  section.  Campbell  Oil  Co.  v.  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  571;  Standard  Oil  Co.  v.  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  478. 

License  to  mannfactitre  patented  article. — 
A  license  giving  the  licensee  a  right  to  manu- 
facture a  patented  article,  the  patent  on 
which  is  owned  by  the  licensor,  by  which  the 
licensee  agrees  to  purchase  all  materials  to 
be  used  in  making  the  article  from  the  li- 
censor or  persons  designated  by  him  is  not 
violative  of  this  act.  Westinghouse  Electric, 
etc.,  Co.  V.  Diamond  State  Fibre  Co.,  (D.  C 
DeL  1920)    268   Fed.   121.     The  court  said: 

''A  patent  gives  to  the  patentee  the  right, 
not  only  to  prevent  others  from  making  the 
patented  article,  but  also  to  prevent  others 
from  making  any  ingredient  or  part  of  such 
patented  article  with  intent  that  such  ingre- 
dient or  part  shall  be  used  in  the  patented 
article,  for  as  a  patentee  may  maintain  a 
suit  for  infringement  against  a  person  mak- 
ing such  patented  article,  so  he  may  also 
maintain  a  suit  for  contributory  infringe- 
the  ingredients  or  parts  for  use  in  the  paten- 
ment  against  a  person  nuiking  and  selling 
ted  article.  The  right  to  make  the  parts 
and  material  entering  into  the  patented 
article,  and  to  exclude  others  from  making 
them,  if  such  parts  and  material  are  un- 
patented as  in  this  case,  would  seem  to  be 
an  inevitable  adjunct  of  the  patent  and  a  part 
of  the  patent  monopoly.  There  is  no  evi- 
dence in  this  case  that  the  patentee  or  his 
assignee,  the  plaintiff,  ever  surrendered  tlus 
monopoly  to  the  public.  I  do  not  see,  there- 
fore, that  the  effect  of  granting  a  license  to 
manufacture  the  Conrad  gears,  but  reserving 
to  the  licensor  the  right  to  continue  to  make 
the  gear  mt\terial,  was  to  surrender  to  the 
public  the  licensor's  monopoly  to  make  the 
material  entering  into  such  gears,  or  to 
create  a  *  line  of  commerce '  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Clayton  Act. 

'^  Nor  do  I  see  how  the  effect  of  reserving 
such  right  to  the  licensor  may  be  to  lessen 
competition  that  never  existed  or  tend  to 
create  a  monopoly  that  was  complete  in  the 
licensor  before  the  contract  was  made." 

Contract  between  magazine  publishers  and 
agents. — ^In  Curtis  Pub.  Co.  t?.  Federal  Trade 
Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  dd  Cir.  1921)  270 
Fed.  881,  a  contract  between  a  magazine 
publisher  and  its  agents  was  held  not  to 
constitute  a  *'  lease  or  make  a  sale  or  con- 
tract for  the  sale  of  goods."  The  following 
extract  from  the  opinion  of  the  court  shows 
the  nature  and  the  substance  of  the  con- 
tract : 

"  We  note,  first  that  the  agreement,  which 
is  entitled  a  '  District  Agency  Agreement/ 
is  in  form  and  verbiage  an  appointment  by 
a  publisher  of  an  agent,  and  an  agent  for 
limited  territory  and  for  a  mutually  optional 
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time,  for  the  purpose  of  (a)  selling  and  (b) 
distributing  its  magazines.  Now,  there  are 
no  words  in  the  contract  which  purport  or 
contemplate  the  sale  of  such  magazines,  and 
there  is  express  provision,  if  (a)  a  sale, 
or  (b)  a  distribution,  to  third  parties,  is  not 
effected,  the  magazines  consigned  are  to  be 
returned  to  the  publisher.  Indeed,  the  na- 
ture of  the  transaction,  the  necessary  hasrte 
to  get  the  magazines  into  the  hands  of  the 
boys  at  once,  shows  of  itself  that  there  was 
no  reason  for  transferring  title  by  sale.  It 
was  not  the  handling  of  commodities  of 
which  sales  would  naturally  be  made.  It 
was  a  contract  for  distributing  and  speeding 
up  deliveries  of  axt  article  whose  whole  value 
depended  on  the  haste  with  which  it  passed 
from  the  agent's  possession.  Confirming 
these  statements,  we  note  that  in  clause  1, 
*  appoint  the  said  second  party  as  district 
agent  for  the  Saturday  £>vening  Post,'  etc., 
are  words  aptly  used  in  constituting  an 
agency,  viz.  'appoint^'  and  of  restricted  ter- 
ritory, 'district  agent.' 

''We  note  that  clause  3  provides  for  the 
return  and  credit,  at  consignment  prices,  of 
unsold  copies,  and  that  clause  5  provides  for 
the  payment  of  interest  at  5  per  cent,  on  the 
money  deposit,  made  by  the  agent,  as  security 
for  the  magazines  consign^.  As  to  tin 
agent  making  sales  of  the  magazine,  clause 
S  obligates  him  to  sell  a  certain  number 
of  copies  of  the  magazine,  and  clause  9  binds 
him  to  deliver  the  magazine  to  dealers  and 
boys  '  early  on  the  morning  of  the  sale  date ' 
and  at  certain  specified  prices.  We  also 
note  that,  by  clause  10,  the  agent  binds 
himself  not  to  display,  distribute,  or  sell 
any  of  the  magazines  before  an  authorized 
sale  date,  and  by  clause  11  not  to  sell  any 
copies  in  territory  controlled  by  another 
agent.  All  of  these  and  other  details  that 
might  be  cited  evidence  that  the  relation 
created  by  this  contract,  and  by  its  expressed 
terms  meant  to  be  created,  was  one  of 
agency,  and  that  there  is  an  entire  absence 
in  the  contract  of  any  terms  or  words  usual 
or  requisite  to  effecting  or  evidencing  a  sale, 
as  well  as  of  circumstances  inviting  or  neces- 
sitating a  sale. 

"  We  have  not  overlooked  the  fact  that  the 
contract  provides  for  the  maintenance  by  the 
agent  in  the  hands  of  the  publisher  of  an 
advance  sum  of  money  sufficient  to  indemnify 
the  publisher  for  all  magazines  forwarded. 
But  in  our  judgment  this  deposit  cannot, 
in  view  of  the  right  of  return,  be  regarded 
as  a  payment,  but  rather  as  an  indenmity 
to  secure  payment,  for  all  copies  the  agent 
does  not  return.  .  .  .  Such  being  the  case, 
we  hold  the  Commission  erred  in  the  legal 
construction  of  this  contract,  and  therefore 
had  no  proof  before  it  to  find,  as  it  did  in 
its  third  finding,  that  'the  respondent  has 
made  sales  of  its  magazines  to,  or  entered 
into  contract  for  the  sale  of  the  same,  with 
certain  persons,'  etc.,  and  therefore  its  legal 
conclusion  from  such  findings,  viz.  '  that  the 


act  and  conduct  set  forth  in  paragraph  3  of 
said  findings  are,  under  the  circumetances 
therein  set  forth,  in  violation  of  the  pro- 
visions of  section  3 '  of  the  Clayton  Act,  was 
in  error,  as  was  also  the  part  of  ite  decree 
which  enforced  such  conclusion." 

Vol.  IX,  p.  737,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  271.] 

Scope  of  section. —  This  provision  is  only 
a  rule  of  evidence.  Conclusions  of  law  em- 
bodied in  the  decree  could  only  have  the 
force  of  precedents,  nor  can  the  decree  as 
adjudging  facts  be  taken  to  override  allega- 
tions of  fact  as  to  the  nature  of  defendants' 
combination  appearing  elsewhere  in  the  com- 
plaint. Sullivan  v.  Associated  Billposters, 
etc.,  (8.  D.  N.  Y.  1»1»)  272  Fed.  323. 

Failure  to  state  object  of  suit. —  Where 
the  object  of  the  suit  in  which  the  decree, 
sought  to  be  set  up  as  prima  facie  evidence 
under  this  section,  was  entered,  is  not  stated, 
the  court  cannot  say  what  matters  were  con- 
sidered, and  hence  will  reach  it»  own  con- 
clusions as  to  the  alleged  violation  of  the 
statute  from  the  facts  More  it.  Charles  A 
Ramsay  Co.  v.  Associated  Billposters,  etc, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1021)   271  Fed.  140. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  737,  sec.  6.     [First  ed., 
1916  Supp.,  p.  272.] 

Purpose  and  scope  of  section. —  "The  sec- 
tion assumes  the  normal  objects  of  a  labor 
organization  to  be  legitimate,  and  declares 
that  nothing  in  the  Anti-trust  Laws  shall 
be  construed  to  forbid  the  existence  and  op- 
eration of  such  organizations,  or  to  forbid 
their  members  from  lawfuUy  carrying  out 
their  legitimate  objects;  and  that  sudi  an 
organization  shall  not  be  held  in  itself  — 
merely  because  of  its  existence  and  operation 
-T~to  be  an  illegal  combination  or  conspiracy 
in  restraint  of  trade.  But  there  is  nothing 
in  the  section  to  exempt  such  an  organiza- 
tion or  its  members  from  accoun&bility 
where  it  or  they  depart  from  its  normal 
and  legitimate  objects,  and  engage  in  an  act- 
ual combination  or  conspiracy  in  restraint  of 
trade.  And  by  no  fair  or  permissible  con- 
struction can  it  be  taken  as  authorizing  any 
activity  otherwise  unlawful,  or  enabling  a 
normally  lawful  organization  to  become  a 
cloak  for  an  illegal  combination  or  con- 
spiracy in  restraint  of  trade,  as  defined  by 
the  Anti-trust  Laws."  Duplex  Printing 
Press  Co.  t7.  Deering,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  443, 
41  S.  Ct.  172,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  revert- 
ing (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1918)  252  Fed.  722, 
164  C.  C.  A.  662. 

Extent  of  right  to  strike.— The  right  to 
refuse  to  serve  may  lawfully  be  asserted 
singly  or  in  concert  with  others.  A  strike 
is  a  concerted  refusal  to  serve  in  an  industry, 
either  to  assert  a  supposed  right  or  to  ob- 
tain an  economic  advantage.    For  either  pur- 
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]>o8e,  if  conducted  without  violence  or  in- 
timidation, it  is  lawful,  though  if  done,  not 
in  self-interest,  but  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
injuring  the  employer,  it  may  be  a  malicious 
tort.  If  directed  against  interstate  com- 
merce, it  may  be  an  unlawful  conspiracy 
except  ae  provided  in  Clayton  Act  Oct.  15, 
1914,  c.  323,  38  Stat.  730.  Birmingham 
Trust,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Atlanta,  etc.,  R.  Co.,  (N. 
D.  Ga.  1921)   271  Fed.  743. 

Combination  in  xettraint  of  intentat« 
commerce. —  The  provisions  of  this  section 
contemplate  only  such  organizations  as  law- 
fully carry  out  their  legitimate  objects,  con- 
sequently labor  unions  enforcing  an  agree- 
ment not  to  handle  any  nonunion  merchan- 
dise transported  or  operated  on  in  any  way 
by  any  firm,  individual  or  corporation  that 
refused  to  recognize  the  unions,  and  under 
which  the  members  of  various  unions  re- 
fused to  handle  an  interstate  shipment  be- 
cause it  was  brought  to  a  dock  by  an  express 
company  employing  both  union  and  non- 
union men,  were  held  to  constitute  an  unlaw- 
ful combination  in  restraint  of  interstate 
commerce,  and  therefore  subject  to  restraint 
by  injunction.  Buyer  v.  Guillan,  (C.  C.  A. 
2d  Cir.  1921)    271  Fed.  66. 

Injunction  against  ttriken. — ^An  order 
granting  a  permanent  injunction  against  in- 
terference by  strikers  and  others  with  the 
conduct  and  operation  of  the  complainant's 
business  and  forbidding  picketing,  has  been 
held  not  to  violate  this  section.  Quinlivan 
V.  Dail-Overland  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921)  274  Fed.  66. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  741,  sec.  U.     [First  e<L, 
1916  Supp.,  p.  275.] 

The  words  "  where  applicable  to  common 
caxriexiy"  in  this  section  mean  that  the  facts 
involve  common  carriers,  or  the  business  of 
conunon  carriers,  then  the  jurisdiction  is 
solely  in  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion. Fruit  Growers'  Express  v»  Federal 
Trade  Commission,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921) 
274  Fed.  206. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  745,  sec.  16.     [First  ed., 

1916  Supp.,  p.  278.] 

Injunctive  relief  from  secondary  boycott. 
—  See  supra,  p.  633. 

Relief  granted  by  aection  as  effective  from 
time  of  passage  of  Act. —  In  so  far  as  the 
Clayton  Act  provided  for  relief  by  injunc- 
tion to  private  suitors,  imposed  conditions 
upon  granting  such  relief  under  particular 
eircumstances,  and  otherwise  modified  the 
Sherman  Anti-trust  Act  (see  Vol.  9,  p.  644), 
it  was  effective  from  the  time  of  its  passage 
and  applicable  to  pending  suits  for  injunc- 
tion not  brought  to  a  hearing  until  after  the 
passage  of  the  Clayton  Act.  Duplex  Print- 
ing Press  Co.  v.  Deering,   (1921)   264  U.  S. 


443,  41  S.  Ct.  172,  66  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
rever$ing  (0.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1918)  262  Fed. 
722,  164  C.  C.  A.  562. 

Extent  of  relief.— This  section  supple- 
ments the  Sherman  Act  by  giving  a  private 
party  a  right  to  maintain  a  suit  for  injunc- 
tion. Gable  v.  Vonnegut  Machinery  Co., 
(CCA.  6th  Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  66. 

Jurisdiction  confined  to  federal  courta. — 
The  grant  of  jurisdiction  by  this  section  is 
to  the  courts  of  the  United  States  and  is 
not  given  to  the  state  or  even  territorial 
courts.  General  Invest.  Co.  v.  Lake  Shore, 
etc.,  R.  Co.,  (C  C  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269 
Fed.  236.  The  court  said:  ''The  grant  of 
jurisdiction  is  to  the  '  courts  of  the  United 
States.'  Thia  language  has  been  expressly 
held  not  to  reach  even  territorial  courts, 
although  they  were  created  by  the  laws  of 
the  United  States.  McAllister  v,  U.  S., 
141  U.  S.  174,  179,  11  Sup.  Ct.  949,  36  L.  ed. 
693.  Much  less  can  it  reach  those  courts 
which  are  wholly  of  another  jurisdiction.  It 
is  true  there  are  cases  where  this  term  has 
been  thought  to  reach  some  of  the  courts  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  (see  Page  v.  Bum- 
stine,  102  U.  S.  664,  26  L.  ed.  266;  United 
States  V,  Mills,  11  App.  D.  C  600,  604); 
but  that  was  because  the  language  and  pur- 
pose of  the  act  in  question  were  especially 
appropriate  to  be  so  extended.  In  the  pre- 
sent case  the  statute  was  dealing  solely 
with  a  subject-matter  of  exclusively  federal 
jurisdiction,  interstate  commerce,  and  while 
Congress  might  have  intrusted  some  of  its 
exercise  to  the  state  courts,  there  is  no  rea- 
son to  presume  such  an  intention ;  the  natural 
presumption  is  rather  to  the  contrary.  Not 
only  had  the  ordinary  meaning  of  the  phrase 
'courts  of  the  United  States'  become  fixed 
by  familiar  judicial  construction  long  before 
the  Clayton  Act  was  passed,  but  it  had  been 
customarily  used  by  Congress  with  the  same 
definite  meaning;  for  example,  section  256 
of  the  Judicial  Code  refers  to  the  'courts  of 
the  United  States'  and  the  'courts  of  the 
several  states '  as  different  classes,  exclusive 
of  each  other.  Further,  this  section  pertains 
only  to  the  remedy,  and  there  would  be  a 
strong  presumption  that  a  federal  remedial 
statute  did  not  relate  to  the  remedies  of 
another  jurisdiction.  From  these  considera- 
tions we  are  satisfied  that  a  suit  brought  in 
a  state  court  can  get  no  help  from  section 
16." 

Sufficiency  of  evidence. —  Evidence  from 
which  it  is  impossible  to  infer  monopolistic 
control  of  the  price  of  copper  by  the  pur- 
chasers of  all  the  property  of  a  mining  com- 
pany, and  from  which  it  cannot  be  determined 
to  what,  if  any,  substantial  extent  they  re- 
strained or  monopolized  the  production  of 
copper,  is  insufficient  to  justify  injunctive 
relief  to  minority  stockholders  of  the  mining 
company  against  the  sale,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  section,  that  any  person  shall 
be  entitled  to  sue  and  have  injunctive  relief 
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in  any  court  of  the  United  States  having  jur- 
isdiction over  the  parties  against  threatened 
loss  or  damage  by  a  violation  of  the  Anti- 
trust Laws,  under  the  conditions  and  prin- 
ciples regulating  the  granting  of  such  relief 


by  courts  of  equity.  Geddes  v.  Anaconda 
Copper  Min.  Co.,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  590,  41 
S.  Ct.  209,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1917)  245  Fed.  225,  157 
C.  C.  A.  417. 
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Vol.  IX,  p.  747,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  676.] 

Purpose  and  effect  of  act. —  In  addition  to 
the  benefit  accorded  the  owner  of  a  trade- 
mark it  is  the  purpose  of  the  trademark  law 
to  confer  a  benefit  on  the  ultimate  consumer. 
Wallace  v.  Repetti,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
266  Fed.  307. 

The  function  of  a  trademark  is  to  iden- 
tify the  origin  and  ownership  of  the  goods 
to  which  it  is  attached.  Imperial  Cotto 
Sales  Co.  v.  N.  K.  Fairbanks  Co.,  (App.  Cas. 
D.   C.   1921)    270  Fed.  686. 

Character  of  property  in. —  ''It  is  true 
that  a  trade-mark  is  not  the  subject  of  prop- 
erty, except  in  connection  with  an  existing 
business.  It  is  a  right  appurtenant  to  a 
business  in  which  it  is  used,  and  grows  out 
of  its  use,  but  not  its  adoption.  It  is  not 
a  right  in  gross,  for  its  purpose  is  to  designate 
the  goods  made  by  a  particular  person,  and 
to  protect  the  good  will  of  that  person's 
business  against  the  sale  of  the  same  variety 
of  goods  made  by  others."  Vermont  Maple 
Syrup  Co.  v,  F.  N.  Johnson  Maple  Syrup  Co., 
(D.   C.  Vt.   1921)    272  Fed.  478. 

A  trademark  is  not  property  which  can  be 
owned  in  gross.  It  can  not  be  sold  or  mort- 
gaged apart  from  the  business  with  which 
it  is  connected.  In  re  Leslie- Judge  Co.,  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.   1921)    272  Fed.  886. 

The  right  to  a  trademark,  in  the  absence 
of  registration  in  the  patent  office,  arises  at 
common  law  from  priority  of  appropriation. 
Edgar-Morgan  Co.  i;.  Alfocorn  Milling  Co., 
(E.  D.  Mo.  1921)  270  Fed.  344. 

"  While  there  is  a  property  right  in  a 
trade-mark  (Trade-Mark  Cases,  100  U.  S. 
82,  92,  93,  26  L.  ed.  650),  the  right  is 
grounded  not  in  the  mark  itself,  but  in  the 
right  to  be  protected  in  the  reputation  and 
good  will  of  the  business  designated  and 
known  by  the  use  of  the  trade-mark.  This 
property  right  in  the  trade-mark  ceases  with 
the  discontinuance  of  its  use."  Imperial 
Cotto  Sales  Co.  v,  N".  K.  Fairbanks  Co.,  (App. 
Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  270  Fed.  686. 

A  person  has  property  or  a  property  right 
in  a  trademark  used  by  him.  It  is  said, 
however,  that  "  trade-mark  is  not  a  right  in 
gross  or  at  large.  As  an  abstract  right, 
wholly  disassociated  from  the  business  or 
merchandise  with  which  it  has  become  estab- 
lished, it  is  not  property,  and  may  not  be 
assigned.  United  Drug  Co.  v.  Recta nus  Co., 
248  U.  S.  90,  39  Sup.  Ct.  48,  63  L.  Ed.  141. 


For  no  one  may  sell  his  goods  as  the  goods 
of  another.  Such  an  act  would  be  a  fraud 
upon  the  public.  But  where  the  trade-mark 
of  a  retailer  is  assigned  by  him  to  the  manu- 
facturer of  the  commodity  to  which  the 
trade-mark  was  affixed,  there  is  no  false  re- 
presentation to  the  public,  and  such  assign- 
ment is  valid.  Witthaus  v.  Braum  et  al.,  44 
Md.  303,  22  Am.  Rep.  44.  The  last  prop- 
osition arises,  apparently,  from  the  fact 
that  a  trade-mark  does  not  as  a  matter  of 
necessity  and  law  import  that  the  articles 
upon  which  if  is  used  are  manufactured  by 
the  user.  It  is  sufficient  that  they  are  manu- 
factured for  him,  that  he  controls  their  pro- 
duction, or  that  in  the  course  of  trade  they 
pass  through  his  hands.  Nelson  v.  Winchell 
&  Co.,  203  Mass.  75,  89  N.  E.  180,  23  L.  R 
A.  (N.  S.)  1150;  McLean  v.  Fleming,  96  U. 
S.  245,  263,  24  L.  Ed.  828.  If  a  retainer  may 
assign  his  trade-mark  to  the  manufacturer 
of  the  article  sold  by  the  retailer,  it  would 
seem  that  the  converse  is  necessarily  true, 
and  that  the  manufacturer  may  assign  his 
trade-mark  to  another,  who  sells  the  goods 
of  the  manufacturer."  Coco-Cola  Bottling 
Co.  V.  Coca-Cola  Co.,  (D.  C.  Del.  1920)  269 
Fed.   796. 

"  It  must  be  remembered  that  '  the  right 
of  property  in  trade-marks  haa  come  to 
be  recognized  as  of  immense  and  incalcul- 
able value,'  and  that  the  'proprietor  of  a 
trade-mark  by  virtue  of  the  manufacture  or 
offering  for  sale  of  his  goods  is  entitled  to 
the  protection  which  the  highest  powers  of 
the  court  can  afford.' "  Bour jois  v.  Katzal 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  274  Fed.  856. 

The  right  to  use  a  trademark  does  not 
depend  on  any  particular  period  of  usage 
but  having  been  adopted  in  good  faith  the 
right  thereto  inures  and  will  prevail  against 
any  subsequent  user.  Wallace  v.  Repetti, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed  307. 

Territorial  extent  of  trademailc  righta.— 
"A  trade-mark  cannot  travel  to  niarketa 
where  there  is  no  article  to  wear  the  badge 
and  no  trader  to  supply  the  article.  Hano- 
ver Star  Milling  Co.  v,  Metcalf,  supra,  240 
U.  S.  416,  36  Sup.  Ct.  361,  60  L.  Ed.  713,  but 
this  rule  does  not  mean  that  the  person  who 
first  uses  the  trade-mark  of  another  as  his 
licensee  in  new  territory  thereby  becomes 
the  absolute  owner  of  it  in  that  territory, 
for  a  person  may  introduce  his  trade-maiic 
and  create  a  demand  for  his  variety  of  goods 
in  new  territory  by  licensees.  His  mark 
thus   travels  to  markets  where  there  is  an 
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article  to  wear  the  badge  and  a  trader  to 
supply  the  article."  Vermont  Maple  Syrup 
Co.  17.  Johnson  Maple  Syrup  Co.,  (D.  C.  Vt. 
1921)    272  Fed.   478. 

Effect  of  judgment  as  right  of  registration. 
— A  judgment  as  to  a  right  of  registration 
is  not  res  judicata  where  comparing  the 
marks  it  appears  that  the  mark  in  the  second 
opposition  is  so  different  from  the  mark  of 
the  first  opposition  that  judgment  against 
applicant  in  the  first  could  not,  under  any 
circumstances,  work  estoppel  in  the  second. 
Sheffield-King  Milling  Co.  v.  Theopold-Reid 
Co.,   (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)   269  Fed.  716. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  751,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  675.] 

Natuie  of  use  contemplated. — "  Clearly 
the  use  contemplated  by  the  statute  is  a  use 
by  the  applicant  himself,  or  by  some  one  for 
him,  and  not  an  independent  or  incidental 
use  by  a  third  party;  the  reason  being  that 
before  an  applicant  is  entitled  to  registration 
he  must  show  that  his  business  extends  be- 
yond the  boundaries  of  his  own  state  or  into 
the  territory  of  an  Indian  tribe."  Kuhn  i>. 
Letts,   (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed.  748. 

Interstate  sales. —  The  fact  that  persons 
outside  the  state  had  purchased  goods  through 
friends  within  the  state  by  whom  they  had 
been  shipped  to  the  purchasers  does  not  show 
an  interstate  use.  Kuhn  v.  Letts,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed.  748. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  753,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 
1914  Supp.,  p.  400.] 

I.  In  general, 
n.  Particular     words,     names,     marks     or 
symbols. 

1.  Arbitrary  or  fanciful  names. 

2.  Personal  and  corporate  names. 

3.  Descriptive   words. 

4.  Color. 

5.  Geographical  names. 

6.  Expired  patent. 

7.  Similar  names. 

11.  Insignia   and  symbols. 

I.    In  Geitebal  (p.  755) 

Section  at  declaratory  of  accepted  law. — 
The  language  used  in  this  section  in  depriv- 
ing what  may  be  registered  as  a  trademark 
only  declares  ''the  accepted  law  of  trade- 
marks." Hercules  Powder  Co.  v.  Newton,  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  169. 

Efifect  of  proviso. —  Where  a  trademark 
is  duly  registered  under  the  ten-year  proviso 
of  this  section  it  is  immaterial  that  it  may 
once  have  been  descriptive  or  that  to  a  de- 
gree it  may  still  be  so.  Coca-Cola  Co.  v. 
Old  Dominion  Beverage  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Civ.  1921)    271   Fed.  600. 

Teat  of  resiatrability. —  Where  the  goods 
have  the  same  descriptive  properties  the  test 
is  whether  or  not  the  marks  are  so  similar 


as  to  be  likely  to  cause  confusion  in  the  pub< 
lie  mind  or  to  deceive  purchasers.  Coca-Cola 
Co.  V.  Chero-Cola  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1921)   273  Fed.  755. 

The  facts,  in  the  case  of  words,  that  they 
do  not  sound  quite  alike  and  that  the  num- 
ber of  letters  in  each  are  not  the  same  are 
only  arguable  differences  which  will  not  de- 
feat opposition  to  registration.  Coca-Cola 
Co.  V.  Chero-Cola  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921) 
273  Fed.  766.  The  court  said:  "Of  course, 
if  the  two  marks  were  placed  together,  or  if 
a  person's  attention  was  in  some  other  way 
directed  to  them,  there  would  be  no  diffi- 
culty in  apprehending  the  difference  between 
them.  This,  however,  is  not  the  way  to  make 
the  test.  Ordinarily  the  prospective  pur- 
chaser does  not  carry  more  than  a  faint  im- 
pression of  the  mark  he  is  looking  for.  If 
the  article  offered  to  him  bears  a  mark 
having  any  resemblance  to  the  one  he  is 
thinking  of,  he  is  likely  to  accept  it.  He 
acts  quickly.  He  is  governed  by  a  general 
glance.  The  law  does  not  require  more  of 
him." 

Right  to  registration. —  There  must  be 
actual  trademark  use  to  entitle  the  owner 
to  registration.  Hay  v.  Ma  I  one,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.   1921)   273  Fed.  363. 

Effect  of  registration. —  Registration  of  a 
common  law  trademark  neither  confers  any 
greater  rights  in  the  use  of  that  name  or 
mark  on  the  registrant  nor  diminishes  the 
rights  of  others  entitled  to  the  use  thereof. 
Andrew  Jergens  Co.  t?.  Woodbury,  (D.  C. 
Del.  1921)   273  Fed.  952. 

The  failure  of  the  owner  of  a  trademark 
to  register  it  before  a  competitor  registers 
an  infringing  trademark,  in  no  way  affects 
the  former's  rights  nor  does  the  prior  reg- 
istration of  the  competitor's  trademark 
give  him  the  right  to  continue  the  infringe- 
ment. Ansehl  v.  Williams,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Civ, 
1920)   267  Fed.  9. 

Identity  of  use. —  There  is  not  an  identity 
of  use  in  the  case  of  a  mark  which  in  one 
case  is  applied  to  a  portable  building  and  in 
the  other  to  building  materials.  Denver  Qas, 
etc.,  Light  Co.  v.  Alexander  Lumber  Co., 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  269  Fed.  899.  The 
court  said:  "A  portable  or  knockdown  build- 
ing does  not  possess  the  same  descriptive 
properties  as  the  material  of  which  it  is  com- 
posed. A  structure  is  one  thing  and  the 
materials  out  of  which  it  was  erected,  when 
considered  apart  from  the  building,  are  quite 
different  things." 

Use  in  interstate  commerce. —  The  mere 
shipment  of  goods  bearing  the  mark  from  the 
factory  to  a  distributing  branch  in  another 
state  would  not  constitute  use  of  the  mark 
in  interstate  commerce  within  the  Trade- 
Mark  Act.  Ault,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Jaenecke  Ault 
Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  269  Fed.  672. 

The  origin  of  a  proposed  trademark  is  im- 
material. If  it  is  likely  to  cause  confusion 
it  is  unregisterable.  Proctor,  etc.,  Co.  v, 
Enev  Shortening  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920) 
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287  Fed.  344.  The  courts  said:  ''The  applic- 
ant says  that  its  mark  is  made  up  'or  the 
initials  of  the  corporation  with  the  termina- 
tion "Co.'"  Eney  Shortening  Co.,  "Esco,"— 
and  seems  to  think  that  there  is  something 
in  that  which  should  entitle  it  to  have  the 
mark  registered^  but  we  perceive  no  force  in 
the  suggestion.  The  trademark  statute  takes 
no  account  of  the  origin  of  a  mark.  The 
question  is:  Would  its  use  be  likely  to  re- 
sult in  confusion?  If  so,  it  is  unregisterable. 
As  was  said  by  the  Examiner  of  Interfer- 
ences, the  '  consuming  public  know  little  and 
care  less  about  the  origin  of  any  mark,  and 
very  seldom,  if  ever,  take  it  into  considera- 
tion.' The  statute  does  not  contemplate  that 
the  public  should  do  so." 

Extending  use  of  mark  to  other  articles. 
The  rule  relating  to  the  use  of  marks  in  the 
natural  development  of  business  extends  only 
to  the  use  of  the  same  mark  on  goods  of  the 
same  descriptive  properties.  But  the  right 
of  extension  applies  only  to  the  specific  mark, 
and  not  to  a  similar  mark.  Berghoff  Brew- 
ing Assoc.  V.  Popel-Giller  Co.,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.  1921)  273  Fed.  328,  holding  that  the 
extension  of  the  mark  "  Burg  Brau  "  on  beer 
to  "Burg"  on  nonalcoholic  beverages,  would 
not  come  within  the  rule,  since  the  marks  are 
radically  different. 

Trademarks  for  beverages. —  "The  Eigh- 
teenth Amendment  to  the  Constitution  and 
the  laws  for  its  enforcement,  relating  to  the 
subject  of  prohibition,  have  compelled  tran- 
sition from  the  production  and  sale  of  al- 
coholic beverages  to  non-alcoholic  beverages, 
which  calls  for  liberal  protection  of  trade- 
mark rights  affected  by  tnis  enforced  change. 
Sexton  17.  Schoenhofen  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1921)   273  Fed.  327. 

In  case  of  doubt  as  to  the  right  of  the 
parties  where  the  registration  of  a  trade- 
mark is  offered  the  doubt  should  be  resolved 
against  the  applicant  and  the  opposition 
sustained.  Coca-Cola  Co.  v.  Chero-Cola  Co., 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.   1921)    273  Fed.  755. 

II.  Fabtioulab  Words,  Names,  Masks  ob 

Symbols 

1.  Arbitrary  or  Fanciful  Names  (p.  758) 

Word  which  has  acquired  fixed  meaning  in 
language. —  Where  a  word  registered  as  a 
trademark  has  acquired  a  fixed  meaning 
in  the  language  and  is  recognized  in  the  dic- 
tionaries, its  owner  may  obtain  relief  against 
the  use  of  that  word  by  another  although 
the  goods  or  product  to  which  it  is  applied 
are  not  of  the  same  descriptive  properties. 
This  principle  was  applied  in  the  case  of  the 
word  "  Cottolene."  Imperial  Cotto  Sales  Co. 
V.  N.  K.  Fairbanks  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1921)    270  Fed.  686.     The  court  said: 

"  It  appears  that  the  predecessor  in  busi- 
ness of  the  opposer,  the  N.  K.  Fairbanks 
Company,  coined  the  word  '  Cottolene  *  in 
1887  as  a  trade-mark  to  designate  a  cooking 
fat   made   from    cotton    seed    oil    and    oleo- 


stearine.  The  mark  has  been  registered  in 
most  of  the  countries  of  the  civilized  worU^ 
and  the  goods  of  the  opposer  company  bear- 
ing the  mark  have  a  wide  international  re- 
putation. The  word  '  Cottolene,'  coined  and 
used  exclusively  by  the  opposed  and  its  pred- 
ecessor in  business  for  over  30  years,  has 
come  to  have  a  fixed  meaning  in  the  language. 
It  appears  in  the  modern  editions  of  the  dic- 
tionaries. In  the  latest  edition  of  the 
Standard  Dictionary,  it  is  defined  as  'a 
derivative  of  cotton  seed  used  as  a  substitute 
for  lard.'  It  will  therefore  be  observed  that 
.the  word  has  come  into  the  language  solely 
by  reason  of  its  application  by  opposer  to 
a  certain  class  of  goods,  and  the  character  of 
the  goods  defines  its  meaning. 

"  This  is  not,  therefore,  the  ordinary  case 
which  may  be  turned  merely  upon  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  goods  of  the  opposing  parties 
are  of  the  same  descriptive  properties  and 
the  use  of  the  mark  would  be  likely  to  lead 
to  confusion  in  trade.  ...  It  may  well 
be  that  no  purchaser  would  mistake  a  stock 
food  for  a  lard  substitute,  merely  because 
they  bear  the  same  trade-mark.  But  this 
is  not  the  exclusive  test.  While  the  likeli- 
hood of  confusion  in  trade  arising  from  the 
use  of  the  same  or  similar  marks  is  suffi- 
cient to  establish  damage  it  is  not  the  only 
ground  upon  which  injury  may  be  predicated. 
Manifestly  it  would  be  too  narrow  a  ^ound 
upon  which  to  rest  the  present  case.  The 
goods  are  derived  from  the  same  product. 
The  stock  food  is  produced  by  the  extraction 
of  the  oil  from  the  cotton  seed.  A  poor  or 
adulterated  grade  of  cotton  seed  meal,  bear- 
ing the  mark  '  Cottolene,'  would,  we  think, 
reflect  upon  the  reputation  of  opposer's  pro- 
duct, which  is  known  the  world  over  by  that 
name.  It  is  clear  that,  if  these  goods,  derived 
from  the  same  product,  bear  the  same  name, 
the  public  would  be  justified  in  concluding 
that  they  originated  from  the  same  trader. 
In  other  words,  '  Cottolene,'  having  been 
coined  and  used  for  more  than  a  generation 
exclusively  as  the  name  of  a  cotton  seed 
product,  when  adopted  as  the  name  of  an 
inferior  cotton  seea  product,  would  lead  to 
a  comparison  damaging  to  the  reputation 
derived  from  its  original  use." 

nittstrations. —  In  Aunt  Jemijna  Mills  Co. 
V.  Blair  Milling  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921) 
270  Fed.  1021,  where  an  opposition  to  regis^ 
tration  had  been  filed  by  appellant  the  ap- 
pellant's device  cmsisted  of  the  words 
"Aunt  Jemima's,"  having  underneath  the 
bust  picture  of  a  full-fac^  smiling  negresSy 
with  a  handkerchief  wrapped  about  her  head 
and  shoulders.  This  mark  has  been  used  by 
appellant  company  and  its  predecessor  in 
business  at  8t.  Joseph,  Mo.,  on  pancake  fioor 
since  1889,  and  on  buckwheat  fiour  since 
1904.    Appellee's  mark  consisted  of  the  word 

Sambo,"  having  underneath  the  representa- 
tion of  a  full-faced,  clean-shaven,  smiling 
negro,  having  a  white  cap  on  his  head  and 
wearing  a  long  apron,  bearing  in  one  hand 
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a  plate  of  smoking  oakes,  and  in  the  other 
hand  a  cake  turner.  This  mark  had  been 
used  by  appellee  company  at  Atchison,  Kan., 
on  pancake  flour  since  1913,  and  on  pan- 
cake buckwheat  flour  since  August  7,  1910. 

The  opposition  was  based  upon  the  simi- 
larity of  the  marks  and  the  likelihood  of 
confusion  in  trade,  when  the  marks  were 
applied  to  goods  of  the  same  descriptiye 
properties.  The  court  reversed  an  order  of 
the  patent  office  dismissing  the  notice  of 
opposition.     It  was  said: 

*'The  goods  on  which  the  marks  are  used 
are  the  same,  and  we  think  the  marks  are 
deceptively  similar.  It  is  urged  that  the 
goods  would  be  distinguished  as  '  Sambo ' 
and  'Aunt  Jemima's'  brands,  but  we  doubt 
this  conclusion.  The  Aunt  Jemima  flour  has 
become  so  widely  known  that  a  glance  at 
the  picture  would  satisfy  the  average  pur- 
chaser. In  other  words,  while  the  goods  are 
known  by  the  name,  the  picture  is  the  dis- 
tinguishing feature  by  which  the  goods  are 
risually  identified. 

"  In  determining  the  question  of  possible 
confusion  and  resulting  damage,  it  is  proper 
to  consider  the  manner  in  which  appellee's 
mark  may  be  used.  Cartons  were  produced 
at  bar  as  exhibits,  on  which  the  lower  part 
of  the  figure  of  the  negro  cook  was  so 
covered  with  printed  matter  that  to  the 
casual  observer  only  the  shoulders  and  head 
were  plainly  visible.  Should  registration  be 
granted,  the  printed  matter  could  be  exten- 
ded until  only  a  bust  picture  remained,  and 
nothing  would  prevent  the  registrant  from 
using  whatever  coloring  it  desired  in  setting 
forth  the  mark,  so  long  as  the  style  of  dress 
and  the  features  of  the  negro  were  retained. 
.  .  .  The  adoption  of  the  mark  before 
ufl  by  appellee  company,  situated  only  29 
miles  from  where  appellant  company  has  for 
years  been  manufacturing  and  widely  dis- 
tributing its  goods  bearing  the  Aunt  Jemima 
mark,  will  admit  of  but  one  inference  —  that 
of  gaining  advantage  from  the  wide  reputa- 
tion esitaUished  by  appellant  in  the  goods 
bearing  its  mark. 

"While  the  case  is  a  close  one,  the  court 
will  adhere  to  its  rtde  and  resolve  the  doubt 
in  favor  of  the  opposer." 

2.  Personal  and  Corporate  Names  (p.  769) 
Individual  name. — Although  a  person  has 
the  right  to  use  his  own  name  in  connection 
with  a  business  which  he  has  established 
and  is  conducting,  he  may  not  use  it  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  mislead  the  public  and  cause 
it  to  believe  that  the  business  is  one  which 
was  established  by  a  person  well-known  in 
the  trade  and  is  merely  being  continued 
after  such  person's  death.  W.  R.  Speare  Co. 
17.  Speare,  (App.  Oas.  D.  C.  1920)  265  Fed. 
876. 

2.  Personal  and  Corporate  Names   (p.  759) 

Corporate  name  — » GweroWy. — The  use  by 

a  defendant  of  a  word  in  its  name  which  is 


calculated  to  lead  the  public  to  believe  its 
goods  are  the  goods  of  the  plaintiff  may  be 
enjoined.  Thus,  where  the  plaintiff  and  its 
predecessors  had  used  the  word  ''Overland" 
which  name  was  registered  in  the  United 
States  Patent  Office  as  a  trade-mark  for 
automobiles,  it  was  held  that  an  injimction 
would  be  granted  restraining  and  enjoining 
the  defendant  from  using  that  word  as  the 
whole  or  as  a  part  of  its  corporate  name, 
from  listing  ite  capital  stock  upon  the  New 
York  curb  market,  or  any  other  association 
or  exchange  where  listed  stocks  and  securi- 
ties are  dealt  in,  under  any  name  containing 
the  word  ''  Overland,"  and  from  designa- 
ting its  tires,  or  other  automobile  accessory 
made  or  sold  by  it,  by  the  word  "  Overland," 
or  by  any  combination  of  words  containing 
that  name.  Willys-Overland  Co.  v,  Akron- 
Overland  Tire  Co.,  (D.  C.  Del.  1920)  268 
Fed.  151. 

Where  a  name  is  a  substantial  part  of  the 
corporate  name  of  the  opposing  company, 
which  was  organized  long  prior  to  the  ap- 
plicant's entry  into  the  field,  registration 
will  be  denied.  Beechnut  Cereal  Co.  t?.  Beech- 
Nut  Padcing  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C  1921) 
273  Fed.  367,  denying  tne  application  of  the 
Beechnut  Cereal  Company  for  the  registra- 
tion of  the  term  "  Beechnut "  as  a  trademark 
for  cereal  breakfast  food. 

3.  Descriptive  Words  (p.  762) 

''Merely  descriptive." — This  term  as  here 
used  means  only  descriptive  or  nothing  more 
than  descriptive.  Hercules  Powder  Co*,  r. 
Newton,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
169.  The  court  said:  "  It  may  be  that  the 
force  of  the  adverb  is  satisfied  by  the  addi- 
tion to  the  descriptive  word  of  a  picture  or 
device,  or  by  qualifying  the  description 
through  tiie  addition  of  another  word." 

Generic  name. —  To  same  effect  as  first 
paragraph  of  original  annotation,  see  In  re 
Reid,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  273  Fed.  368; 
Lilly  &  Co,  r.  Warner  &  Co.,  (E.  D.  Pa. 
1920)  268  Fed.  156;  Hercules  Powder  Co. 
t?.  Newton,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  26d 
Fed.  169. 

IlLastrations, —  "Coco-Quinine"  is  held  to 
be  a  descriptive  name  and  not  subject  to 
exclusive  appropriation,  and  where  no  unfair 
selling  methods  are  shown  an  injunction 
will  not  be  granted  restraining  a  defendant 
from  calling  a  preparation  put  up  by  him 
"Quin-Coco."  Lilly  v.  Warner,  (E.  D.  Pa. 
1920)    268  Fed.  156. 

A  shield  bearing  the  word  "  Efficiency  *' 
is  not  registerable  as  a  trademark  for  hot 
water  bottles,  ice  bags  and  other  hospital 
supplies.  In  re  Reid,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921) 
273  Fed.  368. 

The  word  "  infallible  "  was  held  not  to  be 
registerable  as  trademark  for  smokeless 
powder  in  Hercules  Powder  Co.  r.  Newton, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.   169. 

The  word  "  photoplay "  has  been  held  to 
be  a  descriptive  word  and  not  a  proper  sub- 
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ject  matter  of  a  registered  trademark  for 
a  publication.  Photoplay  Pub.  Co.  v.  La. 
Verne  Pub.  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921) 
269  Fed.  730.  The  court  said:  "The  word 
was  coined  in  a  contest  for  a  'new  one-word 
name  for  a  "moving  picture  show."'  The 
object  of  the  Essanay  Film  Manufacturing 
Company  in  starting  the  contest  was  'to 
select  a  name  which  would  be  descriptive 
of  the  entertainment  given  in  motion  picture 
theaters.'  The  company  selected  three  '  men 
of  acknowledged  authority  in  moving  picture 
affairs'  as  judges,  to  whose  decision  were 
submitted  more  than  2.500  words.  They 
selected  the  word  '  Photoplay '  as  being  *  more 
closely  descriptive  ♦  •  •  than  any  other 
of  the  long  list  submitted."  In  announcing 
their  decision,  the  judges  stated  that  they 
were  influenced  in  their  selection  *  by  the 
necessity  of  adopting  a  term  which  would 
be  easily  remembered,  descriptive  in  char- 
acter, simple,  and  appropriate.'  The  judges 
recognized  in  the  word  '  Photoplay '  a  term 
'more  closely  descriptive  of  the  entertain- 
ment given  in  motion  picture  theaters  *  *  * 
than  in  any  other  of  the  lone  list  submitted.' 
The  fact  of  its  ftelection  called  attention  to 
the  word,  and  to-day  it  is  used  entirely  by 
some  persons  in  the  film  and  moving  picture 
business,  instead  of  the  words  'moving  pic- 
tures,' *  moving  picture  shows,'  '  movies,'  etc. 
The  word  denotes  the  reproduction  of  a  play 
by  means  of  photography.  It  is  purely  de- 
scriptive of  tnat  art.  The  plaintiff  appro- 
priated it  as  part  of  the  title  of  its  publica- 
tion, which  is  devoted  to  the  art  to  which 
the  word  relates.  Being  a  trade  word, 
descriptive  of  the  art,  it  was  publici  juris, 
may  not  be  exclusively  appropriated,  and  is 
not  the  proper  subject  of  a  registered  trade- 
mark." 

Descriptiye  device. —  A  drawing  showing  a 
hand  holding  an  arch  support  under  a  foot, 
may  not  be  registered  as  a  trademark  for 
an  arch  support  since  it  is  merely  a  descrip- 
tive device.  In  re  SchoU  Mfg.  Co.,  (App. 
Cas.  D.  C.   1920)    267  Fed.  348. 

4.  Color   (p.  764) 

Rule  stated. —  One  cannot  have  a  trade- 
mark monopoly  in  the  color  of  paper  alone. 
Smith-Kline,  etc.,  Co.  i\  American  Druggists 
Syndicate,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed. 
84. 

5.  Geographical  Names    (p.  764) 

General  rule. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  Sheffield-King  Mill- 
ing Co.  t?.  Theopold-Reid  Co.,  (App,  Cas. 
D.  C.   1921)    269  Fed.   716. 

When  name  has  secondary  meaning. —  To 
same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see  Mc- 
Ilhenny  Co.  a  Bulliard,  (W.  D.  La.  1920) 
265  Fed.  705. 

6.  EapWed  Paietit  (p.  766) 

Expiration  of  patent  as  entitling  competi- 
tor to  use  trademark. —  Where  the  use  of 
the  name  claimed  as  a  trademark  antedated 


the  existence  of  the  patent  and  it  further 
appears  that  the  name,  and  not  the  patent, 
gave  its  value  to  the  article,  the  expiration 
of  the  patent  does  not  entitle  a  competitor 
of  the  former  patentee  to  make  use  of  the 
trademark.  Mcllhenny  Co.  v.  Bulliard,  (W. 
D.  La.  1620)  266  Fed.  706. 

7.  Similar  Names  (p.  766) 

Illustrations  —  Automobiles  and  accessor' 
ies. —  So  in  French  Battery,  etc.,  Co.  v,  Prest- 
0-Lite  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  265  Fed. 
1013,  an  application  to  register  the  words 
"  Ray-0-Lite,"  as  a  trademark  for  storage 
batteries  and  electric  lamps,  was  denied  as 
to  the  batteries  because  of  the  prior  use  by 
another  company  of  the  words  "  PTest-Q- 
Lite  "  as  a  trademark  for  batteries,  but  was 
permitted  as  to  electric  lamps. 

But  in  Prest-O-Lite  Co.  t?.  Play-0-Lite  Co., 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed.  350,  it  was 
held  that  the  words  "  Play-0-Lite  "  were  not 
so  similar  to  the  words  "  Prest-O-Lite  *'  as 
to  furnish  ground  for  the  denial  of  the  r^is- 
tration  of  the  former  as  a  trademark  for 
electric  lamps  because  of  the  use  of  the 
latter  in  that  connection. 

Beverages. —  In  the  following  cases  in- 
volving names  applied  to  beverages,  the 
name  first  given  was  held  to  be  infringed  by 
the  name  which  follows :  "Bergo  " — "  Burg." 
Berghoff  Brewing  Assoc,  v.  Popel-Giller  O)., 
(App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  273  Fed.  32S;  "  Coca- 
Cola."  — "  Chero-Cola "  Coca-Cola  Co.  c. 
Chero-Cola  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1921)  273 
Fed.  7«5. 

'*  Christo  "  and  **  Chrismo  "  as  applied  to 
nonintoxicating  beverages  held  so  similar 
that  the  registration  of  the  latter  term  was 
denied  because  of  prior  use  of  the  former. 
Christo  Mfg.  Co.  i\  Christian  Moerlein  Brew- 
ing Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  265  Fed. 
1010. 

Food  products  and  confectionery, —  In  the 
following  case,  involving  the  name  applied  to 
a  food  product  or  confection,  the  name  first 
given  was  held  to  be  infringed  by  the  name 
which  follows :  "  Highland  "  —  **  Highland 
Brand."  In  re  Schluderberg,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.  1920)   269  Fed.  269.     (Canned  meats.) 

"  Crisco  "  and  "  Esco  "  applied  to  a  lard 
substitute,  held  so  similar  that  registration 
of  the  latter  term  was  denied  because  of 
prior  use  of  the  former.  Proctor,  etc.,  Co.  p. 
Enev  Shortening  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  11)20) 
267  Fed.  344. 

Paper. —  In  the  following  case  the  name 
first  given  was  held  to  be  infringed  bv  the 
name  which  follows:  "  Mail"  — "'Mail 
Order."  In  re  Tavlor-Logan  Co.,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.  1921)  273  Fed.  883. 

^ohaccOf  cigars  and  cigarettes, —  Use  of 
word  "Yankee"  in  connection  with  cigarette 
cases  enjoined  at  suit  of  one  showing  an 
earlier  appropriation  of  the  words,  as  a 
trademark  for  such  cases.  Wightman,  etc., 
Co.  t.  Nivois,  (C.  0.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  264 
Fed.  98. 
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8oap. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the  first 
paragraph  of  the  original  annotation,  *'  Dutch 
Cleanser  "  —  "  Beat  the  Dutch,"  Morrison 
Co.  T.  Cudahy  Packing  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1921)  270  Fed.  353  (similarity  of  dress). 

Toilet  articles — In  Ansehl  v.  Williams, 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  9,  the 
word  **  Lashbrow,"  used  as  a  trademark 
for  a  preparation  for  promoting  and  stimu- 
lating the  growth  of  eyebrows  and  lashes, 
was  held  to  be  infringed  by  the  words 
"  Lash-Brow-Ine  *'  used  as  a  trademark  for 
a  similar  preparation. 

11.  Insignia  and  Symbols   (p.  776) 

A  trademark  having  '"U.  S."  aa  its  most 

prominent  feature  may  not  be  registered 
under  this  section.  In  re  United  States 
Rubber  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  265  Fed. 
1016. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  775,  sec.  6.     [First  ed., 

1909  Supp.,  p.  675.] 

When  opposition  should  be  sustained. — 
Opposition  to  registration  proceedings  should 
be  sustained  where  the  prior  user  estab- 
lishes that  he  would  be  injured  by  the  regis- 
tration of  the  mark  in  question.  Hay  v, 
Malone,  (App.  Cas.  D.  0.  1921)  273  Fed. 
363. 

Vol.  IX.  p.  777,  sec.  10.     [First  ed., 

vol.  X,  p.  412.] 

The  legal  effect  as  an  assignment  of  a 
contract  which  discloses  a  purpose  to  trans- 
fer and  does  in  fact  transfer  all  rights  in  a 
trademark  is  not  altered  by  the  fact  that 
the  word  "  license "  may  be  used.  Andrew 
Jergens  Co.  v.  Woodbury,  (D.  C.  Del.  1921) 
273  Fed.  952. 

Effect  of  license. —  A  license  to  use  a  trade- 
mark in  a  certain  territory  does  not  confer 
an  exclusive  right  to  its  use  there  in  the 
absence  of  a  contract  to  that  effect.  Vermont 
Maple  Syrup  Co.  i\  F.  N.  Johnson  Maple 
Syrup  Co.,    (D.  C.  Vt.   1921)    272  Fed.  478. 

Sale  of  trademark  as  transferxing  good 
win. —  A  sale  of  a  trademark  should  be  ac- 
companied by  a  transfer  of  the  good  will. 
Andrew  Jergens  Co.  r.  Woodbury,  (D.  C. 
Del.  1921)    273  Fed.  952. 

The  rights  of  the  transferee  from  a  cor- 
poration of  a  trademark  cannot  be  affected 
by  the  acts  or  statements  of  one  of  the 
officers  of  the  corporation  subsequent  to  the 
transfer.  Andrew  Jergens  Co.  V,  Woodbury, 
(D.  C.  Del.  1921)  273  Fed.  952. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  779,  sec.  13.     [First  ed., 

vol.  X,  p.  412.] 

When  trademark  will  be  cancelled. — Where 
tradesmarks  are  so  similar  as  to  be  likely 
to  lead  to  confusion  and  the  goods,  while 
different  in  themselves,  are  used  for  the 
same  purpose,  the  prior  user  is  entitled  to 
a  cancellation  of  the  later  similar  registered 
trademark.     Thus,  "White  lily"  us^  as  a 


trademark  for  coffee  was  held  subject  to 
cancellation  at  the  suit  of  a  prior  user  of 
the  trademark  **  Lily  White  "  for  tea  and  a 
large  line  of  groceries.  Macy  v.  New  York 
Grocery  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  267 
Fed.  749. 

Evidence. —  An  order  for  cancellation  is 
justified  by  books  of  petitioner  showing 
orders  for  and  shipments  of  goods  bearing 
the  mark  over  a  year  before  it  was  registered 
by  the  other  user.  Ault,  etc.,  Co.  r.  Jaenecke 
Ault  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920)  269  Fed. 
672. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  780,  sec.  1 6.     [First  ed., 

vol.  X,  p.  413.] 

Lost  of  trademark  rights. — ^A  petitioner 
who  is  not  using  a  trademark  but  has  aban- 
doned it  at  the  time  he  files  an  application 
for  the  cancellation  of  its  registration  by 
another  is  not  in  a  position  to  urge  that  he 
is  being  damaged  by  the  registrant's  use  of 
it.  Skene  v.  Marinello  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1921)  270  Fed.  701.  Such  an  abandonment 
is  a  matter  of  intention.  Andrew  Jergens 
Co.  1?.  Woodbury,  (D.  C.  Del.  1921)  273  Fed. 
952. 

Defenses  —  Laches. — The  owner  of  a  trade- 
mark cannot  be  chargeable  with  laches  for 
failiure  to  prosecute  an  infringement  before 
he  knows  or  has  such  notice  as  would  lead 
an  ordinarily  prudent  person  to  inquire  and 
learn  the  existence  of  the  infringement. 
Wallace  v,  Repetti,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  190)) 
206  Fed.  307. 

Accounting  for  damages. —  Where  it  ap- 
pears that  the  defendant  did  the  acts  com- 
plained of  not  only  before,  but  after,  full 
warning  and  with  knowledge  of  the  plaintiff's 
rights  and  its  intentions  and  did  not  at  any 
time  modify  its  business  conduct  but  con- 
tinued to  infringe  without  acquiescence  or 
consent  of  the  plaintiff,  the  latter  is  entitled 
to  an  accounting.  Wallace  v.  Repetti,  (C.  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  307. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  787,  sec.  19.     [First  ed., 

vol.  X,  p.  414.] 

Power  of  court  to  grant  injunctions. —  An 
injunction  is  an  appropriate  remedy  to  pre- 
vent the  passing  by  another  of  his  goods  as 
those  of  a  competitor  by  imitation  of  the 
trade  name  and  general  appearance  of  the 
goods  of  the  latter.  Coca-Cola  Co.  t;.  Old 
Dominion  Beverage  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1921)  271  Fed.  600. 

The  extent  of  the  use  of  the  infringing 
trademark  is  immaterial  in  a  suit  to  enjoin 
iln  infringement.  Ansehl  i*.  Williams,  (C.  C. 
A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  9,  wherein  the 
court  said: 

"  The  foregoing  in  a  general  way  is  what 
the  evidence  shows  as  to  the  business  done 
by  appellant  and  appellee.  That  of  appellee 
was  larger  than  that  of  appellant,  but  this 
fact  is  not  decisive.  In  the  case  of  Kath* 
reiner's  Malzkaffee  Fab.  i7.  Kneipp  Medicine 
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Co.,  82  Fed.  321,  27  C.  C.  A.  351,  the  Court 
of  Appeals  of  the  Seventh  Circuit  said: 

'' '  It  is  not  essential  that  its  use  has  been 
long  continued,  or  that  the  article  should  be 
widely  known,  or  should  have  attained  great 
reputation.  The  wrong  done  by  piracy  of 
the  trade-mark  is  the  same  in  such  case  as 
in  that  of  an  article  of  high  and  general 
reputation,  and  of  long-continued  use.  The 
difference  is  but  one  of  degree,  and  in  the 
quantum  of  injury.  A  proprietor  is  entitled 
to  protection  from  the  time  of  commencing 
the  user  of  the  trade-mark.'  See,  also, 
Waldes  et  aL  v.  International  Manufacturers' 
Agency,  (D.  C.)  2^7  Fed.  52;  Walter  Baker 
&  Co.  f.  Delapenha  (C.  C.)  180  Fed.  746." 

Laches. —  A  delay  of  about  two  years  by 
the  owner  of  a  trademark  in  bringing  an 
action  for  injunction  after  learning  of  the 
use  by  a  competitor  of  an  infringing  trade- 
mark, does  not  constitute  laches.  Ansehl  t\ 
Williams,  (C.  C.  A.  ftth  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  9. 

Extent  of  relief. —  The  courts  afford  pro- 
tection in  trademarks  only  in  bo  far  as  they 
maintain  and  extend  the  reputation  and  good 
will  of  the  owner  in  the  business  for  which 
they  are  adapted  and  used.  Imperial  Cotto 
Sales  Co.  v.  N.  K.  Fairbanks  Co.,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.  19C1)   270  Fed.  686. 

But  relief  will  be  denied  to  a  complainant 
where  he  has  been  guilty  of  gross  misconduct 
in  the  operation  of  his  business,  as  where  the 
complainant  made  misrepresentations  con- 
cerning patent  protection  which  did  not  exist. 
Perfection  Mfg.  Co.  i>.  B.  Coleman  Silver's 
Co.,   (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed.  576. 

Accounting  limited  to  date  of  notice. — 
Both  the  account  of  profits  and  the  damages 
in  a  suit  for  the  infringement,  of  a  registered 
trademark,  brought  in  a  federal  district 
court  without  diversity  of  citizenship,  are 
limited  to  the  date  when  notice  was  given 
of  the  registered  mark  by  section  28  of  this 
Act  [9  Fed.  fitat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  789],  which 
makes  it  the  duty  of  the  registrant  to  give 
notice  to  the  public  by  attaching  certain 
specified  words  or  abbreviations  to  the  trade- 
mark, or  to  the  receptacle  wherein  the  article 
is  inclosed,  and  provides  that  "  in  any  suit 
for  infringement  by  a  party  failing  so  to 
give  notice  of  registration  no  damages  shall 
be  recovered  except  on  proof  that  the  de- 
fendant was  duly  notified  of  infringement 
and  continued  the  same  mfter  such  notice,*' 
notwithstanding  an  earlier  notice  calling  on 
.the  defendant  "  to  discontinue  the  unfair 
competition  and  infringement  on  our  rights," 
and  the  wilful  character  of  defendants' 
wrongdoing.  Stark  Bros.  Nurseries,  etc.,  Co. 
V.  Stark,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  60,  41  U.  S.  Ot. 
221,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (C.  0. 
A.  8th  ar.  1919)  267  Fed.  9,  168  C.  C.  A. 
221. 

Evidence. —  Where  unfair  selling  methods 
on  the  part  of  a  defendant  are  alleged  the 
evidence  must,  in  order  to  establish  sudi  al- 
legations be  direct,  clear  and  positive.  Lilly 
&  Co.,  V.  Warner  &  Co.,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920) 
268  Fed.  166. 


In  a  suit  for  an  injunction  to  restrain  the 
use  by  defendfint  in  its  name  of  a  word 
calculated  to  lead  the  public  to  believe  that 
defendant's  goods  are  the  goods  of  the  plain- 
tiff, it  is  not  essential  for  the  evidence  to 
show  that  any  particular  person  has  actually 
been  misled.  Willys-Overland  Co.  v.  Akron- 
Overland  Tire  Co.,  (D.  C.  Del.  1920)  268 
Fed.  161,  affirmed  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  674. 


Vol.  IX,  p.  788,  sec.  21 .     [First  ed., 

vol.  X,  p.  415.] 

Intent  to  abandon  as  controlling. — Aban- 
donment of  a  trademark,  in  the  strict  sense, 
rests  upon  an  intent  to  abandon.  Ansehl  o. 
Williams,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
9,  holding  that  a  short  absence  of  the  owner 
of  a  trademark  from  the  city  in  which  he  con- 
ducted his  business,  during  which  time  the 
business  was  conducted  by  his  relatives,  did 
not  show  an  intent  to  abandon  the  trade- 
mark. 

Although  the  appearances  may  be  sufficient 
to  indicate  an  abandonment,  this  may  be 
satisfactorily  explained  by  showing  a  want 
of  intention  to  relinquish  the  right  claimed. 
Wallace  v,  Repetti,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
266   Fed.   307. 

What  constitutes  abandonment  —  In  gm^ 
eral, — To  give  up  for  a  long  period  and  to 
discontinue  the  use  of  a  trademark  and  per- 
mit others  to  use  it  indiscriminately  without 
prosecution  amounts  to  an  abandonment. 
Wallace  v,  Repetti,  (CCA.  2d  Cir.  1920) 

266  Fed.  307. 

Nonustige. — There  is  no  penalty  which  in- 
flicts the  loss  of  right  of  property  in  trade- 
marks by  nonusage,  unless  there  also  be 
found  an  intent  to  abandon.  Of  course,  in- 
tent may  be  inferred  from  the  facts  shown; 
but  the  fact  must  be  adequate  to  support 
a  finding  of  abandonment.  Wallace  «. 
Repetti,  (C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
307,  wherein  it  was  held  that  an  abandon- 
ment by  a  candy  manufacturer  of  the  trade- 
mark "  Bluebird "  or  a  dedication  of  it  to 
public  use  was  not  shown  by  granting  an 
exoneration  to  another  candy  manufacturer 
from  willful  infringement  and  the  granting 
of  permission  to  it  to  continue  the  sale  of 
boxes  of  candy,  provided  it  continued  to  use 
two  bluebirds  and  that  such  candy  was  not 
advertised  as  the  "  Blue  Bird  brand  "  or  the 
"Blue  Bird  box"  and  it  appeared  that  the 
boxes  used  were  hand  painted  with  no  letter- 
ing of  any  kind  thereon. 

The  burden  of  proving  abandonment  of  a 
trademark  is  upon  the  person  alleging  it^ 
Ansehl  t?.  Williams,  (CCA.  8th  Cir.  1920) 

267  Fed.  9. 

Abandonment  as  defense. —  In  order  that 
an  abandonment  of  a  trademark  may  be 
established  as  a  defense  it  is  essential  to 
show,  not  only  acts  indicating  practical  than- 
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donment,  but  an  intent  to  abandon.  Wallace 
r.  Repetti,  (C.  0.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
307. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  789,  sec.  28.     [First  ed., 
vol.  X,  p.  415.] 
AccoimtiBg  limited  to   date  of  notice.— 
Both  the  account  of  profits  and  the  damages 


in  a  suit  for  the  infringement  of  a  registered 
trademark,  brought  in  a  federal  district  court 
without  diversity  of  citizenship,  are  limited 
by  this  section  to  the  date  when  notice  was 
given  of  the  registered  mark.  Stark  Bros. 
Nurseries,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Stark,  (1021)  255  U. 
S.  50,  41  S.  a.  221,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirming  (G.  C.  A.  &th  Cir.  1919)  257  Fed. 
9,   168  C.  C.  A.  221. 


TRADING  WITH  THE  ENEMY 


1918Supp.,  p.  847,  sec.  1. 

Constitutionality.— The  Trading  with  the 
Enemy  Act,  whether  taken  as  originally  en- 
acted on  October  6,  1917,  or  as  thereafter 
amended  by  the  Acte  of  March  28,  1918^ 
November  4,  1918,  July  11,  1919,  and  June 
6y  1920,  is  strictly  a  war  measure,  and  finds 
its  sanction  in  the  constitutional  provision 
empowering  Congress  to  declare  war,  grant 
letters  of  marque  and  reprisal,  and  make 
rules  concerning  captures  on  land  and  water. 
Stoehr  v,  Wallace,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  239,  41 
S.  Ot.  293,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed.  827.  In  that 
case  it  was  further  held  that  Congress  in 
time  of  war,  may  authorize  and  provide  for 
the  seizure  and  sequestration,  through  ex- 
ecutive channels,  of  property  believed  to  be 
enemy-owned,  if  adequate  provision  be  made 
for  a  return  in  case  of  mistake. 

1918Supp.,p.  847,  sec.  2. 

Partnership. — A  partnership  composed  of 
citizens  of  the  United  States  and  citizens  of 
a  foreign  country  is  dissolved  by  war  between 
the  two  nations  and  consequently  the  part- 
nership cannot  be  regarded  as  an  **  enemy " 
within  the  meaning  of  this  section.  Rossie 
V.  Garvan,  (D.  C.  Conn.  1921)  274  Fed.  447. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  849,  sec.  3  (c). 

Scope  of  ■ection.—  It  is  held  that  this 
section  covers  two  offenses:  First,  the 
bringing  in  or  sending  out  of  the  United 
States  such  a  letter  in  any  other  way  ijian 
•'in  the  regular  course  of  mail";  and, 
second,  the  sending  out  of  the  United  States 
in  any  way  a  conununication  intended  for 
an  enemy  or  ally  of  enemy.  The  description 
of  each  of  these  offenses  is  prefaced  by  the 
words  "It  shall  be  unlawful,"  indicating 
that  they  are  distinct.  The  first  covers  any 
letter  or  tangible  communication  whatever, 
and  the  second  only  such  communications  as 
are  intended  for  an  enemy  or  ally  of  enemy. 
Welsh  V,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.    819. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  852,  sec.  5(a). 

Determination  of  liability  of  property  to 
seizure. —  The  President  having  delegated  his 


authority  to  the  Alien  Property  Custodian 
under  this  section,  the  latter  may  conclu- 
sively determine  what  property  is  liable  to 
seizure  as  being  that  of  an  alien  enemy. 
Gkirvan  v.  $20,000  Bonds,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  265  Fed.  477.  To  same  effect,  see 
Garvan  t?.  $100,000  Bonds,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)   266  Fed.  481. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  854,  sec.  7  (b). 

Transfer  of  cfaoses  in  action  prior  to  decla- 
ration of  war. —  Under  this  provision  absol- 
ute transfers  of  choses  in  action  before 
April  6,  1917,  were  valid.  St6hr  v.  Wallace, 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed.  827. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  856,  sec.  7  (c). 

Constitutionality. —  This  act  is  constitu- 
tionaL  As  to  this  question  it  is  said :  "  The 
sole  basis  for  the  plaintiff's  claim  of  un- 
constitutionality comes  down,  tiierefore,  to 
the  Custodian's  power  of  initial  sequestra- 
tion ew  parte.  But  how  does  this  differ  in 
substance  from  the  customary  right  upon 
libels  of  information  in  rem  to  arrest  what- 
ever property  officials  may  decide  to  be  for- 
feit? Such  property  may  not  be  reclaimed 
pendente  lite  by  filing  a  bond;  the  claimant 
must  endure  the  temporary  loss  of  posses- 
sion until  the  innocence  of  the  res  is  ad- 
judicated. The  public  purpose  of  the  statute 
BO  far  overrides  this  incident  of  his  rights 
of  property.  How  much  niore  is  this  the 
case  in  time  of  war  where  the  interests  are 
vital?  The  difference  is  one  merely  of  pro- 
cedure; the  substantial  rights  are  the  same, 
for  capture  effects  no  more  than  an  arrest 
in  rem.  The  right  to  sell  is  the  only  addi- 
tion, and  I  have  shown  that  this  is  at  least 
subject  to  judicial  control  in  the  event  of  a 
bill  filed  under  section  9.  The  act,  there- 
fore, affords  a  complete  remedy  to  all  claim- 
ant friends,  and  is  constitutional."  Stohr 
V,  Wallace,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed. 
827. 

This  section  made  mandatory  the  delivery 
of  such  property  as  should  be  ordered  to  be 
turned  over  by  the  President.  In  re  Garvan, 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270  Fed.  1002. 

Conclusiveness  of  determination  of  Alien 
Property  Custodian  that  certain  property  ia 
liable  to  seizure. —  The  determination  of  the 
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Alien  Property  Custodian  that  certain  prop- 
erty is  liable  to  seizure  as  being  that  of  an 
alien  enemy  must,  whether  right  or  \vr0n5, 
be  deemed  conclusive  in  a  possessory  action 
brought  by  that  oflBcer  to  obtain  immediate 
possession,  the  President  having  delegated 
his  authority  to  him  under  §  5,  and  the  act 
providing  in  this  section  that,  '^if  the  Presi- 
dent shall  BO  require,  any  money  or  other 
property  owing  or  belonging  to  or  held  for, 
by,  on  account  of,  or  on  behalf  of,  or  for  the 
benefit  of  an  enemy  or  ally  of  an  enemy  not 
holding  a  license  granted  by  the  President 
hereunder,  which  the  President  after  investi- 
gation shall  determine  is  so  owing  or  so 
belongs,  or  is  so  held,  shall  be  conveyed, 
transferred,  assigned,  delivered  or  paid  over 
to  the  Alien  Property  Custodian,"  to  which 
the  amendatory  Act  of  November  4,  1918, 
(see  1919  Supp.  p.  355)  added,  after  the 
requirements  of  transfer,  the  words,  **  or  the 
same  may  be  seized  by  the  Alien  Property 
Custodian,  and  all  property  thus  acquired 
shall  be  held,  administered  and  disposed  of 
as  elsewhere  provided  in  this  act,"  provision 
being  made  in  §  9  for  immediate  claim  for 
a  return  of  the  property  and  for  suit,  in 
which  case  the  property  is  to  be  retained  in 
the  custody  of  the  Alien  Property  Custodian, 
or  in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  to 
abide  the  result.  Central  Union  Trust  Co. 
V.  Garvan,  (1921)  264  U.  S.  654,  41  S.  Ct. 
214,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  -— ,  [affirming  (C.  O. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  477]  wherein  it 
was  said  that  "  the  natural  interpretation 
of  the  provision  of  the  Trading  with  the 
Enemy  Act  as  amended  by  the  Act  of  Novem- 
ber 4,  1918,  that  the  sole  relief  and  remedy 
of  any  person  having  any  claim  to  any  prop- 
erty transferred  to  the  Alien  Property  Cus- 
todian, or  required  so  to  be,  or  seized  by 
him,  shall  be  that  provided  by  the  terms  of 
the  act,  is  that  it  refers  to  the  remedies 
expressly  provided  by  §  9,  viz.,  the  filing  of 
a  claim  for  a  return  of  the  property  and  the 
bringing  of  suit,  and  that  property  lequired 
to  be  transferred,  and  property  seized,  stand 
on  the  same  footing,  not  that  the  resort  by 
the  Custodian  to  the  courts  instead  of  to 
force  opens  to  the  person  who  has  declined 
to  obey  the  order  of  the  statute,  or  who 
has  prevented  a  seizure,  a  right  by  implica- 
tion to  delay  what  the  statute  evidently 
means  to  accomplish  at  once." 

A  determination  by  the  Alien  Property 
Custodian  that  certain  property  is  enemy- 
owned  must  be  regarded  as  the  act  of  the 
President,  within  the  meaning  of  the  Trad- 
ing with  the  Enemy  Act,  in  view  of  the 
provision  of  f  5,  authorizing  the  President 
to  exercise  any  of  the  powers  with  which  he 
is  invested  by  that  act,  respecting  the  se- 
questration, custody,  and  disposal  of  enemy 
property  through  such  officer  or  officers  as 
he  shall  direct,  and  of  the  orders  of  the 
President,  committing  to  the  Alien  Property 
Custodian  the  administration  of  this  section 
of  the  Act,  including  the  power  to  determine. 


after  investigation,  whether  property  was 
enemy-owned.  Stoehr  1?.  Wallace,  (1921)  2nri 
U.  S.  239,  41  S.  Ct.  293,  65  U.  S.  (Ll  ed.) 
— ,  affirming  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed. 
827.  See  also  In  re  Garvan,  (£.  D.  N.  Y. 
1921)   270  Fed.  1002. 

Rule  promulgated  by  Prendent  as  to  title 
vesting  in  Alien  Property  Custodian  was 
held  valid  in  Kohn  v.  Kohn,  (&  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)   264  Fed.  253. 

Efifect  of  treaty. — » Treaty  provisions  which 
relate  only  to  the  rights  of  merchants  of 
either  country,  residing  in  the  other  when 
war  arises,  are  inapplicable  to  a  controversy 
as  to  whether  the  beneficial  ownership  of 
property  seized  and  proposed  to  be  sold  under 
this  Act,  as  the  property  of  a  German  cor- 
poration, is  in  truth  in  an  American  cor- 
poration under  a  pre-war  contract  between 
such  corporation  and  the  German  corpora- 
tion. Stoehr  v.  Wallace,  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
230,  41  S.  Ct.  293,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirming   (S.  D.  N.  Y.   1920)   269  Fed.  827. 

Effect  of  seizure. — ^A  seizure  of  property 
by  the  Alien  Enemy  Custodian  settles  noth- 
ing except  the  bare  sequestration  and  posses- 
sion of  the  property.  St5hr  v.  Wallace^ 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)   269  Fed.  827. 

Stock  held  by  citizen  for  benefit  of  alien 
enemy. —  Shares  of  stock  standing  in  the 
name  of  one  who  is  neither  an  enemy  nor  an 
ally  of  an  enemy  could,  consistently  with 
due  process  of  law,  be  seized  and  required 
to  be  transferred  to  the  Alien  Property  Cus- 
todian in  virtue  of  a  determination  by  that 
official  in  an  ex  parte  administrative  pro- 
ceeding that  they  belonged  to  an  alien  enemy, 
conformably  to  the  provisions  of  the  Trad- 
ing with  the  Enemy  Act,  since  such  act  dis- 
tinctly reserves  to  any  claimant  who  is 
neither  an  enemy  nor  an  ally  of  an  enemy,  a 
right  to  assert  and  establish  his  claim  by 
a  suit  in  equity,  unembarrassed  by  the  pre- 
cedent executive  determination,  and  provides 
that,  pending  the  suit,  which  the  claimant 
may  bring  as  promptly  after  the  seizure  aa 
he  chooses,  the  property  is  to  be  retained  by 
the  Alien  Property  Custodian  to  abide  the 
result,  and,  if  the  claimant  prevails,  is  forth- 
with to  he  returned  to  him. 

No  such  an  interest  in  shares  of  stock  in 
a  domestic  corporation,  which  were  seized 
by  the  Alien  Property  Custodian  imder  the 
Trading  with  the  Enemy  Act,  as  the  prop- 
erty of  a  German  corporation,  as  entitles 
another  domestic  corporation  in  whose  name 
the  stock  stands  to  demand  that  such  shares 
be  freed  from  the  seizure,  was  given  to  the 
latter  corporation  by  a  pre-war  contract 
between  it  and  the  German  corporation, 
where  such  contract  was  not  prompted  by 
commercial  motives,  nor  based  on  an  eati- 
mate  of  mutual  advantages,  and  was  not 
intended  as  a  genuine  transaction,  but  waa 
made  to  avoid  inconvenience  which  other- 
w^ise  might  ensue  from  a  state  of  war;  the 
parties  intending  to  leave  the  beneficial 
ownership  in  the  German   corporation,  and 
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not  paas  it  to  the  domestic  corporation. 
Stfiehr  17.  Wallace,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  239» 
41  S.  Ct  293,  &S  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(8.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)   269  Fed.  827. 

A  debt  it  included  in  the  terme  of  this 
section  requiring  the  transfer  or  payment 
of  money  to  the  Alien  Property  Custodian. 
Eohn  t7.  Kohn,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  264  Fed. 
263. 

Workmen's  compensation  award  —  Alien 
heir  as  party. —  Where  an  award  under  the 
Workmen's  Compensation  Act  is  made  pay- 
able to  the  Alien  Property  Custodian,  the 
heir  of  the  decedent  being  a  nonresident 
enemy  alien,  the  heir  is*  not  a  necessary 
party  to  a  proceeding  by  the  Industrial  Com- 
mission to  review  the  award.  Milwaukee 
Western  Fuel  Co.  v.  Industrial  Commission, 
(1920)    172  Wis.  561,  179  N.  W.  763. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  856,  sec.  7  (e). 

The  regulations  of  the  War  Trade  Board 
dated  Jnly  14,  amended  July  20,  1919,  did 
not  cover  property  which  before  July  14, 
1919,  had  been  reported  to  the  Alien  Prop- 
erty Custodian,  or  which  he  had  required  to 
be  delivered  to  him.  Garvan  v.  $25,000 
Canada  Southern  R.  Co.  5%  Bonds,  (C.  C. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1020)   270  Fed.  217. 

Bank  protected  in  complying  with  Alien 
Property  Custodian's  demand,  see  American 
Exch.  Nat.  Bank  v.  Garvan,  (C.  C.  A.  2d 
Cir. .  1921 )   273  Fed.  43. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  857,  sec.  8(a). 

Right  of  American  citizen  in  partnership 
with  aliens,  see  Mayer  r.  Garvan,  (D.  C. 
Mass.   1920)    270  Fed.  229. 

Trustees  of  securities  as  tienholders. — 
Trustees  of  securities,  deposited  by  foreign 
insurance  companies  for  the  protection  of 
policyholders  in  conformity  with  state  stat- 
utes, are  not  lienholders  within  the  meaning 
of  this  section.  Garvan  1?.  $20,000  Bonds,  (C. 
C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  477.  The  court 
said: 

"Connecticut  and  Massachusetts  require, 
as  do  almost  all  the  states,  that  insurance 
companies  of  foreign  nations,  before  doing 
business  in  the  state,  shall  deposit  funds  or 
securities  for  the  protection  of  the  company's 

golicy  holders  and  creditors  in  the  United 
tates.  The  exact  terms  of  the  statutes  need 
not  be  stated.  The  Munich  Reinsurance 
Company,  a  German  corporation  did  deposit 
a  quantity  of  securities  with  trustees  in  con- 
formity with  the  law  of  the  state  of  Connecti- 
cut. The  Franklin  General  Insurance  Com- 
pany and  the  Allianz  Insurance  Company, 
both  German  companies,  deposited  securities 
with  trustees  in  conformitv  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  law  of  Massachusetts. 

"  It  will  not  be  necessary  to  sst-  out  the 
terms  of  the  trust  at  length;  it  is  enough 
to  say,  that,  although  the  income  of  the 
securities  is  payable  to  the  companies  and 
they  can  witndraw  them,  or  any  of  them, 

26 


upon  substituting  others  equally  good,  and 
can  change  the  trustees,  still  the  trustees 
hold  the  securities  in  trust  to  pay  the  claim 
of  any  policy  holder  or  creditor  admitted  to 
be  due  by  the  company  or  established  by  the 
claimant  in  due  course  of  law.  It  is  apparent 
that  the  trustees  hold  primarily  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  policy  holders  and  creditors,  and 
secondarily  for  the  benefit  of  the  companies; 
but  their  duties  are  active,  and  they  are  not 
merely  lienholders.  The  companies  cannot 
take  the  securities  out  of  their  possession 
until  the  rights  absolute  or  contingent,  of 
all  policy  holders  and  creditors  in  this 
country  are  secured,  and  in  the  meantime  the 
trustees  have  the  active  duty  of  coUecting 
and  paying  over  the  income,  investing  and 
reinvesting,  and  paying  claims  properly 
proved."  To  same  effect,  see  Garvan  17. 
$100,000  Bonds,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920) 
265  Fed.  481. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  858,  sec.  9. 

Persons  entitled  to  maintain  suit  —  In 
general. — "  (Construing  the  Act  by  its  terms 
as  well  as  in  the  light  of  its  purpose,  it  is 
evident  that  the  only  person  given  a  right 
to  prosecute  a  claim  against  property  of  an 
enemy  in  the  hands  of  the  CustoMlian  is  one 
'not  (himself)  an  enemy,  or  ally  of  enemy,' 
and  that  a  district  court  of  the  claimant's 
residence  has  jurisdiction  of  a  claim  so  as- 
serted only  when  it  positively  appears  that 
the  claimant  comes  within  this  negative 
characterization.  Any  other  construction  of 
the  Act  would  permit  property  which  had 
been  taken  by  the  Grovernment  from  one 
enemy  to  be  immediately  acquired  by  another 
and  would  completely  defeat  its  purpose.  As 
a  corollary  to  the  plain  terms  of  Section  9 
giving  a  person,  not  an  enemy,  the  right 
during  war  to  assert  a  claim  against  enemy 
property  and  conferring  jurisdiction  upon  the 
district  court  to  hear  it,  the  Act  provides 
under  Section  12  that  the  assertion  of  '  any 
claim  of  any  enemy  or  of  an  ally  of  enemy 
to  any  money  or  other  property  received  and 
held  by  the  Alien  Property  Custodian '  shall 
be  postponed  until  after  the  end  of  the  war, 
to  be  prosecuted  then  only  in  such  manner  as 
Congress  shall  later  direct."  Garvin  v. 
Kogler,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  442. 

Alien  friends, — ^Where  an  alien  enemy  sub- 
sequently becomes  an  alien  friend  he  may 
sue  but  only  under  this  section.  Kohn  v, 
Kohn,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  264  Fed.  253. 

Afemiers  of  partnership, — A  partnership 
composed  of  citizens  of  the  United  States 
and  Germany  having  been  dissolved  by  the 
declaration  of  war  between  the  two  nations, 
the  partners  who  are  citizens  of  the  United 
States  are  entitled  to  maintain  an  action 
under  this  section  to  recover  their,  share  of 
the  firm  assets.  Rossie  v.  Garvan,  (D.  0. 
Conn.   1921)    274  Fed.  447. 

Jurisdiction. —  The  fact  that  a  plaintiff  has 
claimed   jurisdiction  erroneously  under  sec- 
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tions  24  and  57  of  the  Judicial  Code  in  an 
action  against  the  Alien  Property  Custodian 
does  not  prevent  the  court  from  acquiring 
jurisdiction  under  this  section.  StBhr  v. 
Wallace,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed.  827. 

Notice  by  publication  in  alien's  native  land 
directed,  see  Lovlnger  t\  Garvan,  (S.  D. 
N.  Y.    1920)    270  Fed.  298. 

Pleading. — ^Where  there  is  no  jurisdictional 
averment  that  the  plaintiff  was  not,  at  the 
time  of  the  commencement  of  the  action,  an 
enemy  or  ally  of  enemy,  the  District  Court 
was  without  jurisdiction  to  enter,  and  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  is  without  juris- 
diction to  review,  the  decree  below.  Garvin  v, 
Kogler,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  442. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  862,  sec.  12. 

Sale  of  property. —  Although  under  this 
section  the  powers  of  the  Alien  Property 
Custodian  are  extended  to  include  the  power 
to  seU,  in  case  a  claimant  friend  files  a  bill 
against  the  custodian  such  a  bill  either  auto- 
matically stays  the  sale  or  at  least  the  court 
may  stay  it  in  a  proper  case.  St(5hr  v, 
Wallace,   (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)   269  Fed.  827. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  865,  sec.  17. 

Enforcing  demand  of  alien  propery  cua- 
todian  for  property  liable  to  seizure. — ^A  de- 
mand by  the  Alien  Property  Custodian  under 
the  Trading  with  the  Enemy  Act  for  the  de- 
livery to  him  of  property  to  which  he  is 
entitled,  may  be  enforced  by  the  federal 
district  courts  under  this  section.  Central 
Union  Trust  Co.  v.  Garvan,  (1921)  264  U.  S. 
654,  41  S.  Ct.  214,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — 
{affirming  [C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920]  265  Fed. 
477,  481),  wherein  the  court  said:  "There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  Congress  has  power  to 
provide  for  an  immediate  seizure  in  war 
times  of  property  supposed  to  belong  to  the 
enemy,  as  it  could  provide  for  an  attach- 
ment or  distraint,  if  adequate  provision  is 
made  for  a  return  in  case  of  mistake.  As 
it  can  authorize  a  seizure  in  pais,  it  can 
authorize  one  through  the  help  of  a  court. 
The  only  questions  are  whether  it  has  done 
so,  as  supposed  b^  the  libellant,  and  if  so, 
whether  the  conditions  imposed  by  the  act 
have  been  performed." 

Under  this  section  the  Alien  Property  Cus- 
todian has  the  right  to  apply  to  the  court 
for  aid  in  making  a  seizure  and  petition  it 
to  order  the  United  States  marshal  to  seize 
the  property  and  deliver  it  to  him.  Garvan  v, 
$20,000  Bonds,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265 
Fed.  477,  wiierein  it  was  said:  "We  have  no 
doubt  of  the  right  of  the  Alien  Property  Cus- 
todian to  apply  to  the  court  for  aid;  if  he 
did  not  know  where  the  securities  were,  he 
would  evidently  be  entitled  to  the  aid  of  the 
court  to  compel  the  trustees  to  discover  and 


deliver  them.  In  this  case  he  did  know  when* 
they  were,  but  it  was  much  more  orderly  and 
decent  to  obtain  possession  by  the  aid  of  the 
court  than  to  seize  them  by  violence  and  the 
strong  hand."  To  same  effect,  see  Garvan  v. 
$100,000  Bonda,  (CCA.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265 
Fed.  481. 

Nature  of  Alien  Property  Cnstodian'a  pos- 
session.—  A  proceeding  brought  by  the  Alien 
Property  Custodian  under  this  section,  to 
obtain  possession  of  property  as  being  that 
of  an  alien  enemy,  gives  nothing  but  the 
preliminary  custody,  such  as  would  have 
been  gained  by  seizure,  although  the  prop- 
erty is  to  be  conveyed  to  him,  and  by  the 
amendatory  Act  of  March  28,  1918  (1913 
Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  p.  862,  note)  he  is 
vested  with  all  the  power  of  a  common- 
law  trustee  in  respect  of  all  property  other 
than  money  which  has  been  or  shall  be,  or 
which  has  been  or  shall  be  required  to  be, 
conveyed  to  him,  and  is  given  the  power 
to  sell  and  manage  the  same  as  though  he 
were  absolute  owner,  since  this  act  did  not 
repeal  $  9  of  the  earlier  act,  (see  191B  Supp. 
p.  858)  which  provides  for  the  inmiediate 
filing  of  a  claim  for  a  return  of  the  prop- 
erty and  the  bringing  of  suit,  the  property^ 
in  case  of  suit,  to  be  retained  in  the  custody 
of  the  Custodian  or  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States,  to  abide  the  result.  Central 
Union  Trust  Co.  v.  Garvan,  (1921)  254  U.  S. 
654,  41  S.  Ct.  214,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirming  (C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  477. 

Procedure. —  Under  this  section  the  pro- 
ceeding could  be  by  petition  and  order  to 
show  cause  instead  of  by  a  bill  in  equitv. 
In  re  Garvin,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270  Fed. 
1002.  See  also  Garvin  v.  $25,000  Canada 
Southern  R.  Co.  5  per  cent.  Bond,  (C.  C 
A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   270  Fed.  217. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  355,  sec.  1. 

Power  of  Alien  Property  Custodian  to  seize 
choses  in  action,  see  American  Ezch.  Nat» 
Bank  v,  Garvan,  (C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  43. 

1 920  Supp.,  p.  268.    [Claims  against 

property,  etc] 

Sight  to  interrene. — ^In  Aronstam  p.  Jamea* 
(E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  273  Fed.  545,  the  nght 
of  a  citizen  of  France  to  intervene  in  a  suit 
involving  property  in  the  hands  of  the  Ali^i 
Property  Custodian  was  denied.  See  alao 
Aronstam  v.  James,  (C  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  688,  denying  a  motion  for  a  stay. 

Right  of  attorney  to  recover  for  lervioea 
rendered  in  defense  of  an  action  against  alien 
corporation  recognized  as  to  services  rendered 
prior  to  Oct.  6,  1917,  but  denied  as  to  ser- 
vices subsequent  thereto,  see  Wilson  r. 
Miller,   (E.  D.  N.  T.  1921)  274  Fed.  808. 
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Vol.  IX,  p.  91 1 ,  sec.  220.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VII,  p.  946.] 

Tranaportation  of  mounts  belonging  to 
officers. —  In  the  absence  of  a  statute  author- 
izing payment  for  the  transportation  of 
mounts  which  are  the  private  property  of 
officers  of  the  army,  the  Secretary  of  War 
has  no  authority,  by  the  promulgation  of  a 
regulation,  to  bind  the  government  for  such 
transportation,  and  this  section  confers  no 
authority  upon  the  Secretary  to  incur  such 
liability  on  behalf  of  the  government.  At- 
chinson,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v,  U.  S.  (1920)  65  Ct.  CI. 
339. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1028,  sec.  27.     [First  ed., 
1918  Supp.,  p.  947.] 

Enlistment  of  miaon  —  OeneraUy. — ^Tothe 
same  effect  as  third  paragraph  of  original 
annotation,  see  Em  p.  Beaver,  (N.  D.  Ohio 
1921)  271  Fed.  493. 

This  section  by  indirectly  but  none  the  less 
explicitly  recognizing  and  authorizing  en- 
listments of  all  minors  under  eighteen  years 
of  age  with  the  consent  of  parents  or  guar- 
dains,  repeals  the  minimum  limit  of  eigh- 
teen years  provided  in  section  4  of  the  Act 
of  March  2,  1^9  (9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  [2d  ed.] 
1033)  even  if  it  does  not  restore  and  re- 
enact  the  limit  of  sixteen  years  originally 
found  in  R.  S.  $M115  and  1118.  In  the 
event  that  the  eighteen  year  minimum  is 
repealed  and  the  sixteen  year  minimum  is 
not  restored,  then  the  common  law  applicable 
to  the  enlistment  of  minors  under  eighteen 
years  of  age  will  be  in  force,  under  which  a 
minor  of  the  age  of  discretion  might  enlist 
regardless  of  any  age  limit.  This  being  so 
the  instant  case  is  governed  by  that  long  line 
of  authorities  holding  that  a  minor  over  16 
years  of  age,  who  has  enlisted  without  the 
previous  consent  of  his  parents  or  lawful 
guardian,  cannot,  on  his  own  application, 
be  released  in  any  event,  and  cannot  be  re- 
leased on  their  application,  after  he  has 
committed  an  offense  punishable  by  military 
law  and  is  being  held  to  answer  the  same. 
Ex  p.  Beaver,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1921)  271  Fed. 
493. 

Right  to  diachaxge  —  Pending  prosecution 
for  military  offetise. —  The  right  of  a  non- 
consenting  parent  or  guardian  to  the  re- 
lease of  a  minor  from  military  service  is 
subordinate  to  the  right  of  the  military  au- 
thorities to  hold  him  to  answer  for  an  offense 
triable  by  military  law.  Ex  p.  Beaver, 
(N.  D.  Ohio  1921)   271  Fed.  493. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1032,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VII,  p.  961.] 

Application  of  section  —  Discharge  of 
aliens, —  The  provision  of  this  section  relat- 


ing to  aliens  is  applicable  only  in  times  of 
peace,  and  as  at  tne  time  of  the  decision  of 
this  case,  April  12,  1921,  the  United  States 
was  still  at  war,  an  alien  who  had  enlisted 
in  the  army  could  not  obtain  his  discharge 
by  reason  of  the  provisions  of  this  section. 
But  even  in  time  of  peace  an  alien  duly 
enlisted  cannot  obtain  his  discharge  by  writ 
of  habeas  corpus  from  military  service  and 
escape  liability  for  offenses  against  military 
law  by  invoking  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion. Being  sui  juris,  it  is  settled  that  the 
United  States  alone  may  plead  his  disability 
to  avoid  his  enlistment  contract  and  he  may 
not.  Ew  p.  Beaver,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1921)  27i 
Fed.  499. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1033,  sec.  4.  [First  ed., 
vol.  VII,  p.  960.] 

This  section  ia  repealed  by  implication  by 
section  27  of  the  National  Defense  Act  (9 
Fed.  8tat.  Ann.  1029).  Ex  p.  Beaver,  (N. 
D.  Ohio  1921)   271  Fed.  493. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1095,  sec.  1.  [Trans- 
portation of  troops  in  time  of 
war,    etc.]      [First    ed.,    1918 

Supp.,  p.  975.] 

Liability  of  imilroad  for  negUgenco. —  A 
railroad  company  operated  by  the  federal 
government  under  a  lease  made  under  this 
section  is  liable  for  negligence,  and  recovery 
against  the  carrier  in  such  cases  will  not 
be  affected  by  the  return  of  these  corpora- 
tions to  their  owners,  or  rather  the  aban- 
donment of  supervision  by  the  government, 
which  has  since  taken  place  on  March  1, 
1920.  Gilliam  t.  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co., 
( 1920)   179  N.  C.  508,  103  S.  £.  10« 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1117,  sec.  1230.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VII,  p.  1014.] 

Power  of  President. —  See  annotation  un- 
der Vol.  IX,  p.  1296,  art.  118,  infra,  p.  809. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1136,  sec.  1.  [First  ed., 
1918  Supp.,  p.  1010.] 

I.  Construction  of  selective  service  act. 
3.  Exemptions. 
5.  Offenses  against  conscription  law. 

T.  Construction  of  Selective  Sebvicb  Act 

3.  Exemptions    (p.    1141) 

Effect  of  exemption  claim  by  neutral  alien. 
—  A  claim  by  a  neutral  alien,  who  had 
declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citizen, 
of  exemption  under  this  section  has  been 
held  to  amount  to  a  withdrr.wal  of  such 
declaration.     In   re   Trachsel,    (S.   D.   Ohio 
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1921)  271  Fed.  779.  This  act  was  subse- 
quently amended  by  the  Act  of  July  0,  1918, 
which  provides  that  a  claim  of  exemption 
by  a  neutral  alien  shall  operate  and  be  held 
to  cancel  his  declaration  of  intention  to  be- 
come an  American  citizen. 

5.  Offenses  against  Conscription  Law 

(p.  1142) 

Desertion  —  Intent. —  The  regulations  pro- 
mulgated by  the  President  under  authority 
vested  in  him  by  the  Act  of  May  18,  1917, 
commonly  known  as  the  "  Selective  Service 
Law  "  (second  edition,  Selective  Service  Regu- 
lations, p.  104),  section  140,  subsec.  1,  para- 
graphs (a),  (b),  and  (c),  prescribe  who 
shall  be  deemed  a  deserter,  namely,  a  regis- 
trant, who,  after  the  time  for  his  induction 
into  military  service,  and  with  the  intent  to 
evade  such  service  (a)  fails  to  report  for 
military  duty  under  induction  orders,  etc.; 
(b)  fails  to  entrain  for  mobilization  camp 
pursuant  to  orders;  or  (c)  who  absents  him- 
self from  his  party  en  route  to  embarkation 
camp,  etc.  Before  either  one  of  these  re- 
quirements respecting  desertion  can  become 
effectual,  and  the  right  of  a  citizen  to  a 
hearing  in  a  civil  as  distinguished  from  a 
military  court  denied,  it  must  appear  that 
the  registrant  acted  ''with  intent  to  evade" 
such  service.  The  intent  with  which  the 
alleged  act  wa»  committed,  and,  a  fortiori, 
knowledge  on  the  subject,  is  of  the  very 
essence  of  the  offense.  Thus,  where  a 
registrant  appeared  for  examination,  was 
accepted  and  informed  that  he  would  be  noti- 
fied oy  mail  when  to  report  for  military  duty, 
it  was  declared  that  it  could  not  be  said  that 
the  mailing  of  a  notice,  which  he  did  not  re- 
ceive or  know  of,  inducted  him  into  the  mil- 
itary service  and  that  for  his  failure  to  re- 
spond he  was  a  deserter  therefrom.  Farley 
V.  Ratliff,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed. 
682. 

Conspiracy. — An  acquittal  on  a  diarge  of 
conspiracy  with  another  to  enable  a  third 
person  to  violate  the  Selective  Service  Law 
was  held  not  to  bar  a  prosecution  for  the 
crime  of  aiding  and  assisting  another  to 
evade  the  requirements  of  this  law,  as  the 
offenses  are  distinct.  Bens  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  G. 
A.  2d  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  152. 

Rejection  at^  mobilization  camp  as  barring 
x«gistrant  from  bonus. —  In  Bannister  v. 
Soldiers'  Bonus  Board,  (1921)  112  Atl.  422, 
13  A.  L.  R.  589,  it  was  held  that  a  regis- 
trant who  was  inducted  into  military  serv- 
ice by  his  local  board  under  this  Act  but 
was  rejected  at  the  mobilization  camp,  for 
physical  unfitness,  was  not  entitled  to  re- 
ceive a  bonus  under  a  state  statute  which 
provided  for  giving  such  a  bonus  to  each 
"  enlisted  man  .  .  .  who  was  mustered  into 
federal  service  and  reported  for  active  duty  ** 
between  certain  dates. 

Obstruction  of  draft  as  ground  for  disbar- 
ment.—  See  In  re  Margolis,  (1921)  269  Pa. 
St.  206,  112  Atl.  478,  12  A.  L.  R.  1181. 


An  attorney's  services  in  claiming  exemp- 
tion are  not  in  contravention  of  public  policy 
BO  as  to  deprive  him  of  the  right  to  recover 
compensation  therefor,  where  the  registrant 
on  whose  behalf  the  services  are  rendered  is 
a  non-dedarant  alien  who  is  not  within 
section  2  of  this  act.  Spaulding  r.  Lamfaros, 
(1920)    68  Mont.  596,  193  Pac.  665. 

Sufficiency  of  indictment,  see  Haywood  v, 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  795; 
St.  John  V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  808;  Underwood  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  a  A. 
6th  Cir.  1920)  267  Fed.  412. 

Admissibility  of  evidence. —  Evidence  of 
acts  as  admissible  to  show  intent,  possession 
and  knowledge,  see  Haywood  t*.  U.  S.,  (C. 
C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  705;  St.  John 
t>.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
808. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1156,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  1015.] 
Induction  into  military  service. —  In  Ex  p. 
Thieret,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
472,  it  was  held  that  a  person  was  in  con- 
templation of  law  inducted  into  the  military 
service  when  he  received  his  preliminary  in- 
structions and  his  order  to  report  for  en- 
trainment. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1157,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 
1918  Supp.,  p.  1016.] 

Effect  of  claiming  exemption. —  See  /«  re 
Miegel,  (B.  D.  Mich.  1921)  272  Fed.  688. 
•See  also  In  re  Ruhin,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1921) 
272  Fed.  697. 

Right  to  industrial  exemption,  see  Em  p. 
Thieret,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed. 
472. 

Power  of  President  to  revoke  certificate  of 
conditional  exemption  was  recognized  in  E^ 
p.  Thieret,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
472. 

Relief  by  habeas  corpus  proper  where  ex- 
emption arbitrarily  denied.--See  Ex  p.  Thier- 
et,   (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.   1920)    268  Fed.  472. 

Pendency  of  indictment  held  no  bar  to 
trial  by  military  court,  see  Ew  p.  Thieret^ 
(CCA.  6th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  472. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1159,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  1018.] 

Computing  time  for  giving  notice  of  in.* 
auction.— See  U.  S.  v.  Bergdoll,  (£.  D.  Pa. 
1921)   272  Fed.  498. 

Sii^dency  of  notice  to  registrant  under 
Selective  Service  Rule  1.33  to  appear  for 
examinaticm,  see  Bw  p.  Bergdoll,  (D.  C  Kan. 
1921)   274  Fed.  458. 

Registrant  bound  to  know  rules  governing 
execution  of  queationnaires^ — In  re  Tomar- 
chio,   (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)   269  Fed.  400. 

Induction  on  default  without  notice  as 
constituting  "due  process  of  law,"  see  Rome 
V.  Marsh,   (D.  C  Muss.  1920)  272  Fed.  982. 

Questionnaire  drawn  by  scrivener  as  tub- 
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Ject  to  contradiction,  see  In  re  Tomarehio, 
(£.  D.  Mo.  1920)   269  Fed.  400. 

Action  of  state  director  of  military  enroll- 
ment held  to  supersede  notice  from  local 
board  to  appear  for  examination,  see  Rome 
17.  Marsh,   (D.  C.  Mass.  1920)   272  Fed.  982. 

Sufficiency  of  indictment  for  conspiracy 
to  Tiolate  this  section,  see  Anderson  v.  U.  8., 
(C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)   269  Fed.  65. 

Review  of  work  of  draft  boards. —  In  re- 
viewing the  work  of  the  selective  service 
boards  they  should  not  be  held  to  the  "ver- 
bal niceties  and  sometimes  almost  painful 
preciseness  and  accuracy  of  special  plead- 
ing." U.  S.  r.  Bergdoll,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1921) 
272  Fed.  498. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1159,  sec.  6.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  1019.] 

Repeal  of  section  by  Espionage  Act. —  This 
section  was  not  repealed  by  section  3  of  the 
Espionage  Act  (1018  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann. 
122),  and  where  an  act  constitutes  a  viola- 
tirn  of  both  sections,  the  d^endant  should 
be  prosecuted  under  this  section.  Snitkin  v. 
V.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  489. 

Sights  of  party  —  law  determining. — 
Until  inducted  into  military  service,  the 
rights  of  a  partv  are  to  be  determined,  not 
according  to  military  law  or  the  law  of 
courts-martial,  but  according  to  the  stand- 
ards of  the  civil  law.  E9  p.  Goldstein,  (D. 
G.  Mass.  1920)  268  Fed.  4S1. 

Desertion. — A  person  is  not  inducted  into 
the  military  service  and  therefore  cannot  be 
guilty  of  desertion  where  he  did  not  receive 
uk0  notice  to  report,  it  having  been  mailed 
to  a  wrong  address.  Ew  p.  Goldstein,  (D.  C. 
Mass.   1920)    268  Fed.  4S1. 

Jurisdiction  of  court-martial  to  try  draft 
evader '— JVecesstty  of  inveaiigatian  by  local 
hoard. — A  registrant  under  the  Selective 
Service  Act  who  evades  military  service,  may 
upon  his  arrest  be  tried  by  a  court-martial 
for  desertion  without  any  preliminary  in- 
vestigation by  his  local  board  as  to  whether 
his  desertion  was  willful.  U.  S.  v,  Lehman, 
(D.  G.  Md.  1920)  266  Fed.  852,  wherein  it 
was  said: 

''The  petitioner,  Young,  in  Jime,  1917,  as 
required  by  the  ^elective  Service  Act  of  May 
18  of  that  year,  duly  registered  before  local 
draft  board  No.  1  in  Hageretown,  in  this 
state.  In  due  course  he  was  ordered  to  re- 
port for  military  service.  Instead  of  doing 
so,  he  fled  and  remained  in  hiding  for  more 
than  two  years.  He  returned  to  Hagerstown 
in  the  fall  of  1919,  and  was  then  arrested 
by  the  sheriff,  turned  over  to  the  military 
authorities,  tried  for  desertion,  convicted, 
and  sentenced  to  five  years'  imprisonment. 
He  asks  for  his  release  because,  as  he  says, 
the  court-martial  had  no  jurisdiction  to  try 
him.  His  contention  is  that  by  the  regula- 
tion of  the  President,  in  force  at  the  time  he 
deserted,  he  should,  upon  his  apprehension, 
have  been  taken  before  the  local  draft  board, 
so  that  it  might  inquire  whether  his  deser- 


tion was  willful,  and  that  he  is  not  subject 
to  court-martial  until  the  draft  board  had 
first  decided  that  question  in  the  affirmative. 
Some  months  before  his  arrest,  all  use  for 
the  draft  boards  being  at  an  end,  the  Presi- 
dent discharged  them  from  service.  If  the 
petitioner  is  right,  any  deserter  who  suc- 
ceeded in  escaping  arrest  until  their  abolition 
cannot  now  be  punished.  Very  many  per- 
sons failed  to  respond  punctually  to  their 
orders,  but  only  in  a  small  minority  of  these 
cases  was  there  any  real  attempt  to  evade 
service.  There  would  have  been  an  enormous 
waste  of  time  in  sending  every  one  of  these 
technical  defaulters  before  a  court-martial. 
There  would  scarcely  have  been  courts  enough 
to  try  them.  For  that  reason,  the  President 
directed  that  such  cases  should  receive  pre- 
liminary investigation  by  the  draft  boards. 
Such  action  was  not  primarily  for  their  pro- 
tection. These  boards  had  no  power  to  con- 
demn or  acquit.  Gonsideration  there  was  a 
mere  procedural  step,  in  which  the  drafted 
man  had  no  vested  right  or  interest,  and  its 
abolition  does  him  no  harm.  Before  the 
petitioner  or  any  one  else  can  be  punished 
for  desertion,  the  court-martial  must  decide 
that  in  evading  service  he  acted  willfully." 

Determination  of  question  of  guilt. —  If, 
the  military  authorities  have  jurisdiction  to 
try  the  petitioner  in  habeas  corpus  proceed- 
ings, on  the  charge  of  desertion,  the  question 
whether,  under  tiie  facts  and  law  involved, 
he  is  guilty  of  the  crime  of  desertion,  is  a 
question  to  be  determined  by  such  author- 
ities imder  the  legal  rules  and  principles 
applicable,  and  in  conformity  with  due  proc- 
ess of  law.  In  re  Scott,  144  Fed.  79,  75  G. 
G.  A.  237;  Dillingham  v,  Booker,  163  Fed. 
696,  90  G.  G.  A.  280,  16  Aim.  Gas.  127,  18 
L.  R.  A.  (N.  S.)  9&6.  And  where  it  is  not 
alleged  by  petitioner,  it  will  not  be  assumed 
by  the  federal  court,  that  the  proper  military 
tribunal  will  deny  to  petitioner  a  full  and 
fair  hearing  or  will  deprive  him  of  any  rights 
to  which  he  is  entitled.  E»  p.  Kerekes,  (£7. 
D.  Mich.  1921)  274  Fed.  870. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1 1 62,  sec.  1 2.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  1022.] 

Purpose  of  section.— ^ '*  We  think  the  plain 
intent  of  section  12  and  of  the  regulations 
of  June  27,  1918,  is  this:  That  from  and 
after  May  18,  1917,  it  shall  be  unlawful  to 
sell  to  a  soldier  in  uniform  tat  any  time  or 
place,  except  if  and  as  permitted  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  for  medicinal  purposes; 
that  from  and  after  May  18,  1917,  it  shall 
be  unlawful  to  sell  to  any  one,  soldier  or 
civilian,  or  have  in  possession,  intoxicating 
liquor  at  any  place  being  used  for  military 
purposes,  except  if  and  as  permitted  for 
medicinal  purposes;  and  that  from  and  after 
June  27,  1918,  it  shall  be  unlawful  to  sell 
or  give  or  deliver  alcoholic  liquor  to  any 
soldier,  whether  in  or  out  of  uniform,  and 
whether  anywhere  within  the  United  States 
or  within  other  places  under  its  control,  ex- 
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cept  if  and  as  used  for  permitted  medicinal 
purposes.  From  this  construction,  no  incon- 
sistency results  between  different  sections 
and  regulations;  it  gives  effect  to  the  plain 
meaning  of  the  words  used,  and  no  substan- 
tial reason  is  suggested  why  it  should  not  be 
adopted."  Bailey  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1020)  267  Fed.  669. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1 1 63,  sec.  1 3.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  1022.] 

Section  as  effective  on  September  7,  1919. 
—  See  U.  S.  t?.  Meyers,  (E.  D.  Mich.  1920) 
265  Fed.  329. 

Acta  or  conduct  embraced  within  act,  see 
Hunter  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  236. 

Naval  ordinance  plant  as  within  purview 
of  statute,  see  Hunter  t;.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  2»5. 

Duty  and  liability  of  hotel  proprietor  in 
general,  see  Hunter  t?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1921)   272  Fed.  236. 

Necessity  of ,  prosecution  of  offense  by  in- 
dictment, see  Hunter  17.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th 
Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  236. 

Sufficiency  of  information. — ^An  informa- 
tion is  sufficient  where  the  offense  is  set  forth 
in  substantially  the  language  of  the  statute, 
the  place  specifically  alleged  as  a  certain 
named  hotel  in  a  designated  city,  and  the 
defendant  charged  with  having  set  up  and 
kept  this  hotel  as  a  house  of  ill  fame,  and 
as  having  received  and  permitted  to  be  re- 
ceived into  it  both  men  and  women  for  im- 
moral purposes;  that  is  to  say,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  lewdness,  assignation,  and  prosti- 
tution. Hunter  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1921)    272  Fed.  236. 

Proof  of  reputation  of  hotel  held  admis- 
sible, see  Hunter  v.  U.  S.  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir. 
1921)  272  Fed.  236;  Gray  ©.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
3d  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  365. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1 1 63,  sec.  14.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  1023.] 

Section  6  of  the  Penal  Code  at  repealed 
by  this  provision,  see  Haywood  1;.  U.  S.,  (C. 
C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  26«  Fed.  795;  St.  John 
i\  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
808. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1254,  art.  2.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  977.] 

Military  prisoners. — Military  prisoners  con- 
fined in  a  United  States  military  prison 
under  previous  court-martial  sentences  are 
subject  to  military  law  and  trial  by  court- 
martial  for  offenses  committed  during  such 
imprisonment,  even  if  their  discharge  as  sol- 
diers resulted  from  the  previous  sentences. 
Kahn  v,  Anderson,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  1,  41 
S.  Ct.  224,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —. 


Marine  corps. —  Under  this  section  a  ma- 
rine who  had  been  detached  for  military 
service  and  who  deserted  while  so  serving 
may  be  tried  by  a  naval  court-martial  after 
such  detachment  ceases.  Ea  p.  Clark,  ( E.  D. 
N.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed.  633. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1256,  art.  3.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  978.] 

Review  of  courts-martial  by  civil  courts  — 
Organization  of  court-martial, —  The  denial 
of  relief  by  habeas  corpus  to  a  person  im- 
prisoned under  sentence  of  a  court-martial 
will  not  be  disturbed  on  appeal  on  sugges- 
tions based  upon  the  supposed  duty,  on  the 
trial  before  the  court-martial,  to  negative 
every  possible  condition  the  existence  of 
which  might  have  prevented  that  court  from 
trying  the  case,  including  the  possibility  that 
the  officer  under  trial  might  have  belonged 
to  a  command  which  did  not  come  within 
the  power  to  call  a  court-m&rtial  conferred 
upon  the  convening  officer,  particularly  where 
the  suggestion  made  in  this  regard  seems  to 
have  been  an  afterthought,  and  not  to  have 
been  called  to  the  attention  of  the  court 
below.  Givens  v.  Zerbst,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  11, 
41  S.  Ct.  227,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  262  Fed.  702. 

"In  tims  of  peace,** — Peace  in  the  com- 
plete legal  sense,  officially  proclaimed,  is  what 
is  meant  by  the  phrase  *'  in  time  of  peace  '* 
in  the  provision  of  the  92d  Article  of  War 
[9  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1286]  that  no 
person  shall  be  tried  by  court-martial  for 
murder  or  rape  committed  within  the  geo- 
graphical limits  of  the  states  of  the  Union 
and  the  District  of  Columbia  in  time  of 
peace.  Givens  v.  Zerbst,  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
11,  41  S.  Ct.  227,  66  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  vffirm- 
ing  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  262  Fed.  702. 

Designation  of  place  of  imprisonment, — 
Error,  if  any,  in  the  designation  of  the  place 
for  carrying  out  the  sentence  of  a  court- 
martial,  did  not  involve  the  jurisdiction  of 
that  court  so  as  to  require  relief  by  habeas 
corpus,  but  could  only  lead  to  retaining  the 
accused  for  a  new  designation  of  place  of 
confinement.  Givens  v,  Zerbst,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  11,  41  S.  Ct.  227,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirming   (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)   262  Fed.  702. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1257,  art.  4.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  978.] 

Retired  officers. —  Retired  Army  officers  are 
officers  in  the  military  service  of  the  United 
States  within  the  meaning  of  the  provision 
in  the  4th  Article  of  War,  governing  the 
composition  of  courts-martial,  and  an  order 
assigning  such  officers  to  the  court  was 
within  the  authority  conferred  upon  the  Sec- 
retary of  War  by  the  Act  of  April  23,  1904, 
to  assign  retired  officers  of  the  Army,  with 
their  consent,  to  active  duty  on  courts- 
martial.  Kahn  t\  Anderson,  (1921)  235 
U.  S.  1,  41  S.  Ct.  224,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 
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Officers  of  United  States  Guards. —  Officers 
of  the  United  States  Guards  must  be  deemed 
competent  to  be  assigned  to  court-martial 
duty,  since  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
President  was  fully  empowered  by  the  Selec- 
tive Service  Act  of  May  18,  1917,  §  2,  to 
exert  the  power  which  he  did  by  special  regu- 
lation organizing  the  mrilitary  force  known 
as  the  United  States  Guards,  and  that  such 
force,  under  the  express  terms  of  section  1 
of  that  act,  are  a  part  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  Statee.  Kahn  v.  Anderson,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  1,  41  S.  Ct.  224,  66  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)   — . 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1258,  art.  5.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  978.] 

Number  of  officers  discretionaiy. —  The  ex- 
ercise of  discretion  as  to  fixing  the  number 
of  officers,  with  reference  to  the  condition  of 
the  service,  who  shall  compose  a  court-mar- 
tial, within  the  maximum  and  minimum  lim- 
its fixed  by  the  5th  Article  of  War,  is  execu- 
tive, and  not  subject  to  judicial  review. 
Kahn  v.  Anderson,  (1921)  255  TT.  S.  1,  41  S. 
Ct.  224,  66  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1259,  art.  8.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  978.] 

Order  convening  court. — ^A  camp  com- 
mander, in  exerting  the  power  which  he  pos- 
sesses by  virtue  of  a  general  order  of  the 
President,  sanctioned  by  this  article,  to  con- 
vene general  courts-martial,  need  not  refer  to 
such  order.  Givens  v.  Zerbst,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  11,  41  S.  a.  227,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirming  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  262  Fed.  702. 

Power  granted  to  camp  commander. —  The 
authority  of  the  President,  under  this  article, 
to  empower  "  the  commanding  officer  of  any 
district  or  of  any  force  or  body  of  troops" 
to  appoint  general  courts-martial,  was  not 
exceeded  by  a  general  order  giving  the  power 
stated  to  certain  designated  camp  com- 
manders. Givens  v.  Zerbst  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
11,  41  8.  Ct.  227,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirming  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  262  Fed.  702. 

Judicial  notice  of  -  President's  order. —  A 
general  order  of  the  President  giving  to  cer- 
tain designated  camp  commanders  the  power 
to  appoint  general  courts-martial,  being  au- 
thorized by  this  article,  is  a  part  of  the  law 
of  the  land  which  the  federal  courts  ju- 
dicially notice  without  averment  or  proof. 
Givens  r.  Zerbst,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  11,  41 
S.  Ct.  227,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  262  Fed.  702. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1267,  art.  37.    [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  984.] 

Questions  of  procedure. —  Where  the  ques- 
tion is  one  of  procedure  and  not  of  jurisdic- 
tion, a  court-martial  having  obtained  juris- 
diction is  competent  to  decide  it.    Thus,  Uie 


fact  that  the  order  convening  the  court 
signed  by  a  staff  officer  of  the  general  in 
command  of  the  department,  is  immaterial. 
McRae  v.  Henkes,  (C.  C.  A.  &th  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  108.  The  court  said:  "  We  regard 
the  insistence,  however,  as  relating  purely 
to  a  matter  of  form,  and  not  substance.  The 
order  shows  on  its  face  that  the  court  was 
convened  and  the  detail  fixed  by  command  of 
the  brigadier  general,  and  the  caption  shows 
the  department  of  which  he  was  commanding 
officer.  In  both  respects  we  regard  the  ob- 
jections as  not  well  taken.  We  cannot  draw 
the  desired  inference  that,  whereas  the  sug- 
gested form  would  show  that  the  order  re- 
ceived both  the  personal  and  official  atten- 
tion of  the  commanding  officer,  the  one  used 
would  not." 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1273,  art.  50.    [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  986.] 

Alteration  of  sentences  by  civil  courts. — 
Sentences  of  courts-martial  are  not  alterable 
by  civil  courts.  McRae  v.  Henkes,  (C.  G.  A. 
8th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  108. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1281,  art.  74.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  991.] 

Delivery  of  offenders  in  time  of  war.-* 
The  provision  of  this  article  relieving  a  com- 
manding officer  from  the  duty  of  delivering 
an  offender  to  the  civil  authorities  in  time 
of  war  does  not  violate  a  provision  of  the 
Bill  of  Rights  of  a  state  guaranteeing  a 
speedy  trial  to  a  person  accused  of  crime. 
People  V.  Maniatis,  (1921)  297  111.  72,  130 
N.  E.  323. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1283,  art.  82.  [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  993.] 

Application. — In  U.  S.  v.  McDonald,  (E.  D. 
N.  Y.  1920)  265  Fed.  754,  it  was  held  that 
R.  S.  sec  1343,  which  was  superseded  by  this 
article,  was  general  in  its  terms  and  appli- 
cable to  all  persons  acting  as  spies,  whether 
citizens  of  the  United  States  or  not. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1286,  art.  92.    [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  994.] 

**In  time  of  peace." — Peace  in  the  com- 
plete legal  sense,  officially  proclaimed,  is 
what  is  meant  by  the  phrase  "  in  time  of 
peace"  in  the  provision  of  this  article  that 
"no  person  shall  be  tried  by  court-martial 
for  murder  or  rape  committed  within  the 
geographical  limits  of  the  States  of  the 
Union  and  the  District  of  Columbia  in  time 
of  peace.'*  Givens  v.  Zerbst,  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  11,  41  St.  Ct.  227,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
--,  affirming  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  262  Fed.  702. 
See  to  the  same  effect  Kahn  v.  Anderson, 
(1921)  255  U.  S.  1,  41  8.  Ct.  224,  65  U.  8. 
(L.  ed.)   — ,  where  the  court  said:     "This 
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brings  us  to  the  final  contention,  that  be- 
cause, when  the  trial  occurred,  it  was  time 
ef  peace,  no  jurisdiction  existed  to  try  for 
murder,  as  article  92  provided  that  '  ...  no 
person  shall  be  tried  by  court-martial  for 
murder  or  rape  committed  with  the  geo- 
graphical limits  of  the  states  of  the  Union 
and  the  District  of  Columbia  in  time  of 
peace.'  That  complete  peace,  in  the  legal 
sense,  had  not  come  to  pass  by  the  effect  of 
the  Armistice  and  the  cessation  of  hostilities, 
is  not  disputable.  Hamilton  v,  Kentucky 
Distilleries  &  Warehouse  Co.,  251  U.  S.  146, 
64  L.  ed.  194,  40  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  106.  It  is 
therefore  difficult  to  appreciate  the  reasoning 
upon  which  it  is  insisted  that  although  the 
government  of  the  United  States  was  offici- 
ally at  war,  nevertheless,  so  far  as  the  regu- 
lation and  control  by  it  of  its  Army  is  con- 
cerned, it  was  at  peace.  Nor  is  it  any  less 
difficult  to  understand  why  reliance  to  sus- 
tain that  proposition  is  placed  on  Caldwell  v, 
Parker,  252  U.  S.  376,  64  L.  ed.  621,  40  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  388,  since  that  case  involved  no 
question  of  the  want  of  jurisdiction  of  a 
court-martial  over  a  crime  committed  by  a 
soldier,  but  solely  whether  the  jurisdiction 
which  it  was  conceded  such  a  court  possessed 
was  intended  to  be  exclusive  of  a  concurrent 
power  in  the  state  court  to  punish  the  same 
act,  as  the  mere  result  of  a  declaration  of 
war,  and  without  reference  to  any  interrup- 
tion, by  a  condition  of  war,  of  the  power  of 
the  civil  courts  to  perform  their  duty;  and, 
moreover,  in  that  case  the  question  hei^ 
raised  was  expressly  reserved  from  decision. 
"  Coming  now  to  consider  that  question  in 
the  light  (I)  of  the  rulings  in  Ex  parte 
Milligan,  4  Wall.  2,  18  L.  ed.  281;  Coleman 
V.  Tennessee,  97  U.  S.  609,  24  L.  ed.  1118; 
Ex  parte  Mason,  105  U.  S.  696,  26  L.  ed. 
1213;  and  Caldwell  v.  Parker,  supra;  (2) 
of  the  differences  between  the  articles  of 
1874  and  those  of  1916,  showing  a  purpose  to 
rearrange  the  jurisdiction  of  courts-martial; 
(3)  of  the  omission  of  the  qualification,  'ex- 
cept in  time  of  war,'  from  the  clauses  of  the 
latter  articles  conferring  jurisdiction  as  to 
designated  offenses,  including  those  capital 
(arts.  92  and  93),  and  its  retention  in  the 
article  dealing  with  the  duty  of  the  military 
to  deliver  to  the  state  authorities  (art.  74) ; 
and  (4)  of  the  placing  in  a  separate  article 
(art.  92)  of  the  provision  conferring  juris- 
diction as  to  murder  and  rape,  and  qualify- 
ing that  jurisdiction  by  the  words  '  in  time 
of  peace,*  not  used  in  the  previous  articles, — 
we  are  of  opinion  that  that  qualification 
signifies  peace  in  the  complete  sense,  officially 
declared.  The  fact  that  the  articles  of  1916 
in  other  respects  make  manifest  the  legisla- 
tive purpose  to  give  effect  to  the  previous 
articles  as  interpreted  by  the  decided  cases 
to  which  we  have  referred,  at  once  con- 
vincingly suggests  that  a  like  reason  con- 
trolled in  adopting  the  limitation,  '  except  in 
time  of  peace,'  contained  in  article  92.  See 
McElrath  v.  United  States,   102  U.  S.  426, 


438,  26  L.  ed.  189,  191,  where  it  was  ex- 
pressly decided  that  the  limitation,  '  except 
in  time  of  peace,'  on  the  power  of  the  Presi- 
dent to  summarily  dismiss  a  military  officer, 
contemplated  not  a  mere  cessation  of  hostili- 
ties, but  peace  in  the  complete  sense,  officially 
proclaimed.  Indeed,  in  that  case  it  was 
pointed  out  that  this  significance  of  the 
words  had  received  the  sanction  of  Congress, 
and  had  been  made  the  basis  for  the  adjust- 
ment of  controversies  dependent  upon  the 
time  when  peace  was  established." 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1288,  art.  96.    [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  996.] 

Effect  of  prcsecntioii  under  another  article 
for  lame  offense. — ^An  officer  who  has  been 
tried  and  convicted  on  specifications  drawn 
under  the  Ninety -fifth  Article  of  War,  may 
not  be  tried  under  this  Article  for  the  same 
offenses  on  specifications  framed  in  identical 
language.  Ew  p.  Henkes,  (D.  C.  Kan.  1919) 
267  Fed.  276,  wherein  it  was  said:  "Pe- 
titioner was  charged  on  three  specifications 
drawn  under  the  Ninety-fifth  Article  of 
War,  was  also  charged  on  three  specifica- 
tions in  indentical  language  framed  under 
the  Ninety-Sixth  Article  of  War,  and  was  ad- 
judged guilty  and  sentenced  on  each,  all, 
and  every  of  said  specifications  to  be  dis- 
missed from  the  service  and  to  be  confined  at 
hard  labor  for  25  years.  Under  article  95, 
the  sentence  of  dismissal  alone  could  enter 
against  him.  Under  article  96,  both  dis- 
missal and  confinement  are  permitted.  The 
Ninety-Sixth  Article  of  War  is  a  re-enact- 
ment of  the  old  Sixty-Second  Article  of  War. 
It  is  never  resorted  to,  unless  the  offense 
charged  falls  under  no  other  article.  It  has 
been  termed  the  'drag-net  Article  of  War,' 
and  the  specifications,  under  both  charges 
in  this  case,  being  identical  in  language,  the 
proofs  in  support  of  the  charges  l^ing  iden- 
tical, it  must  be  thought,  the  court,  having 
charged,  tried,  convicted,  and  sentenced  pe- 
titioner under  the  specific  provisions  of  the 
Ninety-Fifth  Article  of  War,  it  was  without 
further  power  to  charge,  try,  convict,  and 
punish  him  under  the -general  provisions  of 
the  Ninety-Sixth  Article  of  War.  This  would 
appear  from  the  language  of  the  Ninety-Sixth 
article,  which  reads  as  follows: 

"'Though  not  mentioned  in  these  articles, 
all  disorders  and  neglects  to  the  prejudice  of 
good  order  and  military  discipline,  all  con- 
duct of  a  nature  to  bring  discredit  upon  the 
military  service,  and  all  crimes  or  offenses 
not  capital,  of  which  persons  subject  to 
military  law  may  be  guilty,  shall  be  taken 
cognizance  of  by  a  general  or  special  or 
summary  court-martial,  according  to  the 
nature  and  degree  of  the  offense,  and  pun- 
ished at  the  discretion  of  such  court.' 

"  Hence  the  record  so  made  discloses  pe- 
titioner to  have  been  twice  placed  in  jeopardy 
for  the  same  identical  offense." 
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Vol.  IX,  p.  1296,  art.  118.     [First 

ed.,  1918  Supp.,  p.  1001.] 

Power  of  President. —  This  article  super- 
sedes R.  S.  sec.  1230  and  vests  power  in  the 
President  to  dismiss  an  officer  in  time  of 
war  without  a  trial  by  a  court-martial. 
Wallace  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)   56  Ct.  CI.  396. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1299,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  889.] 
Effect  on  other  remedies  for  personal  in- 
jury.— "  By  the  War  Risk  Insurance  Act 
(38  Stat.  711))  compensation  is  provided  by 
the  government  to  a  soldier  for  death  or  in- 
juries sustained  by  him  while  a  soldier,  if 
he  avails  himself  of  the  terms  of  the  act. 
The  amount  of  compensation  and  the  remedy 
therein  prescribed  is  exclusive  of  other 
measures  of  and  for  liability  and  remedies 
provided  for  the  protection  of  the  civilian 
population  of  the  general  public."  Moon  v. 
Hines,  (Ala.  1921)  87  So.  603,  13  A.  L.  R. 
1020. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1305,  sec.  13.     [First  ed., 

1918  Supp.,  p.  896.] 
Procedure. — ^The  procedure  in  suits  against 
the  United  States  under  this  Act  is  governed 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Tucker  Act  of 
March  3,  1887,  ch.  359,  §§  5,  6,  24  Stat.  L. 
506  (5  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1118,  1119). 
Hence,  where  in  a  suit  against  the  United 
States  on  an  insurance  certificate  issued  by 
the  Bureau  of  War  Risk  Insurance,  the  de- 
fendant is  not  served  in  accordance  with 
provisions  of  such  Act,  the  summons  will  be 
quashed  on  motion  of  the  United  States 
attorney.  Cassarello  v.  U.  S.,  (M.  D.  Pa. 
1019)  265  Fed.  326;  Shepherdson  v,  U.  S., 
(E.  D.  Pa.  1921)  271  Fed.  330. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1326,  sec.  402.    [First 

ed.,  1918  Supp.,  p.  917.] 

Change  of  beneficiary. —  This  section  pre-' 
scribes  no  form  in  which  a  change  of  bene- 
ficiary shall  be  expressed,  consequently  it 
may  take  the  form  of  a  letter.  Thus,  it 
has  been  held  that  a  soldier  desiring  to 
change  the  beneficiary  in  his  certificate  of 
war  risk  insurance,  who  had  his  superior 
officer  write  a  letter  to  the  Bureau  of  War 
Risk  Insurance,  which  he  signed,  and  in 
wbich  he  expressed  the  desire  that  the 
change  be  made,  had  sufficiently  complied 
with  the  requirements  for  a  change  of  bene- 
ficiary. Shepherdson  v.  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  Pa. 
1921)  271  Fed.  330,  wherein  it  was  said: 
"The  act  of  Congress  gives  the  right  to  the 
insured  to  change  th#  beneficiary,  without 
further  limitation  of  the  right  than  that  it 
shall  be  effectuated  in  accordance  with  regu- 
lations. There  were  at  the  time  no  regula- 
tions controlling  it,  so  that  the  right  was  an 
Absolute  one.     If  the  question  now  presented 


involved  the  protection  of  the  United  States 
in  a  payment  made  in  accordance  with  the 
records,  it  would  be  one  of  more  importanoe 
than  it  now  presents  as  a  question  wholly 
between  contesting  beneficiaries.  Having  the 
opinion,  which  we  have  expressed,  that  the 
insured  had  the  right  to  nuike  the  change* 
this  carries  with  it  the  vested  right  of  the 
beneficiary  in  the  policy  as  soon  as  the 
change  was  in  fact  made.  The  beneficiary 
having  this  right,  we  are  of  the  further 
opinion  that  it  is  not  lost  to  her  because  the 
official  records  of  the  transaction  have  been 
mislaid  or  destroyed.  The  written  paper,  if 
in  existence,  or  the  official  record  of  it, 
would  be  merely  the  evidence  that  the  change 
had  been  made.  This  evidence  we  do  not 
have,  but  we  do  have  the  legal  equivalent 
of  it." 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1340,  sec.  124.    [First 

ed.,  1918  Supp.,  p.  966.] 
Jurisdiction  of  state  court  over  action  by 
employee  in  nitrate  plant. —  Congress  having 
taken  jurisdiction  of  Muscle  Shoals,  and 
having  adopted  a  Workmen's  Compensation 
Act  (6  Fed.  St.  Ann  (2d  ed.)  282)  which 
has  been  held  to  apply  to  employees  of  com- 
panies operating  nitrate  plsjits  at  Muscle 
Shoals,  a  state  court  has  no  jurisdiction  of 
an  action  for  personal  injuries  by  such  an 
employee.  Webb  o.  J.  G.  White  Engineering 
Corp.,   (1920)  204  Ala.  429,  86  So.  729. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1343,  sec.  120.    [First 

ed.,  1918  Supp.,  p.  964.] 
Application  of  section  to  contracts. —  This 
section  applies  only  to  requisitions  and  not^ 
to  contracts  between  private  individuals  and 
the  government  for  the  furnishing  of  sup- 
plies. American  Smelting,  etc.,  O).  v,  U.  S., 
(1920)    55   Ct.   a.  466. 

Government  contracts  as  defense  to  non- 
performance of  contracts  with  private  indi- 
vidual.—  See  Roxford  Knitting  Co.  v.  Moore, 
(C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed.  177,  affirm- 
ing (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1918)  250  Fed.  278,  288. 
Form  of  order. —  See  Roxford  Knitting  Go. 
V.  Moore,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  265  Fed. 
177,  affirming  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1918)  260  Fed. 
2-78,  288. 

1918  Supp.,  p.  895,  sec.  4.    [First 

ed.,  1918  Supp.,  p.  1015.] 
Scope  and  effect  of  section. —  This  section 
"was  merely  decl^atory  of  the  law.  It 
neither  added  to,  nor  detracted  from,  the 
power  inherent  in  the  courts  under  the 
naturalization  laws  to  hold  a  plea  of  alienage 
in  bar  to  the  performance  of  militarv  service 
operated  likewise  as  a  bar  to  admission  to 
citizenship  The  bona  fides  of  the  intent 
and  desire  of  an  applicant  for  American 
citizenship  constitutes  one  of  the  salient  and 
material  issues  involved  in  a  naturalization 
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proceeding.  The  attitude,  conduct,  and 
actions  of  a  candidate,  as  disclosed  in  his 
questionnaire,  are  matters  that  must  be 
taken  judicial  notice  of,  in  a  naturalization 
proceeding;  and  where  in  such  questionnaire 
the  petitioner  is  shown  to  have  anywhere 
claimed  exemption  from  military  service  on 
the  ground  of  alienage,  he  is  not  eligible  or 
qualified  to  be,  nor  should  be,  admitted  to 
American  citizenship.  The  courts  seem  to 
be  in  more  or  less  uniformity  as  to  this.*' 
In  re  Tomarchio,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1020)  269  Fed. 
400. 

1919  Supp.,  p.  389,  sec.  15. 

Rights  of  beneficiary  in  insurance  install- 
ments.—  Under  this  section  a  beneficiary  has 
no  vested  right  in  installments  of  insurance 
that  do  not  acrue  until  after  his  death  and 
hence  cannot  dispose  of  them  by  will.  In- 
stead such  installments  must  under  this  sec- 
tion be  distributed  among  the  next  of  kin 
of  the  insured  who  are  within  the  permitted 
class  of  beneficiaries.  Cassarello  v,  U.  S., 
(N.  D.  Pa.   1919)    271    Fed.   486. 

1919Supp^p.390,  sec.  19. 

Installments  accruing  prior  to  beneficiar3r'f 
death. —  Where  installments  of  insurance 
have  accrued  before  the  death  of  the  bene* 
ficiary  they  become  vested  in  him  and  hence 
may  be  disposed  of  by  will.  Cassarello  v. 
U.  S.,   (M.  D.  Pa.  1919)   271  Fed.  486. 


1 920  Supp.,  p.  338,  art.  39. 

Effect  of  expiration  of  enlistment  befoze 
commencement  of  pA>ceeding8. —  The  fact 
the  term  of  enlistment  expires  before  pro- 
ceedings against  an  enlisted  man  for  de- 
sertion are  begun  does  not  affect  the  juris- 
diction of  the  naval  authorities  over  him. 
Ex  p.  Clark,  (E.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  271  Fed. 
533,  wherein  it  was  said :  "  It  is  apparent 
that  as  relator  had  deserted  and  could  not  be 
found,  during  ^e  period  of  his  desertion 
there  was  such  a  '  manifest  impediment '  in 
the  way  of  bringing  him  to  justice  as  would 
justify  excluding  the  period  of  his  desertion 
from  any  computation  of  the  time  within 
which  a  prosecution  must  be  begun.  I  have 
carefully  considered  the  decision  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  (General  in  the  Matter  of  George  M. 
Runyon,  dated  December  29,  1920,  and  if 
the  effect  thereof  is  that  a  man  may  desert, 
remain  in  hiding  until  the  time  of  his  en- 
listment expires,  and  then  escape  all  respon- 
sibility, I  cannot  agree  with  such  a  conclu- 
sion. The  effect  thereof  upon  the  morale  of 
army  and  navy  alike  would  be  disastrous. 
While  there  is  no  obligation  to  serve  after 
the  period  of  enlistment,  it  does  not  follow 
that  conduct  during  that  period  may  go  un- 
punished for  the  reason  assigned.  If  that 
were  the  law,  it  might  be  well  urged  that  a 
court-martial  has  no  power  to  imprison  after 
the  expiration  of  the  enlistment." 
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Vol.  IX,  p.  1349,  sec.  2339.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VII,  p.  1090.] 

I.  Construction  in  general. 
II.  Appropriation  of  waters. 

III.  Local  laws. 

IV.  Easements. 

V.  Riparian  rights. 

I.   OONSTRUCnON  TN  GENERAL    (p.    1340) 

Reason  for  act. —  The  act  is  said  to  have 
been  the  outgrowth  of  a  recognition  by  Con- 
gress of  ''the  necessity  of  permitting  per- 
sons in  these  arid  regions  to  acquire  an  in- 
terest in  water  sources  on  public  lands  dis- 
tinct from  the  lands  themselves."  Simons  v. 
Inyo  Cerro  Gordo  Min.  Co.,  (Cal.  App. 
1«20)    192  Pac.  144. 

II.  Appbopriatiok  of  Waters  (p.  1951) 

When  right  of  appropriation  accrues. — ^As 
against  the  right  of  the  government  to  with- 
draw lands,  no  rights  vest  until  completion 
of  the  work.  The  rule  that  the  right  to  an 
easement  for  a  reservoir  ditch  or  canal  re- 
lates back  to  the  notice  of  appropriation  if 
the  work  is  prosecuted  with  diligence,  does 
not  apply  as  against  the  government.    Verde 


Water,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Salt  River  Valley  Water 
Users'   Assoc,    (Ariz.    1021)    197    Pac.    227. 

Discovery  insufficient. —  Mere  discovery  of 
the  springs  could  not  give  a  right  to  divert 
or  use  any  of  the  water.  Nor  could  mere 
development  of  the  water,  unaccompanied  by 
any  actual  diversion  for  beneficial  use,  give 
any  right.  It  is  only  by  some  species  of 
"  appropriation  "  —  i.  e.,  reducing  the  water 
to  actual  possession,  made  as  provided  by  the 
act  of  186C  (Rev.  Stat.  §  2339)— that  one 
can  acquire  title  to  a  right  in  or  to  waters 
situated  or  flowing  wholly  on  public  lands. 
Simons  t*.  Inyo  Cerro  Gordo  Min.  Co.,  (Cat 
App.  1920)  192  Pac.  144,  the  court  adding: 
"  It  will  be  noticed  that  the  language  of  the 
act  of  1865  is: 

"  *  Whenever  by  priority  of  possession, 
rights  to  the  use  of  water  ♦  ♦  •  ha?e 
vested,*  etc. 

*'  The  right  is  the  right  to  the  '  use.'  and 
it  can  be  acquired  only  by  "  priority  of  pos- 
session'; i.  e.,  by  actual  diversion  with  a 
bona  fide  intent  to  use  the  water  for  a  bene- 
ficial purpose." 

III.  Local  Laws  (p.  1356) 

Rights  subject  to  state  laws. —  Defendant's 
rights  under  his  patent  are  subject  to  water 
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rights  which,  under  the  California  law  of 
possessory  rights,  had  vested  prior  to  de- 
fendant's entry,  for  the  federal  statutes  pro- 
vide for  the  protection  of  those  rights  to 
waters  upon  the  public  domain,  acquired  by 
diversion,  which  are  recognized  and  acknowl- 
edged by  the  local  customs,  laws,  and  de- 
cisions of  the  courts  of  the  localities  where 
such  rights  are  claimed.  Haight  r.  Costa- 
nich,   (Cal  192)    IM  Pac.  26. 

IV.  Easements  (p.  1358) 

Pipe  lines. —  One  who  enters  on  public  land 
and  constructs  a  pipe  line  thereon,  under  a 
claim  of  ownership  of  a  water  right,  is  en- 
titled to  the  protection  afforded  by  the  act 
of  1866  to  the  constructors  of  ditches  and 
canals;  that  is,  a  right  of  way  for  such  pipe 
line  is  given  by  the  government.  Simons  r. 
Inyo  Cerro  Gordo  Min.  Co.,  (Cal.  App.  1920) 
192  Pac.  144. 

V.  Riparian  Rights  (p.  1359) 

Patent  relates  back. —  *'  The  granting  of  a 
patent  to  a  settler  on  public  lands  is  held  to 
relate  back  to  the  filing  of  the  entry  of  the 
land  in  the  United  States  land  office  and  to 
confer  the  rights  of  a  riparian  owner  upon 
the  grantee  of  the  patent  from  the  date  of 
his  entry."  Haight  v.  Oostanich,  (Cal.  1920) 
194  Pac.  26. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1362,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VII,  p.  1097.] 

Sights  of  United  States. —  Where  the  pro- 
posed disposition  of  the  water  is  incidental 
to  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  a 
reclamation  project,  a  proposed  canal  is 
within  the  scope  of  the  authority  conferred 
by  law,  and  for  it  the  government  may  oc- 
cupy rights  of  way  under  the  act  of  August 
30,  1890,  or  expropriate  them  by  suitable 
condemnation  proceedings.  Griffiths  v.  Cole, 
(D.  €.  Idaho  1919)  264  Fed.  369. 

Vd.  IX,  p.  1363,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VII,  p.  1098.] 
Right  in  respect  to  Interstate  Canal  in 
Wyoming  and  Nebraska. —  In  a  case  involv- 
ing the  rights  of  the  United  States  in  re- 
spect to  the  appropriation  for  irrigation 
purposes  of  waters  flowing  in  the  Interstate 
Canal  through  Wyoming  and  Nebraska  it 
was  said  on  appeal  from  a  decree  in  favor 
of  the  United  States:  "Counsel  further 
argue  that  appellee  has  not  a  valid  legal  ap- 
propriation for  land  in  Nebraska  under  the 
Interstate  Canal,  because  the  canal  has  its 
headgate  in  Wyoming  and  carries  water  from 
that  state  to  irrigate  lands  in  Nebraska.  The 
theory  of  counsel  is  that,  as  neither  Wyom- 
ing nor  Nebraska  has  jurisdiction  of  the  en- 
tire works  of  the  Pathfinder  project,  both 
states  exceeded  their  jurisdiction  when  they 
issued  permits  to  the  appellee  for  the  re- 
clamation project.  Lamson  i*.  Vailes,  27 
Colo.  201,  61  Pac.  231,  and  Turley  r.  Fur- 
man,  16  N.  M.  253,   114  Pac.  278,  are  cited 


in  support  of  this  contention.  It  is  doubtful 
as  to  whether  these  cases  support  the  con- 
tention; but,  conceding  that  they  do,  they 
have  no  application  as  to  the  Interstate 
Canal  between  Wyoming  and  Nebraska,  es- 
pecially in  view  of  the  fact  that  this  ques- 
tion has  been  passed  upon  directly  by  both 
the  Supreme  Court  of  Wyoming  and  the 
United  States  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  for 
the  Eighth  Circuit  in  a  Nebraska  case.  Wil- 
ley  f>.  Decker,  11  Wyo.  49«,  73  Pac.  210,  100 
Am.  St.  Rep.  939;  Perkins  County,  Neb.  v. 
Graff,  114  Fed.  441,  62  C.  C.  A.  243.  The 
rights  of  appellee  in  connection  with  the 
reclamation  project  must  be  considered  in 
view  of  the  Reclamation  Act  (32  Stat.  388), 
the  Warren  Act  (36  Stat.  925),  and  the 
l^slation  of  Wyoming  and  Nebraska;  and, 
when  thus  considered,  we  see  no  objection  to 
the  right  of  the  United  States  to  appropriate 
and  use  for  irrigation  purposes,  in  either 
Wyoming  or  Nebraska,  the  waters  diverted 
by  it  from  the  North  Platte  river  in  Wyo- 
ming and  flowing  in  the  Interstate  Canal 
through  Wyoming  and  Nebraska.''  Rs^s- 
horn  Ditch  Co.  i?.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir. 
1920)  269  Fed.  80,  afftrming  U.  S.  v.  Rams- 
horn  Ditch  Co.,  (D.  C.  Neb.  1918)  254  Fed. 
842. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1 366,  sec.  3.     [First  ed., 
vol.  VII,  p.  1099.] 

Effect  of  withdrawals — Land  withdrawn 
under  this  section  cannot  be  selected  as  lieu 
land  by  the  state  of  California  imder  the  Act 
of  May  2,  1014,  38  St.,  p.  372,  granting  the 
Tight  to  select  "  vacant  and  "  unreserved  " 
land  in  lieu  of  certain  school  lands.  Donley 
V.  Van  Horn,  (Cal.  App.  1920)  193  Pac.  514. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1367,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VII,  p.  1099.] 

Authority  of  secretary.— 4  It  is  said  that 
by  the  Reclamation  Act  Congress  has  chosen 
to  confer  authority  upon  the  Secretary  of 
the  Interior  only  to  undertake  projects  the 
primary  or  predominant  purpose  of  which 
is  to  reclaim  public  land.  Griffiths  v.  Cole, 
(D.  C.  Idaho  1919)   264  Fed.  369. 

Charges  —  In  general. — ^As  to  what  are 
proper  charges  it  has  been  said:  ''It  is 
difficult  to  draw  the  line  of  demarcation  be- 
tween chargeable  and  nonchargeable  expenses. 
It  oould  hardly  have  been  intended  that  the 
place  where  the  service  is  rendered,  or  the 
obligation  Incurred,  is  a  controlling  consid- 
eration. If  the  accounts  of  the  project  are 
kept  in  Washington,  or  if  supplies  are  pur- 
chased by  an  agent  in  New  York,  or  if  speci- 
fications are  gotten  up  in  Denver,  the  contri- 
bution to  the  project  may  be  quite  as  direct 
and  beneficial  as  it  would  be,  were  such 
services  rendered  in  the  immediate  vicinity. 
Neither  could  it  have  been  intended  to  de- 
cide that  to  be  chargeable  the  service  must 
be  rendered  by  one  who  is  employed  exclu- 
sively upon  a  single  project.    Upon  the  other 
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hand,  general  expense  of  a  strictly  adminis- 
trative character,  such  as  the  salaries  of  the 
administrative  officers  and  of  those  who  as- 
sist them  in  performing  their  administrative 
duties,  and  all  expenses  strictly  incidental  to 
such  performance,  would  seem  to  be  ex- 
cluded. Payette-Boise  Water  Users'  Ass'n 
V.  Bond,  (D.  C.  Idaho  1920)  269  Fed.  159. 

Contested  claims. — As  to  charging  olaima 
which  are  contested  by  the  government  it  has 
been  said :  **  Presumably  it  is  the  opinicHi 
of  the  reclamation  officials  that  the  claim  is 
invalid,  or  they  would  have  recognized  it 
and  caused  it  to  be  paid.  If  it  is  invalid,  the 
settlers  ought  not  to  be  charged  with  it.  If 
it  is  valid,  the  contractors  ought  to  be  paid. 
If  its  status  is  uncertain,  the  settlers  ought 
not  to  be  charged  with  the  full  amount 
thereof.  It  is  a  matter  of  common  knowl- 
edge that  such  claims  are  usually  susceptible 
to  compromise  and  adjustment,  and  if  the 
settlers  are  to  be  charged  with  a  specific 
amount,  the  best  settlement  possible  should 
have  been  noade.  Why  not  give  them  an 
opportunity  to  adjust  it,  if  they  are  to  be 
held  responsible  for  it?  The  government 
should  be  fully  protected,  but  not  to  the  un- 
necessary hurt  of  the  settler.  ...  If  the 
reclamation  officials  and  the  plaintiff  cannot 
agree  as  to  the  proper  amount  to  be  charged 
on  account  of  the  contingent  liability,  or  if 
a  settlement  agreeable  to  all  parties  cannot 
be  made  with  the  claimants,  the  full  claim 
should  be  permitted  to  stand  as  a  charge 
only  upon  condition  and  with  the  undw- 
standing  that,  in  case  the  government  is 
successful  in  defeating  it,  appropriate  credit 
be  given  the  settlers."  Payette-Boise  Water 
Users'  Ai^'n  t;.  Bond,  (D.  C.  Idaho  1920)  269 
Fed.  159. 

Computation  of  acreage  in  estimating  area 
to  be  chaigedy  see  Payette-Boise  Water  Users' 
Ass'n  V.  Bond,  (D.  C.  Idaho  1920)  269  Fed 
169. 

Review  of  action  of  Secretary  of  Interior 
by  the  courts,  see  Payette-Boise  Water  Users' 
Ass'n  V.  Bond,  (D.  C.  Idaho  1920)  269  Fed. 
169. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1369,  sec.  7.     [First  ed., 

vol.  VII,  p.  1100.] 

Destruction  of  business,  etc.,  as  element 
of  compensation. — The  United  States  does  not 
impliedly  promise  to  compensate  persons  en- 
gaged in  stock  raising  for  the  destruction 
of  their  business,  or  the  loss  sustained 
through  the  enforced  sale  of  thei^  cattle,  the 
result  of  the  inundation  of  their  lands  by  the 
oonetruction  of  a  dam  which  arrests  flood 
waters.  Bothwell  v.  U.  8.,  (1920)  254  U.  S. 
2»1,  41  S.  Ct.  74,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirming  (1918)  64  Ct.  CI.  203. 

Interest. — ^An  award  in  condemnation  pro- 
ceedings which  were  instituted  by  the  United 
States  to  appropriate  for  reclamation  pur- 
poses lands  already  actually  taken  properly 
included    interest   at   6   per    cent   from   the 


time  of  the  actual  taking  to  the  time  of  the 
depoeit  of  the  awards  in  court  in  payment 
of  the  same,  especially  where  such  allow- 
ance of  interest  is  in  harmony  with  the  policy 
of  the  state  wherein  the  lands  are  situated* 
U.  S.  V.  Rogers,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  163,  41 
S.  Ct.  281,  66  U.  S.  (L,  ed.)  —  (affirming 
(C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1919)  267  Fed.  397,  16B 
C.  C.  A.  437 ) ,  wherein  the  court  said :  "  In 
fixing  the  compensation  the  district  court, 
and  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  in  affirming 
the  judgment,  followed  the  New  Mexico  stat- 
ute fixing  the  rate  of  interest  at  6  per  cent. 
This  was  in  conformity  wit^  a  former  rul- 
ing of  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  applying 
the  statute  of  Minnesota  to  lands  appro- 
priated in  that  state.  United  States  v.  Sar- 
gent, 89  C.  C.  A.  81,  162  Fed.  81. 

"  The  government  urges  that  the  Conform- 
ity Act  of  August  1,  1888,  does  not  require 
the  United  States  government  to  be  bound 
by  the  rule  of  the  state  statute  in  the  allow- 
ance of  ipterest.  This  may  be  true,  but  we 
agree  with  the  courts  below  that  the  allow- 
ance of  just  compensation  by  giving  intereat 
from  the  time  of  taking  until  payment  is  a 
convenient  and  fair  method  of  ascertaining 
the  sum  to  which  the  owner  of  the  land  is 
entitled.  The  fact  that  the  rule  is  in  har- 
mony with  the  policy  of  the  state  where  the 
lands  are  situated  does  not  militate  against, 
but  makes  for  the  justice  and  propriety  of, 
its  adoption.  United  States  v.  Sargent, 
supra."  See  to  the  same  effect,  U.  S.  v. 
Highsmith,  (1921)  255  Fed.  170,  41  S.  Ct. 
282,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1374,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 
1909  Supp.,  p.  643.] 

Application  of  section. —  This  section  ap- 
plies to  homestead  entries.  Edwards  v.  Bod- 
kin, (S.  D.  Cal.  1919)  267  Fed.  1004.  The 
court  said :  "  Counsel  for  the  defendant 
states  that  section  6  of  the  act  of  June  27« 
1906,  does  not  apply  to  homestead  entries, 
that  the  decision  of  the  Circuit  Gourt  of 
Appeals,  wherein  the  court  decided  that  it 
was  not  necessary  for  the  plaintiff  to  make 
improvements  upon  the  land,  was  erroneous. 
It  is  true  that  that  section  does  not  refer 
to  homestead  entries,  but  section  3  of  the 
act  of  June  17,  1902,  does  refer  to  home- 
stead entries  made  after  withdrawal  of  the 
land,  and  expressly  allows  a  homestead  entry 
after  withdrawal.  It  is  provided  by  sec- 
tion 3*: 

** '  That  all  lands  entered  and  ^itries  made 
under  the  homestead  laws  within  areas  so 
withdrawn  during  such  withdrawal  shall  be 
subject  to  all  Uie  provisions,  limitations, 
charges,  terms,  and  conditions  of  this  act^' 
etc. 

"  Section  3  of  the  act  of  June  17,  1902,  and 
section  6  of  the  act  of  June  27,  1906,  con- 
strued together,  work  out  the  proposition 
stated  by  the  court." 
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Vol.  IX,  p.  1387,  sec.  5.     [First  ed., 

1916  Supp.,  p.  312.] 
Contract  regarding   operation   and  main- 


tenance charges  construed  in  New  York  Canal 
Co.  17.  Bond,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  265 
Fed.  228. 


WEST  INDIAN  ISLANDS 


1918  Supp.,  p.  927,  sec.  2. 

Applicability  of  constitutional  guaranties. 
—  **  The  only  laws  of  the  United  States  ap- 
plicable to  the  Virgin  Islands  are  the  Act  of 
Congress  of  March  3,  1917,  and  the  funda- 
mental law  of  the  Constitution  guaranteeing 
certain  rights  to  all  within  its  protection. 
These  rights  have,  by  repeated  decisions  of 
the  Supreme  Court,  been  divided  into  two 
classes  —  artificial  or  remedial  rights,  which 
are  peculiar  to  our  own  system  of  jurispru- 
dence; and  natural  or  personal  rights,  en- 
forced in  the  Constitution  by  prohibition 
against  interference  with  them.  Rights  of 
both  kinds  are  embraced  within  the  Fifth 
and  Sixth  Amendments  to  the  Constitution. 
Remedial  rights  there  guaranteed  are,  for 
instance,  the  right  of  presentment  by  grand 
jury  and  of  trial  by  jury.  It  has  been  de- 
cided that  rights  of  this  character  are  not 
among  the  fundamental  rights  which  Con- 
gress in  legislating  for  a  territory  not  in- 
corporated into  the  United  States  must  se- 
cure to  its  inhabitants.  Talton  v.  Mayee, 
163  U.  S.  376,  16  Sup.  a.  986,  41  L.  Ed. 
196;  Hawaii  v.  Mankichi,  190  U.  8.  197,  23 
Sup.  Ct.  787,  47  L.  Ed.  1016.  In  harmony 
with  these  decisions  it  has  been  further  held 
that  until  Congress  shall  extend  rights  of 
this  character  to  the  inhabitants  of  newly 
acquired  territory,  the  judicial  system  pre- 
vailing in  such  territory  —  not  the  system 
contemplated  by  the  Constitution  —  is  appli- 
cable and  controlling.  But  in  the  Insular 
Cases  —  De  Lima  v.  Bidwell,  182  U.  S.  i, 
21  Sup.  Ct.  743,  46  L.  Ed.  1041;  Dooley  v. 
United  States,  182  U.  S.  222,  21  Sup.  Ct. 
762,  45  L.  Ed.  1074;  Downes  t;.  Bidweli, 
182  U.  S.  244,  21  Sup.  Ct.  770,  45  L.  Ed. 
1088;  as  well  as  in  Hawaii  v.  Mankichi,  190 
U.  S.  197,  23  Sup.  Ct.  787,  47  L.  Ed.  1016, 
and  Dorr  v.  United  States,  195  U.  S.  138, 
24  Sup.  Ct.  808,  49  L.  Ed.  128,  1  Ann.  Cas. 
697  —  where  the  Supreme  Court  reviewed 
nearly  the  whole  range  of  sovereignty  of  the 
United  States  over  its  possessions,  defining 
what  laws,  statutory  and  oonstitutional,  are 
not  applicable  to  unincorporated  territories 
until  Congress  shall  extend  them,  it  is  made 
very  certain  that  there  are  constitutional 
rights  of  a  natural  or  personal  nature  of 
which  Congress  can  not,  in  legislating  for 
such  outlying  territories,  deprive  their  inhab- 
itants. In  these  cases  the  Supreme  Court 
clearly  expressed  the  opinion,  not  on  the 
point  of  the  decisions,  to  be  sure,  but  as  a 
logical  corollary,  that  even  if  the  people  of 
such  territories  —  not  being  possessed  of  the 


political  rights  of  citizens  —  are  regarded 
aliens,  they  are  entitled  in  the  spirit  of  the 
Constitution  to  be  protected  in  life,  liberty 
and  property  and  not  to  be  deprived  thereof 
without  due  process  of  law. 

"It  was,  we  think,  these  natural  or  per- 
sonal rights,  voucheafed  by  the  Constitution 
to  everyone  within  its  operation,  that  Con- 
gress had  in  mind  when  by  the  Act  of  March 
3,  1917,  it  provided  for  retention  in  the 
Virgin  Islands  of  local  laws  and  local  pro- 
cedure 'in  so  far  as  compatible  with  the 
changed  sovereignty.'  The  Congress  evidently 
intended  that  a  man  in  the  Virgin  Islands 
might  be,  and,  indeed,  should  be  tried  for  his 
life  under  local  laws  of  Danish  origin,  yet 
only  when  those  laws  are  not  incompatible 
with  principles  brought  to  the  Islands  by  the 
change  of  sovereignty,  the  cardinal  one  being 
that  of  due  process  of  law.  .  .  .  But,  while 
it  was   declared  by  The  Organic  Act  that 

froceedings  in  the  local  cour&  of  the  Virgin 
slands  shall  be  as  provided  by  local  Danish 
laws.  Congress  wrought  a  change  in  those 
laws  by  also  providing  that  they  remain  in 
force  only  so  far  as  they  are  compatible  with 
the  changed  sovereignty.  What  the  change 
in  sovereignty  brought  to  the  Islands  was, 
we  think,  the  right,  guaranteed  by  the  new 
sovereign,  of  'an  accused  to  be  confronted 
with  the  witnesses  against  him'  and  the 
right  not  to  be  '  deprived  of  life,  liberty,  or 
property,  without  due  process  of  law.'  The 
essential  element  of  the  latter  is  the  right  to 
be  heard. 

"These  are  principles  which  Congress,  by 
the  Organic  Aet,  engrafted  upon  the  Danish 
laws  of  the  Virgin  Islands.  Without  these 
principles  the  local  laws  would  not  be  com- 
patible with  the  changed  sovereignty."  Soto 
V.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  628. 

Mandamus  for  reinstatement  of  district 
judge. —  In  U.  S.  v,  Malmin,  (C.  C.  A.  3d 
Cir.  1921 )  272  Fed.  785,  it  was  held  that  the 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has  power  to  issue 
mandamus  directing  a  district  judge  whose 
appointment  has  been  unlawfully  revoked  by 
the  Governor  of  the  Islands  to  resume  the 
duties  of  his  office. 

Scope  of  review. — An  appeal  to  the  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals  under  this  section  brings 
the  case  up  for  review  on  both  the  facts  and 
the  law  after  the  manner  of  appeals  to  the 
courts  of  demands.  Soto  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
3d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  628. 

Appellate  jurisdiction  and  procedure. —  In 
Glen  V.  Jorgensen.  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1920) 
265  Fed.  120,  on  an  appeal  from  the  District 
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Court  of  the  Virgin  IslandB  to  the  Circuit 
Court  of  Appeals,  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
latter  court  to  review  the  judgment  on  ap- 
peal was  challenged  on  the  ground  that  the 
action  below  was  an  action  at  law  and  that 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  appellate  court  to 
review  such  an  action  was  by  writ  of  error 
—  and  then  only  as  to  errors  of  law  —  under 
the  distinction  between  actions  in  equity  and 
at  law  and  the  corresponding  distinction  be- 
tween appeals  and  writs  of  error.  Answer- 
ing this  contention,  the  court  said:  "In 
conferring  jurisdiction  Congress  did  not  de- 
fine the  process  to  be  employed  or  the  pro- 
cedure to  be  followed,  otherwise  than  by  stat- 
ing that  '  in  all  cases  arising  in  the  said 
West  Indian  Islands  and  now  reviewable  by 
the  courts  of  Denmark,  writs  of  error  and 
appeals  shall  be  to  the  Circuit  Court  of  Ap- 
peals for  the  Third  Circuit.' 

"  In  using  this  expression  Congress  was 
chiefly  concerned  in  designating  the  court 
to  which  the  process  of  review  should  be  ad- 
dressed. It  rather  assumed  that  the  appel- 
late procedure  would  be  by  writs  of  error 


and  ajppeals;  it  did  not,  however,  expressly 
prescribe  that  procedure  as  it  did  in  the 
act  creating  Circuit  Courts  of  Appeals.  Act 
of  1891,  c  617,  §  6.  ...  If,  in  granting  the 
right  of  review  to  litigants  in  these  islands 
and  in  conferring  appellate  jurisdiction  up<»i 
this  court.  Congress  used  words  which,  hav- 
ing a  technical  meaning  in  jurisdictions  of 
English  origin,  had  no  meaning  at  all  in  Dan- 
ish jurisprudence,  we  cannot  hold  that  Con- 
gress intended  thereby  to  impose  upon  their 
jurisprudenee  a  legal  distinction  between 
proc^ings  in  equity  and  at  law  to  it  un- 
known, and  to  change  their  proceeding  of 
review  from  that  which  existed  to  one 
groimded  on  that  distinction.  In  other  worda, 
we  cannot  hold  that  Congress  prescribed  an 
appellate  procedure  based  on  a  distincticMi 
which  did  not  exist.  Therefwe,  until  Con- 
gress shall  provide  otherwise,  we  shall  re- 
gard the  appellate  jurisdiction  conferred  by 
the  recited  act  to  be  such  as  to  enable  this 
court  to  review  on  appeal  all  matters  of  fact 
and  of  law  inrolyed  in  the  judgments  brought 
here  for  review." 
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Vol.  IX,  p.  1408,  sec.  1.     [First  ed., 

1912  Supp.,  p.  419.] 

"Interstate  commerce.'' — The  definition  of 
"  interstate  commerce  "  in  this  section  neces- 
sarily excludes,  by  implication,  transporta- 
tion from  one  point  in  a  state  to  another 
point  in  the  same  state;  the  words  "from" 
and  "to"  as  used  in  the  act  manifestly  re- 
ferring to  two  different  states  or  territories 
as  the  respective  points  of  origin  and  final 
destination  of  the  transportation,  and  not  to 
a  state  through  which  the  woman  is  carried 
as  a  mere  incident  of  the  through  transporta- 
tion. U.  S.  V.  Wilson,  (E.  D.  Tenn.  1920) 
266  Fed.  712. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1409,  sec.  2.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  419.] 

III.  Elements  of  offense. 

1.  Debauchery. 

3.  Method  of  transportation. 
IV.  Indictment. 

I.  In  general. 
V.  Evidence. 

1.  Admissibility. 

2.  Sufficiency. 

III.  Elements  op  Offewsb 

1.  Debauchery  (p.  1410) 

Purpose  of  transportation. —  "The  inter- 
state transportation  denounced  by  the  act 
must  have  for  its  object,  or  be  a  means  of 
effecting,  or  at  least  of  facilitating,  the  sexual 
intercourse  of  the  parties.     But   the  mere 


fact  that  a  journey  from  one  state  to  an- 
other is  followed  by  such  intercourse,  when 
the  journey  was  not  for  that  purpose,  but 
wholly  for  other  reasons,  to  which  inter- 
course was  not  related,  cannot  be  regarded 
as  a  violation  of  the  statute."  Fieher  v. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  667. 

3.  Method  of  Transportation   (p.  I4I0) 

Transportation  by  common  carrier. —  It  is 
not  essential  in  order  to  constitute  the  offense 
that  the  transportation  be  by  common  carrier. 
Gowling  t?.  U.  S.,   (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.   1920) 
269  Fed.  216. 

rv.  Indictment 
1.  In  General  (p.  1411) 

Sufficiency  —  In  general. —  An  indictment 
which  charges  that  the  defendant  transported 
and  aided  and  assisted  in  transporting  the 
woman  in  interstate  commerce  in  and  by 
means  of  a  certain  automobile  runmng  over 
the  public  highways  of  the  United  States, 
the  automobile  then  and  there  being  in  such 
transportation,  and  operated  and  controlled 
by  the  defendant,  is  sufficient.  Gowling  r. 
U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  216- 

An  indictment  charging  that  on  a  certain 
day  the  accused  transported,  caused  to  be 
transported  and  assisted  and  aided  in  trans- 
porting in  interstate  conunerce  for  the  pur- 
pose of  prostitution,  a  certain  named  woman 
merely  paraphrases  the  statute  and  is  suffi- 
cient. Freed  v.  U.  8.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1920) 
266  Fed.  1012. 

Intent. —  An  indictment  which  alleges  that 
the  transportation  was  ''for  the  purpose  of 
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having  unlawful  sexual  intercourse/'  suffi- 
ciently alleges  the  necessary  criminal  intent. 
Carey  t;.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  265 
Fed.  615.  The  court  said:  ''The  argument 
is  that  these  counts  are  based  upon  sections 
2  and  3  of  the  act  (36  Stat.  825),  which 
require  that  the  transportation  shall  be  *  with 
the  intent  and  purpose  on  the  part  of  Buch 
person'  that  the  woman  shall  engage  in  im- 
moral practice,  and  that  these  counts  of  the 
indictment  merely  alleged  that  the  transpor- 
tation was  '  for  the  purpose  of  having  un- 
lawful sexual  intercourse.'  While  these 
sections  use  the  words  'intent  and  purpose/ 
we  are  unable  to  draw  any  distinction  be- 
tween their  use  therein.  If  the  transporta- 
tion was  for  the  purpose  of  unlawful  inter- 
course, it  must  have  been  with  the  intent  to 
have  such  intercourse.  The  indictment  is 
sufficient." 

Transportation  in  interstate  commerce. — 
Where  an  indictment  merely  charges  trans- 
portation of  the  woman  from  one  point  to 
another  in  Tennessee,  through  Alabama,  and 
does  not  charge  that  she  was  transported 
from  Alabama  as  the  point  of  origin  to  Ten- 
nessee, it  necessarily  follows  that  it  does  not 
state  a  case  of  transportation  in  interstate 
conunerce,  as  defined  in  the  White  Slave 
Traffic  Act.  U.  S.  v.  Wilson,  (E.  D.  Tenn. 
1920)  206  Fed.  712. 

Joinder  of  offenses. —  Offenses  against  this 
act  growing  out  of  the  same  transaction  may 
be  so  connected  as  to  permit  of  their  joinder 
in  one  indictment  in  separate  counts  under 
R.  S.  sec.  1024  (2  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
p.  676).  Freed  v.  U.  S.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1020)    266   Fed.    1012. 

V.    EvmEircB 
1.  Admissibility    (p.   1412) 

Testimony  of  accomplices. — "  While  the 
Supreme  Court  recognizes  that  there  is  no 
absolute  rule  of  law  preventing  convictions 
upon  the  testimony  of  an  accomplice,  the 
jury  should  be  instructed  and  cautioned  as 
to  the  character  of  such  testimony  and  the 
danger  of  convicting  without  supporting  evi- 
dence." Freed  v.  U.  S,,  (App.  Cas.  I).  C. 
1920)    266  Fed.   1012. 

Paternity  of  child  bom  by  woman  trans- 
ported.—  It  has  been  held  that  it  is  compe- 
tent for  the  prosecution  to  prove  that  the 
defendant  is  the  father  of  a  child  by  the 
woman  whom  he  is  accused  of  having  trans- 
ported in  violation  of  this  Act.  Cowling  v, 
U.  a,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1920)  269  Fed.  215. 


Determination  of  prejudice  from  admitted 
evidence. —  Whether  prejudice  results  from 
the  erroneous  admission  of  evidence  at  a 
trial  is  a  question  of  practical  effect,  when 
the  trial  as  a  whole  and  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  proofs  are  regarded.  Thus, 
where  the  defendant  in  a  prosecution  imder 
this  Act,  urges  that  the  admission  of  evi- 
dence that  he  had  borrowed  a  sum  of  money 
from  the  woman  in  the  case  and  had  not 
repaid  it,  was  prejudicial,  but  it  appears 
that  the  evidence  of  guilt,  aside  from  that 
challenged  was  overwhelming  and  undis- 
puted, a  judgment  of  conviction  will  be 
affirmed.  Williams  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.   1920)    265  Fed.  625. 

For  evidence  held  admissible  to  show  a 
violation  of  this  Act,  see  Carey  v.  U.  8.,  (C. 
C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)   266  Fed.  516. 

2.  Swjfioiency  (p.  1412) 

For  eyidence  held  to  be  sufficient  to  show 
a  violation  of  this  section,  see  Elrod  v.  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  66;  Carey 
V,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed. 
515;  Francis  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1920)   264  Fed.  513. 

For  evidence  held  to  be  insoffidont  to  show 
a  violation  of  this  Act,  see  Fisher  v,  U.  S., 
(C.  C.  A.  4th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  667; 
England  v,  U.  S.,  (CCA.  4th  Cir.  1921) 
272  Fed.  102.  In  the  latter  case  it  was  held« 
there  being  no  evidence  of  persuasion  or  in- 
ducement on  the  part  of  the  defendant,  that 
it  was  error  to  instruct  the  jury  that  *'the 
mere  act  of  defendant  in  traveling  with  the 
girl  from  West  Virginia  to  Akron,  and  there 
having  inunoral  relations  with  her,  although 
she  went  entirely  of  her  own  accord  and 
without  the  slightest  persuasion  on  his  part, 
or  even  against  his  advice,  constituted  a 
violation  of  the  statute,  and  rendered  him 
liable  to  its  penalties." 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1416,  sec.  4.     [First  ed., 
1912  Supp.,  p.  420.] 

Objections  on  appeal — ^An  objection  on  ap- 
peal by  one  convicted  of  a  violation  of  this 
section  that  the  evidence  did  not  justify  a 
conviction  cannot  be  availed  of  where  there 
was  no  request  by  the  defendant  on  the  trial 
for  any  instructions  to  the  jury  and  no 
exception  made  to  the  tiharge  given.  Quarles 
V.  U.  S.,  (CCA*  6th  Cir.  1921)  274  Fed. 
203. 
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WITNESSES 


Vol.  IX,  p.  1421,  sec.  858.     [First 
ed.,  1909  Supp.,  p.  708.] 

III.  Criminal  Cases  (p.  1422) 
To  the  flame  effect  as  the  original  annota- 
tions, see  Jin  Fuey  Moy  v.  U.  S.,  (1920) 
254  U.  S.  189,  41  S.  Ct.  98,  66  U.  S.  (L.  Ed.) 
—  {affirming  (W.  D.  Pa.  1918)  253  Fed. 
213)  wherein  it  was  further  held  that  the 
rule  that  excludes  the  wife  of  an  accused 
from  testifying  in  his  hehalf  in  the  federal 
courts  applies  although  her  evidence  is 
offered  simply  to  contradict  the  testimony 
of  particular  witnesses  for  the  government, 
who  testified  to  certain  matters  as  having 
happened  in  her  presence. 

Vol.  IX,  p.  1428,  sec.  848.    [First 

ed.,  vol.  VII,  p.  1124.] 

III.  Kecessity  that  witnesses  be  sworn. 

IV.  Mileage. 

m.     Necessitt  that  Witness  Bb  Sworn 

(p.  1430) 
Taxing  as  costs  the  fees  of  witnesses  who 
do  not  testify. —  There  is  no  abuse  of  dis- 
cretion in  taxing  as  costs  the  mileage  and 
fees  of  witnesses  who  did  not  testify  where 
they  were  subpoenaed  in  good  faith  their 
testimony  being  deemed  material  to  the 
issues  involved.  Kirby  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  0.  A. 
9th  Cir.   1921)    273  Fed.  391. 

IV.     Mueage   (p.  1430) 

Extent  of  allowance. —  In  actions  -at  law 

an  allowance  for  travel  from  the  actual  place 

of  residence  of  the  i^itness  may  be  allowed, 

thoiigh  in  exoess  of  a  hundred  miles.  Stokely 

V.  Mather,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1921)  270  Fed.  592. 
In   Kirby  v.  U.   S.,    (C.   C.   A.   9th   Cir. 

1921)  273  Fed.  391,  the  court  said:  "Error 
is  assigned  to  the  ruling  of  the  court  below 
in  allowing  as  costs  the  mileage  of  witnesses 
who  attended  the  trial  from  without  the 
state,  and  from  points  more  than  100  miles 
from  where  the  court  was  held.  The  ques- 
tion of  practice  raised  by  the  assignment  is 
one  upon  which  the  courts  have  differed.  In 
the  First  circuit  it  is  held  that  a  witness  is 
entitled  to  the  whole  mileage  without  limit 
to  the  100  miles,  whether  or  not  be  resides 
within  the  jurisdiction.  United  States  v, 
Sanborn  (C.  C.)  28  Fed.  302;  The  City  of 
Augusta,  80  Fed.  297,  26  C.  C.  A.  430;  The 
Governor  Ames,  187  Fed.  40,  109  C.  C.  A. 
04;  Eastern  S.  S.  Corp.  i;.  Great  Lakes 
Dredge  &  D.  Co.,  256  Fed.  497,  168  C.  C.  A. 
S.  The  rule  is  to  the  contrary  in  the  Second 
eimiit.     Buffalo   Ins.   Co.  v>  Providence  ft 


S.  S.  S.  Co.  (C.  C.)  29  Fed.  237;  The  Syra- 
cuse (C.  C.)  36  Fed.  830.  Also  in  the  Third 
circuit.  The  Progresso  (D.  C.)  48  Fed.  239. 
And  in  the  Fourth  circuit.  Sloss  Iron  ft 
Steel  Co.  V.  South  Carolina  &  G.  R.  Co. 
(C.  C.)  75  Fed.  106.  Also  in  the  Sixth  cir- 
cuit. The  Vernon  (D.  C.)  36  Fed.  113; 
Burrow  v.  Kansas  City,  etc.,  R.  Co.   (C.  C.) 

54  Fed.  278.  Also  in  the  Seventh  circuit 
Eastman  v.  Sherry  (C.  C.)  37  Fed.  844. 
Also  in  the  Eighth  circuit.  Pinson  v.  Kail- 
road  Ca  (C.  C.)  64  Fed.  464;  Griggsby  Const. 
Co.  v.  Louisiana  &  N,  W.  R.  Co.  (C.  C.)  123 
Fed.  761;  United  States  v.  Green  (D.  C.) 
196  Fed.  255.  In  the  Kinth  circuit,  in 
Hunter  t?.  Russell  (C.  C.)  69  Fed.  964,  Judge 
Elnowles  followed  the  rule  of  the  First  cir- 
cuit, but  in  Hanchett  v,  Humphrey  (C.  C.) 
93  Fed.  895,  Judge  Hawley  ruled  otherwise, 
and  held  that  mileage  is  taxable  for  a  wit- 
ness from  any  point  within  the  district  and 
for  a  distance  of  100  miles,  if  the  witness 
came  from  a  point  at  a  greater  distance, 
and  without  the  district.  In  United  States 
V,  Southern  Pac.  Co.  (C.  C.)  172  Fed.  909, 
Judge  Bean  followed  the  ruling  in  Hanchett 
V.  Humphrey.  In  United  States  v.  Southern 
Pac.  Co.  (D.  C.)  230  Fed.  270,  Judge  Trippet 
held  likewise.  In  neither  of  the  last  two 
cases  was  mention  made  of  the  decision  of 
this  court  in  Jesse  D.  Carr  Land  &  Live 
Stock  Co.  V.  United  States,     116  Fed.  821, 

55  C.  C.  A.  433,  in  which  Judge  De  Haven, 
speaking  for  the  court  said: 

"'The  appellant's  motion  to  strike  from 
the  bill  of  costs  the  amount  claimed  by  the 
appellee  for  mileage  and  fees  of  certain  wit- 
nesses, who  came  from  without  the  state  and 
more  than  100  miles  from  the  place  of  trial, 
was  properly  denied'  —  citing  United  States 
V,  Sanborn  (C.  C.)  28  Fed.  299. 

"  Upon  that  decision  the  plaintiff  in  the 
present  suit  relies.  We  are  of  the  opinion 
that  the  remarks  of  the  court  in  that  rase 
should  not  be  held  decisive  of  the  question 
here  involved.  The  ruling  was  made,  not 
on  a  motion  to  retax  the  costs,  but  on  a 
motion  to  strike  out  the  costs  taxed  as  mile- 
age and  for  expenses  of  witnesses.  It  does 
not  appear  that  the  question  whether  or  not 
the  witnesses  were  entitled  to  mileage  for 
more  than  100  miles  was  presented  or  dis- 
cussed. Judge  Hawley  participated  in  the 
decision,  nothwithstanding  his  prior  ruling 
in  Hanchett  v.  Humphrey.  We  think  it 
should  not  stand  in  the  way  of  adopting  the 
rule  which  is  sustained  by  the  weight  of  au- 
thority, as  well  as  by  the  weight  of  reason, 
that  mileage  is  taxable  in  the  federal  court 
only  for  the  distance  that  could  be  reached 
by  a  subpoena,  and  we  bo  hold.' 
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Vol.  X,  p.  295,  Preamble. 

IX.      EXFBBSB  AND  ImpUKD  POWBBS 

1.    In  General  (p.  308) 

''It  is  elementary  that  our  federal  gov- 
ernment is  one  of  enumerated,  specially  de- 
fined powers,  and  powers  essential  to  the 
execution  of  those  specifically  granted,  and 
that  our  state  governments  are  organized  on 
the  exact  converse  of  that  theory.  The  state 
has  all  the  powers  of  an  absolute,  unre- 
strained sovereign,  except  so  far  as  the  state 
surrendered  certain  soverei^  powers  with 
which  to  constitute  and  create  the  federal 
government.'*  American  Coal  Min.  Co.  i\ 
Special  Coal,  etc..  Commission,  (D.  C.  Ind. 
1020)   268  Fed.  563. 

Vol.  X,  p.  352,  art.  1 ,  sec.  4. 

II.     EXEBdSB  OF  POWEB  BT  COKOBESS 

1.    In  General  (p.  354) 

The  only  source  of  power  which  Congress 
prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  I7th  Amendment 
[see  11  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  1112]  pos- 
sessed over  elections  for  Senators  and  Repre- 
sentatives was  this  section  which  empowers 
Congress  to  regulate  the  manner  of  holding 
such  elections.  Newherry  v.  U.  S.,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  469,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 

• 

Priiiiary  elections  or  conventions. —  Undei 
this  constitutional  grant  of  power  to  regulate 
the  "  manner  of  holding  elections  "  of  Sena- 
tors and  Representatives,  Congress  can  not 
^Xy  as  it  attempted  in  the  Act  of  June  25. 
1910,  8  8,  as  amended  hy  the  Act  of  August 
19,  1911  (see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
120)  the  maximum  sum  which  a  candidate 
may  spend,  or  advise  or  cause  to  be  con- 
tributed and  spent  by  others,  to  procure  hi.^ 
nomination  at  a  primary  election  or  con- 
vention. Newberry  p.  U.  S.,  (1921)  266 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  a.  469,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  X,  p.  358,  art.  1 ,  sec.  5. 

II.   EXCLUSIVENKSS  OF  JUBISDICTIOIT   (p.  358) 

Validity  of  state  statute  permitting  ab- 
sentee voting. —  In  In  re  Opinion  of  Justices, 
(X.  H.  1921)  113  Atl.  293,  the  court  ex- 
pressed doubt,  in  view  of  the  provisions  of 
this  section,  as  to  the  validity  of  a  state 
statute  permitting  absentee  voting  for  mem- 
bers of  Congress. 


Vol.  X,  p.  389,  art.  1 ,  sec.  8. 

I.  ''To  lay  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  im- 
posts and  excises." 

1.  General  power  to  lay  taxes. 

2.  District    of    Columbia    and    Terri- 

tories. 
IV.  "  Shall     be     uniform     throughout     the 
United  States." 
5.  Geographical  uniformity. 

I.  '*To   Lay   aih)  Collect  Taxes,   Dtjuks, 
Imposts  and  Excises  " 

1.  General  Poicer  to  Lay  Tawes  (p.  390) 

"The  power  of  Congress  to  tax,  as  given 
in  the  Constitution,  has  only  one  exception 
and  two  qualifications.  Congress  cannot  tax 
exports,  and  it  must  impose  direct  taxes  by 
the  rule  of  apportionment,  and  indirect  taxes 
by  the  rule  of  uniformity."  Kelly  t\  Lewel- 
lyn,   (W.  D.  Pa.  1921)   274  Fed.  108. 

Not  a  limitation  of  power. —  ''Where  the 
right  of  taxation  exists,  if  its  exercise  is 
within  the  lawful  power  of  Congress,  it  is 
absolutely  unlimited  in  its  nature,  carrying 
with  it  the  power  to  embarrass  and  even 
destroy.  Courts  cannot  inquire  into  the  wis- 
dom or  justice  of  such  exercise  of  constitu- 
tional power.  Courts  can  put  no  limitations 
upon  such  exercise  of  power.  The  right  to 
tax,  being  a  constitutional  grant,  is  limited 
by  that  instrument  alone,  and  it  is  within  the 
authority  of  Congress  to  select  the  objects 
upon  which  an  excise  tax  shall  be  laid." 
Kelly  t\  Lewellyn,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1921)  274 
Fed.  108,  wherein  it  was  further  said:  "The 
power  conferred  by  the  Constitution  to  levy 
taxes  uniform  throughout  the  United  States 
must  necessarily  be  exercised  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  Congress.' 


*» 


2.  Distriei     of     Oolumhia    and    TerritorieM 

(p.  391) 

Philippine  Islands. — As  to  the  power  of 
Congress  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the 
revenue  law  to  the  Philippine  Islands  it  is 
said:  "The  power  of  Congress,  in  the  im- 
position of  taxes  and  providing  for  the  col- 
lection thereof  in  the  possessions  of  the 
United  States,  is  not  restricted  by  constitu- 
tional provision  (section  8,  article  1),  which 
may  limit  its  general  power  of  taxation  as  to 
uniformity    and    apportionment   when    legis- 
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lating  for  tlie  mainland  or  United  States 
proper,  for  it  acts  in  the  premdses  under 
the  authority  of  clause  2,  section  3,  article  4, 
of  the  Constitution,  which  clothes  Congress 
with  power  to  make  all  needful  rules  and 
regulations  respecting  the  territory  or  other 
property  belonging  to  the  United  States." 
Lawrence  i\  Wardell,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir. 
1921)   £73  Fed.  406. 


IV.  "Shall  Be  Uniform  Thbouohout  the 

UzaisD  States." 

6.  Geogrtiphioal  Uniformity    (p.   406) 

The  only  rule  of  uniformity  prescribed  by 
the  Federal  Constitution  with  respect  to 
duties,  imposts,  and  excises  laid  by  Congress 
is  the  territorial  uniformity  which  this  sec- 
tion requires.  La  Belle  Iron  Works  v.  U.  S., 
(1921)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  8.  Ct.  628,  66  U.  8. 
(Ia   ed.). 

Vol.  X,  p.  410,  art.  1,  sec.  8. 

II.  What  constitutes  interstate  and  foreign 

commerce. 

1.  Definition  and  nature. 

e.  Means   and    appliances    neces- 

sarily employed. 

III.  Exclusiveness  of  power. 

2.  When  states  may  exercise  power. 

b.  Police  power  of  the  states. 

(2)  In  the  absence  of  leg- 

islation by  Congress. 
(6)   Indirect   or    incidental 
interference         with 
commerce. 

rX.  Power  of  states. 

1.  Conmierce  wholly  within  a  state. 

a.  In  general. 

b.  Regulations  of  intrastate  com- 

merce   indirectly    affecting 
interstate  commerce. 

2.  State  and  municipal  legislation  af- 

fecting commerce. 

c.  Discrimination  against  foreign 

products. 
(1)  In  general. 

d.  Inspection  laws. 

(1)  In  general. 

(3)  Inspection  fees. 

f.  Railroad     and    express    com- 

panies. 
(19)  Payment    of,    or    re- 
fusal to  pay,  claim 
within      a     certain 
time, 
w.  Intoxicating  liquors. 

(6)  Prohibiting      bringing 
liquors  into  the  state. 
wi.  Foreign  corporations. 

(1)  Riffht  of  states  to  ex- 
clude foreign  corpo- 
ration or  impose  con- 
ditions. 


xi.  State  taxation. 

(2)   Separation  of  interstate  from 

intrastate    commerce. 
(3)   Discrimination    against    for- 
eign products. 
( 4 )  Tran  sportation,  telegraph,  and 
telephone  companies, 
(b)  Tax  on  instrumentalities 
of    commerce   as  prop- 
erty, 
a  a.  In  general, 
(e)   Privilege  taxes. 

dd.  Telegraph    and    tele- 
phone   companies, 
(aa)  In  general. 
(8)   Taxation  of  corporation  fran- 
chises. 

(a)  Domestic  corporations. 

(b)  Foreign  corporations. 

( 13 )  Taxation  of  goods  from  other 
states     or     abroad    as 
property, 
(b)  Taxation     of     goods     in 
original     packages     as 
property. 
(21)  Tax  on  drummers,  canvassers 
and  sample  peddlers. 
(a)   In  general. 

II.     What    Constitutes    Intebstate    aito 
Foreign    Comke&ce 

1.     Definition  and  Nature 

e.  Means    and    Appliances    Necessarily   Em- 
ployed  (p.  434) 

Condemnation  of  property  outside  stats  bj 
municipality  for  waterworks. —  The  condem- 
nation by  a  municipality  of  a  water  works 
part  of  the  property  of  which  is  outside  the 
state  does  not  constitute  an  interference  with 
interstate  commerce.  Superior  Water,  etc., 
Co.  t\  Superior,  (Wis.  1921)   183  N.  W.  264. 

III.  Exclusiveness   of  Poweb 

2.  When  States  May  Ecoeroiae  Power 

b.   Police  Power  of  the  States 

(2)  In  the  Absence  of  Legislation  by  Con* 

gress  (p.  462) 

"  Under  this  provision  of  the  Constitution, 
Congress  has  power  'to  regulate  conunerce 
with  foreign  naticws,  and  among  the  several 
states,  and  with  the  Indian  tribes.'  It  will 
thus  be  seen  that  the  states  have  surrendered 
their  power  to  regulate  commerce  to  the 
federal  government,  but  until  the  latter  takes 
possession  of  the  entire  field,  the  states,  as 
to  that  unoccupied,  may  exercise  limited 
authority  in  the  aid  of  commerce.  However, 
the  states'  power  in  this  respect  will  be  up- 
held only  so  long  as  the  exercise  thereof  does 
not  affect  the  conduct  of  a  company  engaged 
in  interstate  commerce  in  the  performance  of 
its  duties  in  other  states."  Western  Union 
Tel.  Co.  t\  Sims,  (Ind.  1920)   131  N.  E.  620. 
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(6)   Indirect      or     Incidental      Interference 
With  Commerce   (p.  455) 

Requiring  detour  of  interstate  trains  lor 
purpose  of  serying  certain  city. —  A  railway 
company  cannot,  consistently  with  the  com- 
merce clause,  be  required  to  detour  its  two 
through  interstate  day  passenger  trains  via 
a  city  of  some  4,000  inhabitants,  instead  of 
running  such  trains  over  a  cutoff  forming 
a  part  of  the  main  line,  where  such  city  is 
otherwise  served  by  fourteen  local  daily  pas- 
senger trains,  seven  each  way,  and  where  to 
make  the  detour  will  require  the  railway 
company  to  maintain  16  more  miles  of  track 
at  the  high  standard  essential  for  the 
through  trains,  and  to  move  the  latter  10 
miles  farther,  with  consequent  delay  and 
inconvenience  all  along  the  line.  St.  Louis, 
etc.,  R.  Co.  t\  Public  Service  Commission, 
(1921)  254  U.  S.  6^5,  41  S.  Ct.  192,  ©6  U.  8. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  {rever9mg  (1019)  277  Mo.  264, 
210  S.  W.  92)  wherein  the  court  said: 

"  The  applicable  general  doctrine  has  been 
often  considered,  and  in  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R. 
Co.  V.  Railroad  Commission,  237  U.  S.  220, 
226,  59  L.  ed.  926,  980.  P.  V.  R.  1915C,  309, 
35  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  560,  this  court  said; 
*^  *  In  reviewing  the  decision  we  may  start 
with  certain  principles  as  established:  (1) 
It  i»  competent  for  a  state  to  require  adequate 
local  facilities,  even  to  the  stoppage  of  in- 
terstate trains  or  the, rearrangement  of  their 
schedules.  (2)  Such  facilities  existing, — 
that  is,  the  looetl  conditions  being  adequately 
met, —  the  obligation  of  the  railroad  is  per- 
formed, and  the  stoppage  of  interstate  trains 
becomes  an  improper  and  ill^al  interference 
with  interstate  commerce.  (3)  And  this, 
whtther  the  interference  bo  directly  by  the 
legislature  or  by  its  command,  througn  the 
orders  of  an  administrative  body.  (4)  The 
fact  of  local  facilities  this  court  may  deter- 
nuiid,  such  fact  being  necessarily  involved 
in  the  determination  of  the  Federal  queition 
whether  en  order  concerning  an  interstate 
tram  does  or  doec  not  directly  regulate  in- 
terstate commerce  by  imposing  an  arbitrary 
lequirement.  Glaoaon  t\  Minnesota,  106 
U.  S.  427,  41  L.  ed.  1064,  17  Sup.  a.  Rep. 
C27 .  1-ake  Shore  &  M.  S.  R.  Co.  t\  Ohio,  173 
IJ.  6.  286,  43  L.  ed.  702,  19  Sup.  Ct,  Re*). 
Adii ;  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R  Co.  v.  North 
Carolina  Corp.  Commission,  206  U.  S.  1,  51 
L.  ed.  933,  27  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  585,  11  Ann. 
Cas.  398;  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Kansas,  216 
U.  S.  202.  54  L.  ed.  472,  30  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
330;  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  v. 
Illinois,  177  U.  S.  514,  44  L.  ed.  868,  20 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  722;  Mississippi  R.  Commis- 
8i<Hi  17.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.,  203  U.  S.  335,  51 
L.  ed.  200,  27  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  90;  Atlantic 
Coast  Line  R.  Co.  v.  Wharton,  207  U.  S. 
328,  62  L.  ed.  230,  28  Sup.  U.  Rep.  121.' 

'*  Considering  the  facts  disclosed,  we  think 
it  plain  that  the  fourteen  local  passenger 
trains  meet  the  reasonable  requirements  of 
Caruthersville,  and  that  the  Commission's 
order  unduly  burdens  interstate  commerce. 
Compliance  with  it  would  require  the  rail- 


way to  maintain  16  more  miles  of  track  at 
the  high  standard  essential  for  the  through 
trains,  and  to  move  the  latter  10  miles  fur- 
ther, with  consequent  delay  and  inconven- 
iences all  along  the  line.  The  burden  cer- 
tainly would  not  be  less  serious  than  those 
whidb  were  condemned  in  some,  if  not  all,  of 
the  causes  above  referred  to." 

IX.  PowBB  or  Staiss 
1.  Commeroe  WKoUy  u>ithin  a  Stave 
a.  In  General  (p.  518) 
Scope  of  power. — "  The  limits  of  the  state's 
police  power  are  difficult  of  determination, 
as  is  also  the  extent  of  the  federal  power 
conferred  under  the  conmierce  clause,  which, 
no  doubt,  accounts  for  the  fact  that  the 
courts  have  not  attempted  to  exactly  define 
their  limits.  It  is,  therefore,  not  surprising 
that  it  is  difficult  to  fix  the  points  at  which 
these  jurisdictions  touch,  or  the  extent  to 
which  they  may  overlap,  and  that  the  courts 
are  far  from  uniform  in  their  holdings  on 
these  questions."  Amos  Bird  Co.  v,  Thomp- 
son, (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  274  Fed.  702. 

b.  Regulations  of  Intrastate  (Donmieroe  In- 
directly Affecting  Interstate  Commerce  (p. 
519) 

A  state  statute  is  not  invalid  if  it  only 
incidentally  affects  foreign  commeroe,  if  such 
effect  was  not  the  object  of  the  Legislature, 
but  resulted  from  a  legitimate  attempt  on  its 
part  to  protect  the  people  of  the  state  in 
their  health,  or  from  fraud  or  deceit,  in- 
tentional or  otherwise.  Amos  Bird  Co.  t^. 
Thompson,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  274  Fed. 
702,  so  declaring  in  the  case  of  a  statute 
relating  to  foreign  eggs. 

2.  State  and  Municipal  Legielation  Affecting 

Commerce 

c.  Discrimination  against  Foreign  Products 

(1)  In  General  (p.  522) 
School  text  bookSi — ^A  statute  imposing 
conditions  including  prices  at  which  it  will 
purchase  text  books  ^  be  used  in  its  public 
school  is  not  as  to  nonresident  publishers  an 
illegal  attempt  to  regulate  interstate  com- 
merce as  a  nonresident  has  no  vested  right 
without  the  consent  of  the  state  to  sell  and 
ship  its  books  to  school  officials  of  a  state 
in  interstate  commerce.  Macmillan  Co.  i^. 
Johnson,   (E.  D.  Mich  1920)  269  Fed.  28. 

License  tax  imposed  on  local  agents  selling 
foreign  automobiles. —  The  imposition  of  a 
state  license  tax  upon  local  agents  to  whom 
automobiles  are  consigned  for  sale  by  their 
nonresident  manufacturers,  which  discrimi- 
nates in  favor  of  the  product  of  resident 
manufacturers,  is  an  unconstitutional  at- 
tempt by  the  state  to  regulate  interstate 
commerce,  it  being  in  effect  a  tax  upon  the 
importation  of  the  automobiles  into  the  state. 
Bethlehem  Motors  Corp.  t;.  Flynt,  (1921) 
266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  571,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
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d.  Inspection  Laws 

(1)   In  General   (p.  526) 

Interference  with  United  States  laws. — 
The  inspection  and  grading  of  grain  in  inter- 
state commerce  requires  a  uniform  system 
throughout  the  United  States,  and  no  state 
has  the  authority  to  interfere  with  such 
system  established  by  the  United  States. 
Farmers'  Grain  Co.  v,  Langer,  (C.  C.  A.  8th 
Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  635. 

(3)   Inspection  Fees   (p.  530) 

In  excess  of  expenses  of  inspection* — ^An 
inspection  fee  which  greatly  exceeds  the  cost 
of  inspection  cannot  be  imposed  on  inter- 
state commerce  as  a  law  authorizing  such  an 
exaction  amounts  to  a  revenue  law.  Texas 
Co.  V,  Brown,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  266  Fed. 
577.  The  court  said:  "The  inspection  is 
obviously  an  exercise,  primarily,  of  the 
state's  police  power.  Petroleum  products 
may  constitutionally  be  inspected  while  still 
in  interstate  commerce,  even  at  the  state 
line,  and  an  accompanying  fee,  which  does 
not  obviously  and  largely  exceed  the  cost 
of  inspection,  is  a  part  of  the  inspection  and 
equally  allowable  under  the  police  power. 
Pure  Oil  Co.  v,  Minnesota,  248  U.  S.  158,  39 
Sup.  Ct.  35,  63  L.  Ed.  180.  A  so-called  in- 
spection fee,  however,  which  obviously  and 
largely  exceeds  the  cost  of  inspection,  is  not 
so  justified  and  cannot  be  imposed  by  a  state 
upon  interstate  commerce.  Standard  Oil 
Co.  V,  Graves,  249  U.  S.  389,  39  Sup.  Ct.  320, 
63  L.  £d.  662;  Foote  v.  Maryland,  232  U.  S. 
494,  34  Sup.  Ct.  377,  58  L.  Ed.  698.  Such 
a  fee,  though  imposed  professedly  as  an 
inspection  fee,  and  under  the  police  power, 
is  really  a  tax,  and  must  be  justified  as  an 
exercise  -of  the  taxing  power,  if  at  all.  .  .  . 
Disregarding  names,  therefore,  and  going  to 
the  substance,  the  exaction  sub  judice,  though 
called  a  fee,  and  imposed  in  connection  with 
an  inspection,  is  found,  not  only  to  greatly 
exceed  the  cost  of  inspection,  but  to  have 
been  intended  to  raise  revenue.  The  charge 
for  inspecting  a  tank  car  of  petitioner's  oil 
is  $40,  but  under  the  law  the  inspector  can 
keep  but  $10  for  his  services  and,  when  his 
retentions  reach  $100  per  month,  the  whole 
of  it  is  paid  into  the  state  treasury.  Actual 
trial  of  the  law  has  showed,  for  many  years, 
an  income  to  the  state  manv  times  the  coat 
of  executing  the  inspection  la\ir.  The  fees 
were  not  reduced  by  the  Legislature,  but  the 
law  was  amended  and  extended,  and  the 
revenue  increased,  and  has  been  specifically 
appropriated  from  year  to  year  to  the  sup- 
port of  certain  public  institutions.  Both  in 
gurpose  and  in  effect,  the  law  is  a  revenue 
iw." 

A  state  law  providing  for  the  inspection 
of  gasoline  and  imposing  a  tax  out  of  all 
proportion  to  the  cost  of  inspection  is  void 
as   to  gasoline   in  the  course   of   interstate 


commerce.  Shell  Co.  v.  State,  (1921)  113 
Wash.  632,  194  Pac.  836,  following  Askers  r. 
Continental  Oil  Co.,  252  U.  S.  444,  40  S.  01 
355,  64  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  654,  on  this  point,  but 
holding  the  act  to  be  revocable  and  valid  as 
to  gasoline  in  the  state  and  not  in  interstate 
commerce. 

f.  Railroad  and  Express  Companies 

(19)  Payment  of,  or  Refusal  to  Pay,  Claim 
Within  a  Certain  Time   (p.  571) 

Such  a  statute  is  superseded  foy  the  Car- 
mack  amendment.  Hines  17.  Cabaniss,  (1020) 
204  Ala.  527,  86  So.  524. 

w.  Intoxicating  Liquors 
(5)    Prdbi-biting  Bringing  Liquors   into  the 

State  (p.  626) 
Reed  amendment  nullifies  state  laws. —  By 
the  Reed  Amendment  (1018  Supp.  904) 
Congress  reassumed  the  jurisdiction  over 
the  interstate  transportation  of  intoxicating 
liquor  relinquished  by  the  Webb  Kenyon 
Act  (4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.>  586)  and 
accordingly  a  state  statute  prohibiting  ttxe 
shipment  of  liquor  into  the  state  from  an- 
other etate  is  invalid  as  an  infringonent  on 
the  conmierce  power  of  Congress.  People  v. 
Keeley,  (Mich.  1021)  181  K.  W.  000. 

wi.  Foreign  Corporations 

(1)  Right  of  States  to  Exclude  Foreign  Oor- 
porations  or  Impose  Conditions  (p.  662) 

Imposing  conditions  on  transaction  of  in- 
terstate business. — A  statute  prohibiting  for- 
eign corporations  from  transacting  business 
within  a  state  except  on  certain  conditions 
which  is  applicable  to  interstate  as  well  as 
intrastate  business  is  void  as  an  infringe- 
ment on  the  exclusive  power  of  Congress. 
Dahl  Implement,  etc.,  Co.  v,  Campbell,  (N. 
D.  1920)  178  N.  W.  197,  construing  statute 
to  apply  to  intrastate  business  only. 

xl.  State  Taxation 

(2)  Separation  of  Interstate  from  Intrastate 

Commerce  (p.  657) 

Tax  on  net  profits  earned  within  state. — 
State  taxation  of  a  foreign  manufacturing 
and  trading  corporation,  measured  by  the 
net  profits  earned  within  the  state,  does  not 
offend  against  the  commerce  clause  of  the 
Federal  Constitution,  whether  deemed  a 
property  tax  or  a  franchise  tax,  even  though 
these  profits  may  have  been  derived  in  part, 
or  indeed  mainly,  from  interstate  commerce, 
where  payment  of  the  tax  is  not  made  a  con- 
dition precedent  to  the  right  of  the  corpora- 
tion to  carry  on  business,  including  inter- 
state business,  but  its  enforcement  is  left  to 
the  ordinary  means  of  collecting  taxes. 
Underwood  Typewriter  Cb.  t^.  Chamberlain, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  113,  41  S.  Ct.  45,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1010)  04  Conn.  47, 
108  Atl.  154. 
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Gasolene. — ^A  single  excise  tax  imposed 
upon  the  sale  and  use  of  gasolene  according 
to  the  number  of  gallons  sold  and  used,  while 
invalid  so  far  as  the  gasolene  is  sold  in  the 
tank  cars  or  other  original  packages  in  which 
the  gasolene  was  brought  into  the  state,  is 
enforceable  to  the  extent  that  it  imposes  the 
tax  upon  gasolene  sold  at  retail  in  quantities 
to  suit  customers,  not  in  the  original  pack- 
age. Bowman  t^.  Continental  Oil  Uo.,  (1921) 
266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  606,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  which  fmiJier  held  that  a  state  may  im- 
pose an  excise  tax  upon  the  use  of  gasolene 
by  a  dealer  at  his  distributing  stations  in 
the  operation  of  his  auomobile,  tank  wagons, 
and  trucks  employed  in  the  business  of  dis- 
tributing his  wares  for  sale,  although  the 
gasolene  is  the  product  of  other  states.  It 
was  still  further  held  however  that  the 
invalidity  as  respected  interstate  commerce  of 
an  annual  license  tax  imposed  upon  gasolene 
distributing  stations  or  places  of  business, 
with  a  prohibition  against  further  conduct 
of  the  business  without  making  the  required 
payment,  rendered  the  tax  unenforceable  also 
as  to  the  domestic  commerce  of  a  dealer  who 
conducted  his  interstate  and  domestic  busi- 
ness indiscriminately  at  the  same  stations 
and  by  the  same  agencies. 

The  above  case  was  before  the  United 
States  Supreme  Court  under  the  name  of 
Askren  v.  Continental  Oil  Co.,  (1920)  252 
U.  S.  444,  40  S.  Ct.  355,  64  L.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
654,  in  1920  (see  1920  Supp.  827)  in  review 
of  an  order  of  the  district  court  granting  a 
temporary  injunction. 

{Z)    Discrimination    against    Foreign    Pro- 
ducts  (p.  658) 

Taxation  of  credits  and  bills  receivable 
resulting  from  the  sale  by  a  resident  of 
goods  brought  from  without  the  state  is  not 
a  violation  of  this  section.  Krauss  Bros. 
Lumber  Co.  v.  Board  of  Assessors,  (1921) 
148  La.  1057,  88  So.  397. 

(4)  Transportation,  Telegraph  and  Telephone 

Companies 

(b)    Tax  on  Instrumentalities  of  Commerce 

as  Property 

aa.  In  General  (p.  667) 

While  a  state  may  not,  in  the  guise  of 
taxation,  constitutionally  compel  a  corpora- 
tion to  pay  for  the  privilege  of  engaging  in 
interstate  conunerce,  yet  this  immunity  does 
not  prevent  the  state  from  imposing  an 
ordinary  property  tax  upon  property  having 
a  situs  within  its  territory,  and  employed  in 
interstate  commerce,  including  the  franchise 
of  the  corporation,  if  not  derived  from  the 
United  States,  although  that  franchise  is  the 
business  of  interstate  commerce.  St.  Louis, 
etc..  Electric  R.  Co.  v,  Missouri,  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  488,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — 
{affirming  (1919)  279  Mo.  616,  216  S.  W. 
763)  wherein  it  is  specifically  held  that  a 
jtate  tax  upon  the  intangible  property  within 
the  state  of  a  domestic  corporation  operating 
a  iitreet  railway  over  an  interstate  bridge  could 


not  be  said  to  have  been  levied  exclusively^ 
upon  its  franchise  to  do  an  interstate  busi- 
ness, and  hence  to  be  a  direct  tax  and  bur- 
den on  the  right  to  engage  in  interstate 
commerce,  where  such  corporation  had  ac- 
quired by  private  contract  an  exclusive  right 
to  operate  over  such  bridge,  and  had  also 
derived  from  private  contract  other  rights 
which  made  its  line  of  track  a  part  of  two 
street  railway  systems,  and  gave  it  a  profit- 
able operating  arrangement  with  them. 

(e)    Privilege  Taxes 

dd.  Telegraph  and  Telephone  Companies 
(aa)   In  General   (p.  685) 

A  munidpal  license  tax  of  $60  a  year  upon 
the  privilege  of  doing  an  intrastate  tele- 
graph business  in  a  city  having  more  than 
five  thousand  and  less  than  twenty-five 
thousand  inhabitants  cannot  be  said  to  be  in 
effect  a  burden  upon  the  telegraph  company's 
interstate  business  merely  because  its  in- 
trastate business  in  that  city,  which  the 
company  asserts  it  is  compelled  by  statute 
to  continue  to  carry  on  at  the  rates  therein 
prescribed,  may  be  insufiicient  to  pay  the 
tax,  where  any  deficit  may  be  obviated  by 
application  for  an  increase  of  intrastate 
rates,  and  where,  in  addition,  the  telegraph 
company,  when  it  entered  the  city,  the  ordi- 
nance levying  the  tax  being  then  in  existence, 
did  not  declare  against  its  legality  or  com- 
plain of  its  detrimental  operation,  but  sub- 
jected itself  to  further  regulation,  licensing, 
and  taxing,  and  paid  the  tax  (by  mistake 
and  inadvertence,  it  asserts)  for  several 
years.  Postal  Tel-Cable  Co.  v,  Fremont, 
(1921)  255  U.  S.  124,  41  S.  Ct.  279,  65  U. 
S.  (L.  ed.  — ,  a^rming  (1919)  103  Neb. 
476,  172  N.  W.  525),  wherein  the  court  said: 

"The  only  contention  that  the  Postal 
Company  makes  here  is  that  the  tax  '  is 
in  effect  an  imposition  upon  its  interstate 
business.'  It  has  this  effect,  is  the  assertion, 
because  its  '  intrastate  business  at  Fremont 
is  insufiicient  to  pay  the  tax,'  which,  if  com- 
pelled, must  be  paid  from  the  company's  in- 
terstate business,"  because  it  is  required  to 
do  an  intrastate  business  by  $  7408  of  the 
state  statutes,  and  its  charges  are  prescribed 
by  the  section.  For  the  contention  and  its 
supporting  assertions  the  company  relies  on 
Postal  Teleg.-Cab!e  Co.  v.  Richmond,  249  U. 
S.  252,  63  L.  ed.  590,  39  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  265. 

"  We  cannot  assign  to  that  case  the  determ- 
ining force  that  counsel  attribute  to  it.  The 
case  clearly  declares  that  a  license  tax  may 
be  lawfully  imposed  on  a  telegraph  company 
for  the  right  to  do  businesswithin  the  borders 
of  the  municipalities  of  a  state.  The  power, 
of  course,  has  its  limitations,  and  must  be 
exercised  with  due  relation  to  the  company's 
interstate  business.  That  relation  is  always 
to  be  considered,  but  it  is  not  disposed  of  by 
the  simple  assertion  of  a  loss.  The  cause  of 
it  or  the  condition  of  it  is  to  be  considered. 
In  this  case  the  tax  is  $60  a  year.  It  cer- 
tainly cannot  be  said  that  it  is  repellent 
from  its  amount,   and   there  is  no  pretense 
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that  its  imposition  'is  a  disguised  attempt 
to  tax  interstate  commerce.'  The  Postal 
Company,  when  it  entered  the  city,  the 
ordinance  levying  the  tax  then  beine  in  ex- 
istence, did  not  declare  against  its  legality, 
or  complain  of  its  detrimental  operation. 
Indeed,  for  the  privilege  of  entering  the  city 
it  subjected  itself  to  further  regulation, 
licensing,  and  taxing.  And  it  paid  the  tax 
from  that  time  until  1914.  The  allegation  in 
its  answer  that  it  paid  the  tax  '  through  the 
mistake  and  inadvertence  of  its  'clerical 
force '  we  are  not  disposed  to  accept,  without 
more,  as  an  explanation. 

"The  supreme  court  expressed  the  view 
that  mere  proof  of  loss  for  two  years,  which 
may  have  been  exceptional,  determined  noth- 
ing in  the  absence  of  a  showing  what  business 
was  available  to  the  company,  or  what 
facilities  it  had  or  used,  and  also  held  that, 
the  city  being  an  agent  of  the  state,  any 
deficit  arising  from  the  tax  imposed  on  the 
interstate  business  of  the  company  can  be 
prevented  from  becoming  a  burden  upon  the 
company's  interstate  business  by  an  appli- 
cation to  the  state  railway  conunission  under 
the  provisions  of  I  7409,  for  an  increase  of 
its  intrastate  rates.  And  the  suggestion  is 
pertinent.  The  company,  as  we  have  seen, 
cites  §  7408  as  a  compulsion  upon  it  to  en- 
gage in  intrastate  business  and  at  designated 
rates.  From  the  rigor  of  the  requirement 
8  7409  provides  a  mode  of  relief,  and  until 
it  is  denied,  the  company  cannot  complain, 
under  the  circumstances  presented  by  this 
record.  In  other  words,  if  $  7408  is  im- 
perative upon  the  company  to  continue  intra- 
state business,  §  7409  affords  a  means  of 
obtaining  relief  from  burdensome  obedience. 
The  sections  are  counterparts.  If  submission 
to  §  7408  results  in  insufficient  revenue  and 
a  burden  upon  interstate  commerce,  it  is 
made  the  duty  of  the  railway  commission,  by 
8  7409,  upon  complaint  of  the  Postal  Com- 
pany, to  raise  the  intrastate  rate  '  fixed '  in 
I  7408.  No  attempt  to  secure  relief  under 
8  7409  appears  to  nave  been  made." 


(8)    Taxation   of   Corporation   Franchises 

(a)  Domestic  Corporations  (p.  694) 

A  state  franchise  tax  upon  a  domestic 
railway  company  does  not  contravene  the 
commerce  clause  of  the  Federal  Constitution 
merely  because  the  value  of  the  franchise 
taxed  is  derived  partly  from  the  fact  that 
the  corporation  does  interstate  business.  St. 
Louis-San  Francisco  R.  Co.  i;.  Middlekamp, 
( 1921 )  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  489,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein  it  was  held  that  the  fran- 
chise tax  imposed  upon  domestic  corporations 
by  Mo.  Laws  1917,  pages  237-242,  must,  in 
case  of  a  corporation  employing  only  a  part 
of  its  capital  within  the  state,  be  deemed  to 
be  intended  to  be  measured  by  the  proportion 
of  capital  stock  and  surplus  within  the  state, 
although  the  statute  says  that  **  such  corpo- 
ration   shall    pay   an    annual    franchise   tax 


equal  to  9io  of  1  per  cent  of  its  capital  stock 
employed  in  this  state,"  since  these  words 
follow  words  laying  the  normal  tax  measured 
by  stock  and  surplus,  and  the  sentence  quoted 
continues:  "And  for  the  purposes  of  this 
act,  such  corporation  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
employed  in  this  state  that  proportion  of  its 
entire  outstanding  capital  stock  and  surplus 
that  its  property  and  assets  in  this  state 
bear  to  all  its  property  and  assets,  wherever 
located." 

(b)   Foreign  C(»:porations   (p.  696) 

Tax  on  full  value  of  assets. —  Though  the 
assets  of  a  foreign  railroad  company  in  a 
state  are  used  in  interstate  as  well  as  intra- 
state commerce,  the  laying  of  a  franchise 
tax  on  the  full  value  of  those  assets  is  not  a 
violation  of  the  Commerce  Clause  of  the  Con- 
stitution. State  V.  Williams,  (1920)  284 
Mo.  456,  224  S.  W.  822. 

(13)  Taxation  of  Goods  from  Other  States 
or  Abroad  as  Property 

(b)  Taxation  of  Goods  in  Original  Packages 
as  Property  (p.  700) 

An  inspection  fee  which  is  so  in  excess  of 
the  cost  of  inspection  as  to  amount  to  a  tax 
is  held  to  be  unenforceable  as  against  goods 
intended  to  be  sold  in  the  original  packages 
and  so  sold.  But  importations  wnich  are 
indefinitely  stored  within  the  state,  or  are 
resold  there  after  breaking  the  original  pack- 
ages, are  subject,  not  only  to  inspection,  but 
to  the  tax  imposed,  so  soon  as  the  interstate 
transportation  ai  Uiem  is  ended.  Texas  Col 
0.  Brown,  (N.  D.  Ga.  1920)  266  Fed.  577, 
wherein  the  court  said  in  the  case  of  such  a 
fee  imposed  on  oil:  ''The  fact  that  such 
oils  must  inevitably  meet  the  tax  before  they 
can  be  used  otherwise  than  for  sale  in  the 
original  packages  is  not  material.  This  is 
true  of  all  general  taxation.  If  there  is  no 
di6criminati<m  becatise  of  their  being  im- 
ported, they  pass  under  the  taxing  power  of 
the  state,  as  under  its  protection,  so  soon 
as  they  pass  out  of  interstate  commerce  by 
a  sale  or  breaking  of  the  original  packages 
by  the  importer,  or  by  indefinite  storage.' 


»» 


(21)  Tax  on  Drummers,  Canvassers  and 
Sample  Peddlers 

(a)  In  General  (p.  709) 

To  the  8«une  effect  as  the  third  paragraph 
of  the  original  annotation,  see  Chicago  Por- 
trait Co.  t?.  Bellingham,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1920) 
270  Fed.  584. 

Vol.  X,  p.  765,  art.  1,sec.  8. 

I.  Gextbbajl  Poweb  of  Conobbbb  Ovm 

COIITAGE    (p.    765) 

Power  to  punish  possession  of  dies^ —  Mak- 
ing the  conscious  and  willful  possession  with- 
out lawful  authority,  of  a  die  in  the  likeness 
or  similitude  of  one  used  or  designated  for 
making  genuine  coin  of  the  United  States^ 
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a  criminal  offense,  as  was  done  by  Penal 
Laws,  §  169  [7  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
729],  was  a  valid  exercise  by  Congress  of 
the  power  conferred  by  this  clause,  investing 
Congress  with  power  to  coin  money  and  regu- 
late the  value  thereof,  such  power  being  in 
no  wise  limited  by  the  following  clause  relat- 
ing to  the  punishment  for  counterfeiting. 
Baender  P.  Barnett,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  224, 
41  S.  Ct.  271,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  ~,  wherein 
the  oourt  said:  "The  other  contention  is 
that  the  clause  in  the  Constitution  empower- 
ing Congress  '  to  provide  for  the  punishment 
of  counterfeiting  the  securities  aind  current 
coin  of  the  United  States,'  art.  1,  §  8,  d.  6, 
is  a  limitation  as  well  as  a  grant  of  power; 
that  the  act  which  the  statute  denounces 
is  not  coimterfeiting,  and  therefore  that  Con- 
gress cannot  provide  for  its  punishment.  The 
contention  must  be  rejected.  It  rests  on  a 
misconceptiim  not  only  of  that  clause,  but 
also  of  the  clause  investing  Oongress  with 
power  'to  coin  money'  and  'regulate  the 
value  thereof,'  art.  1,  8  8,  cl.  5.  Both  have 
been  considered  by  this  court,  and  the  pur- 
port of  the  decisions  is  (1)  that  Congress 
not  only  may  coin  money  in  the  literal  sense, 
but  also  may  adopt  appropriate  measures, 
including  the  imposition  of  criminal  penal- 
ties, to  maintain  the  coin  in  its  purity,  and 
to  safeguard  the  public  against  spurious, 
simulatMl,  and  debased  coin;  and  (2)  that 
the  power  of  Congress  in  that  regard  is  in 
no  wise  limdted  by  the  clause  relating  to  the 
punishment  of  counterfeiting.  United  States 
p.  Marigold,  9  How.  560,  567,  568,  13  L.  ed. 
257,  260,  261;  Legal  Tender  Cases,  12  Wall. 
457,  535,  536,  544,  545,  20  L.  ed.  287,  307, 
310.  It  hardly  needs  statement  that,  in  the 
exertion  of  this  power,  the  conscious  and 
willing  possession,  without  lawful  authority, 
of  a  die  in  the  likeness  or  similitude  of  ons 
lued  or  designated  for  making  genuine  coin 
of  the  United  States,  may  be  made  a  crim- 
inal offense.  If  this  be  not  a  necessarv,  it 
is  at  least  an  appropriate,  step  in  effectively 
SEuppressing  and  preventing  the  making  and 
use  of  illegitimate  coin.' 


»f 


Vol.  X,  p.  783,  art.  1,  sec.  8. 

IV.  EzcxusivBiaBSs  or  Powis  nr  O^nqbess 

(p.  786) 

Patent  rights  as  infringing  state  anti- 
tmst  laws. —  Private  monopolies  are  contrary 
to  the  genius  of  a  commercial  people,  and 
contracts  in  restraint  of  trade  are  not  looked 
upon  with  favor.  The  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  however,  expressly  provides 
for  the  creation  of  monopolies  in  the  matter 
of  patent  rights,  trade-marks  and  copyright. 
Congress  has  legislated  under  this  provision, 
and  no  state  can  nullify  its  acts.  Coca-Cola 
Co.  V.  State,  (Tex.  1920)  225  S.  W.  791, 
holding  that  conditions  attached  to  a  license 
to  make  and  sell  a  patented  article  did  not 
infringe  a  state  anti-trust  law. 


Vol.  X,  p.  807,  art.  1,sec.  8. 

n.  Exclusive  power  of  Congress  to  declare 

war  or  conclude  peace, 
m.  Effect  of  declaration  of  war. 

1.  In  general. 
Xn.  Power  to  establish  military  tribunals  to 

try  civilians. 

IL   EZCfLUSIVE    POWKB    OF    CONOBI88    TO    De- 

CLABE  Wab  ob  Conclude  Peace  (p.  808) 
As  to  termination  of  the  ''World  War** 

it  was  said:  "The  Congress  and  the  Presi- 
dent are  the  constitutional  judges  of  states 
of  war  and  peace  and  their  decisions  should 
be  abided  in  patience  by  people  and  courts.*' 
U.  S.  V.  Oglesby  Grocery  Co.,  (N.  D.  Ga. 
1920)   264  Fed.  591. 

III.  Effect  of  DscLABATion  of  Wab 
1.  In  General  (p.  808) 

The  mere  existence  of  a  state  of  war  can- 
not suspend  or  change  the  operation  upon 
the  power  of  Congress  of  the  guaranties  and 
limitations  of  the  5th  and  6th  Amendments, 
as  to  delegating  legislative  power  to  courts 
and  juries,  penalizing  indeftmte  acts,  and  de- 
priving citizens  of  &e  right  to  be  informed 
of  the  nature  and  cause  of  accusations  against 
them.  U.  S.  v,  L.  CJohen  Grocery  Co.,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  81,  41  S.  Ct.  298,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  14  A.  L.  R.  1045,  affirming  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)  264  Fed.  218.  See  to  the  same  effect, 
Tedrow  v.  A.  T.  Lewis,  etc,  (1921)  265 
U.  S.  98,  41  S.  Ct.  303,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ; 
Kinnane  r.  Detroit  Creamery  Co.,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  102,  41  S.  Ct.  304,  66  U.  S.  (U 
ed.)  — ;  Weed  v.  Lockwood,  (1921)  255  U. 
S.  104,  41  S.  Ct  306,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ; 
G.  S.  Willard  Co.  v,  Pahner,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  106,  41  S.  Ct.  305,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ; 
Oglesby  Grocery  Co.  c.  U.  S.,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  108,  41  S.  Ct.  306,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— .  See  also  Kennington  v.  Palmer,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  100,  41  S.  Ct.  303,  65  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — ;  Weeds  v.  U.  S.,  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
109,  41   S.  Ct   306,  65  U.  S.    (L.   ed.)    — . 

The  soldiers  and  sailors'  civil  relief  act 
(1918  Supp.  p.  810)  is  a  legitimate  exer- 
cise of  the  power  conferred  by  this  section. 
Pierrard  r.  Hoch,  (1920)  97  Ore.  71,  184 
Pac.  494,  191  Pac.  328. 

XII.  PowEB   TO   Establish   Militabt   Tbi- 

BUNALS   TO  TbT  CIVILIANS    (p.   813) 

See  annotation  under  art.  1,  sec.  8,  p.  821, 
immediately  following. 

Vol.  X,  p.  821,  art.  1,sec.  8. 

Power  to  provide  for  trials  by  courts- 
martial. —  To  same  effect  as  original  anno- 
tation, see  U.  S.  V.  McDonald,  (E.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)    265  Fed.  764. 

The  civil  courts,  on  habeas  corpus. —  To 
same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see  U.  S. 
r.  McDonald,  (E.  D.  N.  T.  1920)  265  Fed. 
754. 
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Vol.  X,  p.  838,  art.  1,  sec.  8. 

X.  State  Jubisdiction 

1.  Judicial  and  Legislative    (p.   849) 

Jurisdiction  of  state  court  over  action  by 
employee  in  federal  nitrate  plant. —  CongreBs 
having  taken  jurisdiction  of  Muscle  Shoals, 
and  having  adopted  a  Workmen's  Compensa- 
tion Act  [6  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed)  282] 
which  has  been  held  to  apply  to  employees 
of  companies  operating  nitrate  plants  at 
Muscle  Shoals,  a  state  court  has  no  juris- 
diction of  an  action  for  personal  injuries  by 
such  an  employee.  Webb  t>.  J.  Q.  Whits 
Engineering  Corp.,  (1920)  204  Ala.  429,  85 
So.  7^9. 

Vol.  X,  p.  852,  art.  1,  sec.  8. 

VI.  '*  To  Establish  Post  Offices  and  Post 
Roads"    (p.  861) 

Requiring  goyernment  chauffeur  to  obtain 
state  license. — A  state  may  not  require  a 
postoffice  employee  to  cease  driving  a  gov- 
ernment motor  truck  in  the  transportation  of 
mail  over  a  post  road  until  he  shall  obtain 
a  license  by  submitting  to  examination  be- 
fore a  state  official  and  paying  a  fee.  John- 
son V.  Maryland,  (1920)  264  U.  S.  51,  41 
S.  Ct.  16,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein  the 
court  said:  ''The  cases  upon  the  regula- 
tion of  interstate  conunerce  cannot  be  relied 
upon  as  furnishing  an  answer.  They  deal 
with  the  conduct  of  private  persons  in 
matters  in  which  the  states  as  well  as  the 
general  government  have  an  interest,  and 
which  would  be  wholly  under  the  control  of 
the  states  but  for  the  supervening  destina- 
tion and  the  ultimate  purpose  of  the  acts. 
Here  the  question  is  whether  the  state  can 
interrupt  the  acts  of  the  general  govern- 
ment itself.  With  regard  to  taxation,  no 
matter  how  reasonable,  or  how  universal  and 
undiscriminating,  the  state's  inability  to  in- 
terfere has  been  regarded  as  established  since 
M'CuUoch  17.  Maryland,  4  Wheat.  316,  4  L. 
ed.  579.  The  decision  in  that  case  was  not 
put  upon  any  consideration  of  degree,  but 
upon  the  entire  absence  of  power  on  the 
part  of  the  states  to  touch,  in  that  way, 
at  least,  the  instrumentalities  of  the 
United  States  (4  Wheat.  429,  430),  and 
that  is  the  law  to-day.  Farmers  &  M.  Sav. 
Bank  v.  Minnesota,  232  U.  S.  516,  525,  526, 
58  L.  ed.  706,  711,  34  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  354. 
A  little  later  the  scope  of  the  proposition 
as  then  understood  was  indicated  in  Osborn 
17.  Bairic  of  the  United  States,  9  Wheat  738, 
867,  6  L.  ed.  204,  234 :  "  Can  a  contractor 
for  supplying  a  military  post  with  provisions 
be  restrained  from  making  purchases  within 
any  state,  or  from  transporting  the  pro- 
visions to  the  place  at  which  the  troops 
were  stationed?  Or  could  he  be  fined  or 
taxed  for  doing  so?  We  have  not  yet  heard 
these  questions  answered  in  the  affirmative." 
In  more  recent  days  the  principle  was  ap- 


plied when  the  governor  of  a  soldiers'  home 
was  convicted  for  disregard  of  a  state  law 
concerning  the  use  of  oleomargarin,  while 
furnishing  it  to  the  inmates  of  the  home  as 
part  of  their  rations.  It  was  said  that  the 
federal  officer  was  not  "  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  state  in  regard  to  those  very 
matters  of  administration  which  are  thus 
approved  by  the  federal  authority."  Ohio 
17.  Thomas,  173  U.  S.  276,  283,  43  L.  ed. 
699,  701,  19  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  453.  It  seema 
to  us  that  the  foregoing  decisions  establish 
the  law  governing  this  case. 

''Of  course,  an  employee  of  the  United 
States  does  not  secure  a  general  immunity 
from  state  law  while  acting  in  the  course  of 
his  employment.  That  was  decided  long  ago 
by  Mr.  Justice  Washington  in  United  States 
V.  Hart,  Pet.  C.  C.  390,  Fed.  Cas.  No. 
15,316;  6  Ops.  Atty.  Gen.  554.  It  very  well 
may  be  tiiat,  when  the  United  States  has  not 
spoken,  the  subjection  to  local  law  would 
extend  to  general  rules  that  might  affect 
incidentally  the  mode  of  carrying  out  the 
employment, —  as,  for  instance,  a  statute  or 
ordinance  regulating  the  mode  of  turning  at 
the  corners  of  streets.  Com.  r.  Classon,  229 
Mass.  329,  L.R.A.1918C,  939,  118  N.  £.  653. 
This  might  stand  on  much  the  same  footing 
as  liability  under  the  common  law  of  a  state 
to  a  person  injured  by  the  driver's  negligence. 
But  even  the  most  unquestionable  and  moet 
imiversally  applicable  of  state  laws,  such 
as  those  concerning  murder,  will  not  be 
allowed  to  control  the  conduct  of  a  marshal 
of  the  United  States,  acting  under  and  in 
pursuance  of  the  laws  of  the  United  States. 
Re  Neagle,  135  U.  S.  1,  34  L.  ed.  55,  10 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  668. 

'*  It  seems  to  us  that  the  immunity  of 
the  instruments  of  the  United  States  from 
state  control  in  the  performance  of  their 
duties  extends  to  a  requirement  that  they 
desist  from  performance  imtil  they  satisfy 
a  state  officer,  upon  examination,  that  they 
are  competent  for  a  necessary  part  of  them, 
and  pay  a  fee  for  permission  to  go  on.  Such 
a  requirement  does  not  merely  touch  the 
government  servants  remotely  by  a  general 
rule  of  conduct;  it  lays  hold  of  them  in  their 
specific  attempt  to  obey  orders,  and  requires 
qualifications  in  addition  to  those  that  the 
government  has  pronounced  sufficient.  It  is 
the  duty  of  the  department  to  employ  per- 
sons competent  for  their  work,  and  that  duty 
it  must  be  presiuned  has  been  performed. 
Keim  v.  United  States,  177  U.  S.  290.  293, 
44  L.  ed.  774,  775,  20  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  574.' 


9> 


Vol.  X,  p.  892,  art.  1,  sec.  9. 

Transportation  of  intoxicating  liquor  into 
state. —  The  want  of  merit  in  the  contention 
that  the  provision  of  the  Reed  Amendment 
of  March  3,  1917,  §  5  (1918  Supp.  p.  394), 
prohibiting  the  transportation  in  interstate 
commerce  of  intoxicating  liquor  into  any 
state  whose  laws  forbid  the  manufacture  or 
sale  therein  of  such  liquor  for  beverage  pur- 
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poses  was  repugnant  to  this  section,  pro- 
hibiting any  regulation  of  cammerce  which 
gives  a  preference  to  the  ports  of  one  state 
over  those  of  another,  was  held  to  be  so 
plainly  established  by  the  decisions  of  the 
Federal  Supreme  Court  and  the  authorities 
which  had  followed  those  decisions  as  to 
require  the  affirmance  on  moticm  of  a  conyic- 
tion  for  a  violation  of  such  statute,  brought 
up  directly  from  a  federal  district  court  for 
review,  on  the  theory  that  the  law  was  un- 
constitutional for  that  reason.  Williams  v. 
U.  S.,  (1921)  266  U.  S.  336,  41  S.  Ct.  364, 
66  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)   — . 

Vol.  X,  p.  914,  art.  1,sec.  10. 

II.  What  Constitutes  an  Ex  Post  Facto 

Law 

3.  Laws   Relating    to   Crimea   and   Penalties 

(p.  918) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Bankers'  Trust  Co.  v.  State,  (Com.  1921) 
114  Atl.  104. 

Vol.  X,  p.  944,  art.  1,  sec.  10. 

II.  Police  powers 

1.  In  general. 
V.  Contracts  protected. 

14.  Charters  of  private  corporations 
as  contracts, 
a.  In  general, 
h.  Power    to    amend    char- 
ters. 

(2)   Reserved    power 
to  amend  or  re- 
peal charters, 
(a)   In    general, 
i.  Exemption  from  or  limi- 
tation of  taxation. 

17.  Of  railroad  companies. 

d.  Regulation    of    railroad 
rates. 

(2)  When  subject  to 
legislative        or 
municipal      con- 
trol, 
j.  Paving    part    of    street 
occupied  by   track. 

18.  Of  waterworks  companies. 

a.  Grant  of  franchise, 
f.  Condemnation     of    plant 
(new). 

19.  Of    lighting    companies. 

c.  Regulation     of     lighting 
rates. 
21.  Of  insurance  companies. 
VIII.  What  constitutes  impairment. 
1.  In  general. 

5.  Exemption  laws. 

6.  Stay  laws. 

13.  Power  to  change  remedy. 

a.  In  general. 

14.  Impairment  vel   non   in   sundry 

instances. 
IX.  Jurisdiction  of  federal  courts. 

1.  Existence  of  contract  and  ques- 
tion of  impairment. 


II.  Police  Powers 

1.  In  General  (p.  950) 

Arbitrary  exercise  of  power. —  Property 
rights  cannot  be  divested  by  an  arbitrary 
exercise  of  the  police  power.  'Hirsh  v.  Block, 
(C.  A.  D.  C.  1920)  267  Fed.  614,  llA,  L.  R. 
123S,  631. 

V.  CoNTBAOTS  Protected 

14.  Ohwrters    of    Private     Corporation*    aa 

Contracts 

a.  In  General    (p.  996) 

Retigioua  society. —  The  incorporation  and 
the  granting  of  a  charter  by  a  state  to  a 
charitable  and  religious  society  constitute 
a  contract  between  the  society  and  the  state. 
Hence,  the  l^slature  may  not  subsequently 
enact  a  statute  suspending  such  charter  and 
all  corporate  powers  of  the  corporation  with- 
out impairing  the  obligation  of  such  con- 
tract in  violation  of  this  section.  In  re 
Opinion  of  Justices,  (Mass.  1921)  131  N.  E. 
29.  See  also  In  re  Opinion  of  Justices, 
(Maes.  1921)    131  N.  E.  31. 

h.  Power  to  Amend  Charters 

(2)  Reserved    Power   to   Amend   or    Repeal 

Charters 

(a)   In  General   (p.  1005) 

International  bridge. —  Contract  obliga- 
tions of  a  bridge  company,  specially  incor* 
porated  by  N.  Y.  Laws  1857,  chap.  753,  to 
build  a  railroad  bridge  over  the  Kiagara 
river,  and  later  consolidated  with  a  similar 
Canadian  corporation,  pursuant  to  New  York 
and  Canada  statutes,  subject  to  all  the  duties 
of  each  of  the  consolidated  companies,  can- 
not be  said  to  have  been  impaired  uncon- 
stitutionally by  N.  Y.  Laws  1915,  chap.  666, 
amending  the  original  charter,  in  the  exercise 
of  the  state's  reserved  power  to  amend,  by 
requiring  the  construction  of  a  roadway  for 
vehicles  and  a  pathway  for  pedestrians  on 
that  part  of  the  bridge  within  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  state,  where  the  Canadian  char- 
ter, unlike  the  New  York  one,  made  the 
arrangements  for  foot  passengers  and  car- 
riages a  duty.  International  Bridge  Co.  v. 
New  York,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  126,  41  S.  Ct. 
56,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —  {affirming  (1918) 
223  N.  Y.  137,  119  N.  E.  351),  wherein  it 
was  further  held  that  Congress,  by  author- 
izing, as  it  did  in  an  Act  of  June  30,  1870, 
the  building  of  a  bridge  over  the  Niagara 
river,  under  legislative  authority  from  the 
state  of  New  York,  subject  to  the  approval 
of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and  by  recognizing 
as  a  lawful  structure,  as  it  did  in  the  Act 
of  June  23,  1874,  the  bridge  as  constructed 
for  railroad  purposes  only,  did  not  assume 
such  control  of  the  bridge  as  to  prevent  the 
state,  in  the  exercise  of  its  reserved  right  to 
amend  the  bridge  company's  charter,  from 
requiring  the  t^dition  of  a  roadway  for 
vehicles  and  a  pathway  for  pedestrians  on 
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that  part  of  the  bridge  within  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  state.  Also  it  was  held  that  the 
conveyance  to  the  United  States  for  a  public 
purpose  not  connected  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  government  of  a  part  of  the  land 
under  a  bridge  constructed  over  the  Niagara 
river,  under  legislative  authority  from  the 
state  of  New  York,  did  not  affect  the  author- 
ity of  the  state  to  require,  in  the  exercise 
of  its  reserved  right  to  amend  the  bridge 
company's  charter,  the  addition  of  a  road- 
way for  vehictes  and  a  pathway  for  pedes- 
trians on  that  part  of  the  bridge  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  state. 

i.  Exemption  From  or  Limitation  of  Taxa- 
tion   (p.   1017) 

A  decision  of  the  highest  oourt  of  New 
York  that  the  exemption  from  taxation  above 
a  specified  sum,  granted  to  the  Troy  Union 
Railroad  Company  by  N.  Y.  Laws  1853,  chap. 
462,  could  be  repealed  without  impairing 
contract  obligations,  cannot  be  said  to  be 
wrong,  in  view  of  the  general  attitude  of  the 
courts  toward  claims  of  exemption,  adverted 
to  by  the  state  court,  and  of  the  fact  that  a 
subsequent  agreement  shows  that  the  parties 
con<;emed  did  not  suppose  that  they  had  an 
irrevocable  grant,  and  especially  the  fact 
that  the  state  Constitution  in  force  in  1853 
provided  in  art.  8,  §  1,  that  all  general  laws 
and  special  acts  passed  pursuant  to  that  sec- 
tion might  be  alterad  or  repealed.  New 
York  t?.  Mealy,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  47,  41  S. 
Ct  17,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  47,  affirming  (1918) 
224  N.  Y.  187,  120  N.  B.  156. 

17.  Of  RaUroad  Oompaniea 

d.  Regulation  of  Railroad  Rates 

(2)  When  Subject  to  Legislative  or  Munici- 
pal Control   (p.  1047) 

Power  of  state  to  change  rates. —  Where 
neither  the  constituticm  of  a  state  nor  any 
of  its  statutes  has  given  to  a  city  of  the 
state  the  authority  to  make  an  inviolable 
contract  with  any  railroad  with  reference  to 
the  rates  of  fare  which  it  shall  charge  pas- 
sengers, such  a  contract  by  a  oity  with  a 
railroad  company  is  not  binding  on  the  state. 
Hence,  an  order  of  the  public  utilities  com- 
mission, as  agent  of  the  state,  permitting 
the  company  to  increase  its  fares  does  not 
violate  this  section.  Hoyne  i;.  Chicago,  etc.. 
El.  R.  Co.,  (1920)  294  111.  413,  128  N.  £. 
687. 

J.  Paving  Part  of  Street  Occupied  by  Track 

(p.  1062) 

Requiring  railroad  to  maintain  highway 
at  crossing  does  not  violate  this  section. 
Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v,  Taylor,  (1920)  79 
Okla.  142,  192  Pac.  349  (rule  applied  to 
railroad  holding  right  of  way  by  federal 
grant). 


18.  Of  Watenoorke  Oompaniea 

a.  Grant  of  Franchise  (p.  1054) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation, 
Greensburg  Water  Co.  r.  Lewis,  (Ind.  1920) 
128  N.  £.  103,  wherein  it  was  held  that  where 
the  company  surrendered  its  franchise  under 
a  statute  giving  an  indeterminate  permit  to 
increase  its  rates,  a  subsequent  amendment 
of  such  statute  whereby  it  was  sought  to  im- 
pose certain  burdensome  conditions  on  the 
company  was  void  as  contravening  this  sec- 
tion. 

f.  Condemnation  of  Plant   (new) 

Municipal  condenuiation  under  the  Public 
Utilities  Law  of  a  water  plant  operating  un- 
der a  state  franchise,  does  not  impair  the 
obligation  of  a  contract.  Superior  Water, 
etc.,  Co.  V.  Superior,  (Wis.  1921)  183  N.  W. 
254. 

19.  Of  Lighting  Oompaniea 

c.  Regulation  of  Lighting  Rates  (p.  1062) 

An  act  granting  a  public  utility  commis- 
sion power  to  make  rates  which  public  utility 
corporations  may  charge  is  not  unconstitu- 
tional. And  the  fact  that  the  effect  of  an 
order  permitting  a  public  utility  corporation 
to  increase  its  rate  would  be  to  nullify  a 
contract  theretofore  entered  into  by  the  par- 
ties does  not  make  the  order  obnoxious  to 
the  constitutional  provision  prohibiting 
states  to  enact  laws  impairing  the  obligation 
of  contracts.  Public  Utilities  Commission  v. 
Wichita  R.,  etc.,  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  37. 

Regulating  rates  fixed  by  a  contract  is  nM 
a  violation  of  this  clause,  though  the  public 
utilities  law  under  which  the  regulation  was 
made  was  passed  subsequent  to  the  contract. 
U.  S.  Smelting,  etc.,  Co.  v,  Utah  Power,  etc, 
Co.,  (Utah  1921)  197  Pac.  902. 

21.  0/  Jnaurance  Oompaniea   (p.   1064) 

Incontestable  and  suicide  clauses  in  policies 
of  life  insurance  which  exclude  suicide  as  a 
defense  when  committed,  sane  or  insane,  after 
a  period  respectively  of  one  and  two  years 
from  the  issuance  of  the  policies,  will  not  be 
deemed  as  against  public  policy  unless  the 
state  concerned  adopts  a  different  view. 
Northwestern  Mut.  L.  Ins.  Co.  i7.  Johnson, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  96,  41  S.  Ct.  47,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — . 

Prescribing  who  shall  be  agents  of  insmer. 
—  A  state  stifttute  providing  that  any  person 
who  acts  for  an  insurance  company  m  the 
making  of  a  contract  of  insurance  or  the  ad- 
justment of  a  loss  shall  be  the  agent  of  the 
insurer  does  not  violate  this  section.  Globe, 
etc.,  F.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Walker,  (1920)  150  Ga. 
163,  103  S.  E.  407. 

VTII.  What  Constitutbb  Impaibmert 

1.  In  Oeneral  (p.  1113) 

Provision  in  Workmen's  Compensation 
Law  prohibiting  employers  making  direct 
pasonent  to  injured  employees  from  indemni- 
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fying  themselves  by  insurance. — ^A  ruling  of 
a  state  industrial  commission,  justified  or  de- 
manded by  a  change  in  the  state  law,  by 
which  the  commission,  revoking  its  previous 
discretionary  action,  declares  that  no  em- 
ployers shall  be  permitted  to  pay  or  furnish 
directly  to  injured  employees  or  to  the  depend- 
ents of  killed  employees  the  compensation 
and  benefits  provided  for  in  the  State  Work- 
men's Compensation  Law  if  such  employers, 
by  contract  or  otherwise,  shall  provide  for 
the  insurance  of  the  payment  bv  them  of  such 
compensation  and  benefits,  or  shall  indemnify 
themselves  against  loss  sustained  by  the  di- 
rect payment  thereof,  does  not  unconstitu- 
tionally impair  the  obligations  of  insurance 
contracts  entered  into  upon  the  faith  of  the 
previous  ruling  of  the  commission.  Thornton 
17.  Duffy,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  361,  41  S.  Ct. 
137,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1918) 
99  Ohio  St.  120,  124  N.  E.  54. 

Changing  franchise  rates. — An  act  confer- 
ring power  on  a  state  corporation  commission 
to  change  the  franchise  rates  for  water, 
power,  and  electricity  existing  between  mu- 
nicipalities and  public  utilities,  is  not  repug- 
nant to  the  provisions  of  the  state  and  fed- 
eral Constitutions,  prohibiting  the  passage 
of  any  law  impairing  the  obligation  of  con- 
tracts. Camden  t;.  Arkansas  Light,  etc.,  Co., 
(1920)  145  Ark.  205,  224  S.  W.  444. 

5.  Exemption  Laws  (p.  1118) 

Exemption  from  liability  for  debts  of 
avails  of  life  insurance. — ^A  state  statute  ex- 
empting from  liability  for  debts  of  the  as- 
sured tiie  avails  of  insurance  upon  his  life, 
when  payable  to  his  estate,  violates  the  con- 
tract clause  of  the  Federal  Constitution  in 
so  far  as  it  u4dertakes  to  exempt  the  proceeds 
of  policies  taken  out  prior  to  the  passage  of 
that  act  from  antecedent  debts.  Minden 
Bank  v.  Clement,  (1D21)  266  U.  S.  126,  41 
S.  Ct.  408,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing 
(1920)  146  La.  385,  83  So.  664. 

6.  Stay  Laws  (p.  1120) 

Legislation  suspending  right  of  landlord  to 
recover  possession  of  leasd  premises. —  See 
annotation  under  Vol.  XI,  p.  616,  amend.  14, 
eec.  1,  see  infra,  p.  850. 

13.  Power  to  Change  Remedy 

a.  In'  General  (p.  1129) 

A  state  statute  providing  for  arbitration 
of  controversies  arising  between  the  parties 
to  a  contract,  when  such  a  stipulation  is 
made  therein,  and  prescribing  the  procedure 
for  the  arbitration  proceedings,  strengthens 
rather  than  impairs  the  obligations  of  the 
contract  and  does  not  violate  this  section. 
Berkovitz  v,  Arbib,  (1921)  230  N.  Y.  261, 
130  N.  E.  288. 

14.  Jmf>airment  Tel  Non  in  Sundry  Instances 

(p.  1137) 
Invalidating  contract  against  liability  for 
negligence. — A    statute    invalidating    provi- 


sions in  leases  exempting  a  railroad  com- 
pany from  liability  for  fire  damage  to  build- 
ings erected  on  tue  right  of  way  does  not 
impair  the  obligation  of  a  contract  though 
it  is  applicable  to  leases  existing  at  the 
time  of  its  enactment,  the  statute  being  a 
police  regulation.  JEtuA  Ins.  Co.  v.  Chicago 
Great  Western  R.  Co.,  (la.  1920)  180  N.  W. 
649. 

Forbidding  discharge  of  employee  for  cer- 
tain cause. — ^A  statute  which  forbids  the  dis- 
charge of  an  employee  because  such  employee 
has  testified  before  the  industrial  welfare 
commission  regarding  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions of  his  employment  does  not  infringe 
this  section.  Poye  t*.  State,  (Tex.  1921)  230 
S.  W.  161,  wherein  the  court  said: 

*'It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  every 
contract  entered  into  between  our  citisent 
includes,  as  a  necessary  part  thereof,  the 
written  law  of  the  land;  and  that  such  con- 
tracts are  viewed  and  construed  as  embody- 
ing not  only  the  expressed  will  of  the  par- 
ties, but  also  the  provisions  of  such  laws. 
It  must  be  concluded,  therefore,  that  when 
appellant  employed  Bessie  Lee  he  knew  that 
she  might  be  called  to  testify  before  the  said 
welfare  commission,  and  that  in  such  event 
the  law  had  written  into  their  contract  that 
he  had  no  right  to  discharge  her  for  giving 
such  testimony.  This,  then,  being  a  part  <» 
the  contract  of  employment,  no  ground  ap- 
pears for  holding  that  a  law  punishing  ap- 
pellant for  his  violation  of  this  part  of  said 
contract  by  discharging  her  impairs  or 
changes  the  obligation  of  such  contract." 

Increasing  the  liability  of  stockholders  for 
corporate  debts  does  not  impair  the  obliga^ 
tion  of  a  contract.  Blytheville  Bank  v.  State, 
( 1921 )   148  Ark.  604,  230  S.  W.  650. 

IX.   JUBIBDIOTION   OF   FEDERAL   COUBTB 

I.  Existence  of  Contract  and  Question  of  Imr- 

pairmeni   (p.  1140) 

Lean  towards  conatmction  by  state  court 
in  case  of  doubt. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation,  see  New  York  v.  Mealy, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  47,  41  S.  Ct.  17,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1918)  224  N.  Y.  187, 
120  N.  E.  166. 

Vol.  X,  p.  1146,  art.  1,sec.  10. 

II.  When  goods  lose  character  as  imports 

or  domestic  character. 
III.  Power  of  state  to  tax. 
1.  In  generaL 

II.  When  Goods   Lose  Chabaoteb  as   Im- 
POBTS  OB  Domestic  Character  (p.  1148) 

Sale  within  the  state  destroys  the  status 
of  goods  as  imports  and  a  tax  may  be  laid  on 
the  bills  receivable  and  credits  resulting  from 
the  sale.  Krauss  Bros.  Lumber  Co.  v.  Board 
of  Assessors,  (1921)  148  La.  1067,  88  S 
397. 
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III.  Power  of  State  to  Tax 

1.  In  General  (p.  1149) 

Taxation  of  credits  and  bills  receivable  re- 
sulting from  the  sale  by  a  resident  of  goods 
brought  from  without  the  state  is  not  a  vio- 
lation of  this  section.  Krauss  Bros.  Lumber 
Co.  V.  Board  of  Assessors,  (1021)  148  La. 
1057,  88  So.  397. 

Vol.  X,  p.  1158,  art.  1,  sec.  10. 

IV.   **  AOBEEMEITT  "  OB  "  COICPAOT  " 

2.  As  to  a  Bound<iry  Line  (p.  1167) 

Relocating  and  marking  old  boundary  line. 
—  The  consent  of  Congress  under  this  section 
is  not  necessary  where  no  new  boundary  line 
between  states  is  established  but  the  old  one 
merely  relocated  and  marked.  Blaine  17.  Mur- 
phy, (B.  C.  Mass  1920)  265  Fed.  324. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  1,  art.  2,  sec.  1. 

Power  of  President  to  prerent  landing  of 
cable. — The  President  has  no  power  to  pre- 
vent the  landing  by  a  domestic  corporation  of 
a  cable  from  a  foreign  country.  U.  S.  v.  West- 
ern Union  Tel.  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  272 
Fed.  311. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  5,  art.  2,  sec.  1 . 

Validity  of  state  statute  permitting  ab- 
sentee voting. — As  the  manner  of  making  the 
appointment  of  presidential  electors  is  left 
by  this  article  and  R.  S.  sec.  131  [8  Fed 
Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  258]  to  the  legislature 
of  each  state,  there  can  be  no  constitutional 
objection  to  absentee  voting  in  their  election. 
In  re  Opinion  of  Justices,  (N.  H.  1921)  113 
Atl.  293. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  72,  art.  3,  sec.  1. 

II,   JUDICJIAL  POWEB  TO  BE  VESTED  IN  COUBTS 

Established  by  Congress  (p.  74) 

**The  Supreme  Court  is  without  jurisdic- 
tion to  review  the  judgments  or  findings  of 
an  inferior  federal  court  in  a  case  in  which 
the  Supreme  Court  would  have  no  power  to 
enforce  its  judgments,  because  the  third 
article  of  the  Constitution,  section  1  provides 
that  '  the  judicial  power  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  vested  in  one  Supreme  Court,  and  in 
such  inferior  courts  as  the  Congress  may 
from  time  to  time  ordain  and  establish,'  and 
the  review  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  findings 
or  judgments  in  cases  in  which  it  could  not 
enforce  its  judgments  is  not  the  exercise  of 
this  judicial  power  granted  to  it  by  the  Con- 
stitution. The  Supreme  Court,  however,  is 
the  only  court  whose  jurisdiction  is  thus 
fixed,  and  limited  by  the  Constitution.  The 
other  courts  of  the  United  States  .  .  .  are 
ordained  and  established  and  their  jurisdic- 


tion is  fixed  by  the  acts  of  Congress,  and, 
as  was  said  in  the  leading  case  (117  U.  S. 
699)  by  Chief  Justice  Taney,  Congress  may 
undoubtedly  establish  tribunals  with  special 
powers  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  head 
of  an  executive  department."  Harrison  v. 
Moncravie,  (C.  C.  A.  8th  Cir.  1920)  264  Fed. 
776. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  95,  art.  3,  sec.  2. 

II.  EXXBCISB  OF  JUBISDICnON  AS  DePENDERT 

ON  Statutes 

2.  Inferior  Courts 

a.  In  General     (p^  99) 

As  to  the  inferior  federal  courts  this  'pro- 
vision of  the  Constitution  is  not  self-execut- 
ing or  automatically  operative.  It  was  left 
to  Congress  to  distribute  the  judicial  power 
among  them  and  to  prescribe  the  extent  and 
the  means  of  its  exercise."  In  re  Higdon, 
(E.  D.  Mo.  1920)    269  Fed.   150. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  168,  art.  3,  sec.  2. 

VI.  Waiver  of  jury  trial. 
VII.  "  Where  the  said  crimes  shall  have  been 
committed." 
2.  Boundary  of  state  a  question  of 
fact. 


VI.  Waives  op  Jtjby  Tbial  (p.  172) 

Consent  to  trial  by  eleren  jurors  where  a 
juror  falls  sick  during  the  trial  is  not  in- 
validated by  this  provision.  State  «. 
Browman,  (la.  1921)   182  N.  W.  823. 

VII.  "  Where  the  Said  Chimes  Shall  Hate 
Been  Committed" 

2.  Boundary    of   State  a   Question   of  Fact 

(p.    173) 

Bringing  stolen  goods  into  state. — A  state 
statute  making  it  a  criminal  offense  for  per- 
sons to  bring  into  the  state  property  felo- 
niously stolen  without  its  limits,  does  not 
violate  this  section  by  providing  for  the 
punishment  of  a  crime  committed  in  a  foreign 
state.  State  v.  Israel,  (N.  J.  1921)  114 
Atl.  314. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  175,  art.  3,  sec.  3. 

I.  POWEB  OF  OONOBESS  LIMITED    (p.  176) 

Effect  on  power  of  states. —  The  constitu- 
tional definition  of  treason  does  not  deprive 
the  states  of  the  power  to  enact  statutes  In- 
tended to  prevent  the  teaching  of  crime,  sedi- 
tion, violence  or  intimidation  as  a  means  of 
destroying  the  present  social  order.  State  o. 
Hennessy,  (Wash.  1921)  195  Pac.  211 
(sustaining  statute  against  criminal 
syndicalism. ) 
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Vol.  XI,  p.  185,  art.  4,  sec.  1. 

III.  To  judicial  proceedings. 

9.  Effect  of  foreign  judgment. 
e.  Conclusive  on  the  merrits. 
k.  No  priority,  privilege  or  lien. 
7.  [10]  Defenses  that  may  be  set  up 
in  suit  on  foreign  judg- 
ment, 
a.  Want  of  jurisdiction. 
(1)  In   general. 

(3)  Facto  necessary  to  give 

jurisdiction. 

(4)  Record  not  conclusive. 
(6)  Must    be    evidence    of 

want  of  jurisdiction* 
<6)   Service  of  process. 

(a)  Personal  service 
or     voluntary 
appearance, 
(c)   Service  of  proc- 
ess while  tem- 
porarily in  the 
state. 
9.  [12]  Judgments     in     particular 
cases  conclusive  vel  non. 

e.  Relating    to    marriage    and 

divorce. 

(1)  In   general. 
(3)  Divorce  obtained  upon 
substituted  service. 

( 5 )  Custody  of  the  children. 

f.  Confession  of  judgment. 

III.  To  Judicial  PBOCEra>iNos 

9.     Effect  of  Foreign  Judgment 

e.  Conclusive  on  the  Merits   (p.  195) 

Foreign  probate  of  will  cannot  be  attacked 
for  irregu?arities.  Grignon  v.  Shops,  (Ore. 
1921 )  197  Pac  ai7. 

k.  No  Priority,  Privilege  or  Lien  (p.  199) 
What  status  accorded  to  foreign  judgment. 
— ^This  provision  does  "not  make  the  judg- 
ments  of  the  states  domestic  judgment  to 
all  intents  and  purposes,  but  only  gives  a 
general  validity,  faith  and  credit  to  them  as 
evidence. 

"No  execution  can  be  issued  upon  such 
judgments  without  a  new  suit  in  the  tribunals 
of  other  states,  and  they  enjoy,  not  the  right 
of  priority  or  privilege  or  lien  which  they 
have  in  the  state  where  they  are  pronounced, 
but  that  only  which  the  lex  fori  gives  to 
them  by  its  own  laws,  in  their  character  of 
foreign  judgments."  State  v,  Dunn  (1921) 
148  La.  460,  87  So.  236,  following  Cole  v. 
Cunningham,  133  U.  S.  107,  10  S.  <?t.  269, 
33  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)   638. 

7.  [10]  Defenses  that  May  Be  Set  up  in 
Suit  on  Foreign  Judgment. 

a.  Want  of  Jurisdiction. 

(1)  In  General    (p.  200.) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation  see 
Gordon  v.  Hillman,  (Cal.  App.  1920)  191 
Pac  62. 


(3)    Facts    Necessary    to   Give   Jurisdiction 

(p.  202) 


of  inquiry  as  to  Jurisdiction  of  court 
rendering  judgment. —  "  The  fundamental  and 
obvious  limitation  upon  the  power  of  the 
courts  of  one  state  to  render  a  judgment 
binding  upon  those  of  another  state  is  the 
one  that  the  former  shall  have  jurisdiction 
of  the  parties  and  of  the  subject-matter  upon 
which  they  have  pronounced  an  adjudication, 
and,  as  a  necessary  corollary  to  this,  that 
the  courts  of  the  state  in  which  the  first 
judgment  is  pressed  as  a  controlling  adju- 
dication shall  have  the  right  to  investigate 
and  ascertain  whether  the  court  rendering 
the  judgment  did  have  such  jurisdiction." 
Hanna  v.  Stedman,  (1921)  230  N.  Y.  326, 
130  N.  E.  566. 


(4)    Record   Not   Conclusive    (p.    202) 

"  It  is  thoroughly  settled  that  the  con- 
stitutional provision  that  full  faith  and 
credit  shall  be  given  in  each  state  to  the 
judicial  proceedings  of  other  states  does  not 
preclude  inquiry  into  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
court  in  which  the  judgment  is  rendered 
over  the  subject-matter,  or  the  parties 
affected  by  it,  or  into  the  facts  necessary  to 
give  such  jurisdiction."  Mulcahy  t\  Rich- 
man,  (E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  265  Fed.  733. 

(5)  Must  Be  Evidence  of  Want   of   Juris- 
diction   (p.   203) 

A  foreign  judgment  appointing  a  guardian 
for  an  insane  person  will  be  given  full  faith 
and  credit,  in  the  absence  of  a  showing  of 
want  of  jurisdiction.  In  re  Baxter,  (la. 
1921)  182  N  W.  217. 

(6)    Service    of    Process 

(a)  Personal  Service  or  Voluntary  Appear* 

ance  (p.  20>3) 

No  service  or  appearance. —  This  section 
has  no  application  to  a  judgment  of  an 
action  rendered  against  one  of  several  joint 
obligors,  who  was  a  nonresident  of  the  state 
and  had  no  notice  or  knowledge  of  the  pen- 
dency of  the  action,  and  did  not  appear 
therein.  National  Surety  Co.  i\  Love, 
(Neb.  1920)   178  N.  W.  917. 

A  divorce  decree  rendered  on  constructive 
sei^ce  is  open  to  attack  in  another  state. 
Davis  V.  Davis,  (Colo.  1921)  197  Pac  241. 


(c)  Service  of  Process  While  Temporarily  in 
the  State  (p.  204) 

Agent  of  foreign  corporation. —  Service  on 
the  agent  of  a  foreign  corporation  while 
temporarily  in  the  state  gives  no  jurisdic- 
tion and  full  faith  and  credit  need  not  be 
given  to  a  judgment  against  the  corporation 
rendered  on  that  service.  Haas-Phillips 
Produce  Co.  r.  Lee,   (Ala.  1920)   87  So.  200. 
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9.  [12]  Judgments  in  Partiadctr  Cases  Con- 
clusive   Vel  Non 

e.  Relating  to  Marriage  and  Divorce 

(1)   In  General  (p.  212) 

CoBCliifliyeneBs  of  foreign  diyorce  decree. — 
A  divorce  decree  obtain^  by  a  husband  in 
Nevada  while  an  action  by  his  wife  for  a 
separation  is  pending  in  New  York,  estab- 
lishes the  status  of  the  parties  as  to  the 
future  and,  in  so  far  as  the  issues  involved 
in  the  two  cases  are  the  same,  is  a  bar  to 
the  assertion  by  the  wife  in  the  latter  action 
that  her  living  apart  from  her  husband  in 
New  Yoric  state  prior  to  the  Nevada  decree 
was  through  no  fault  of  hers,  and  was  not 
due  to  any  acts  or  conduct  on  her  part  that 
iustified  a  separation  at  the  suit  of  her  hus- 
band in  New  York.  Pearson  v.  Pearson, 
(1920)    230  N.  Y.   141,  129  N.  E.  349. 

(3)  Divorce     Obtained     upon     Substituted 
Service   (p.  213) 

To  same  effect  aa  original  annotation,  see 
Parmelee  v.  Hutchins,  (Mass.  1921)  131 
N.  E.  443,  wherein  it  was  held  that  where 
a  wife  obtained  a  decree  of  separation  in 
Massachusetts,  a  court  of  Illinois,  in  which 
state  the  husband  subsequently  acquired  a 
domicile,  could  not  properly  have  granted 
him  a  divorce  in  view  of  this  section  had 
the  Massachusetts  decree  been  pleaded  in 
bar. 

(6)  Custody  of  the  Children  (p.  214) 

Decree  conclusive. — >"If  a  judgment  or 
decree  touching  the  custody  of  children  is 
rendered  by  a  court  of  competent  jurisdic- 
tion in  one  state,  such  court  being  possessed 
of  jurisdiction  of  both  the  subject-matter  and 
the  parties,  such  judgment  or  decree  is  res 
ad  judicata  as  to  all  matters  occurring  up  to 
.the  date  of  the  rendition  thereof,  and  is  en- 
titled to  full  faith  and  credit  in  any  other 
state  of  the  Union,  unless  it  be  subject  to 
impeachment  for  fraud  in  the  procuring 
thereof."  In  re  Leete,  (1920)  205  Mo.  App. 
225,  223  S.  W.  962. 

f.  Confession  of  judgment   (p.  215) 

Fall  faith  is  accorded  to  a  judgment  by 
confession  entered  on  warrant  of  attorney  in 
another  state  in  accordance  with  the  statutes 
thereof.  Ashby  i\  Manley,  (la.  1921)  1^ 
N.  W.  869. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  220,  art.  4,  sec.  2. 

J.  lljfot  applicable  to  acts  of  individuals. 
II.  Nature  of  privileges  and  inununities. 
6.  Of  citizens  of  state  whose  laws  are 
complained  of. 
a.  In  general. 
III.  Who  are  citizens. 

1.  Corporations   as  citizens. 


IV.  Legislation  affecting  privil^^s  and  im- 
munities. 

7.  Regulating    use    of    comnoion    prop- 

erty of  the  state, 
c.  Prohibiting   nonresidents   grac- 
ing cattle. 

8.  Right  to   sue. 

a.  In  generaL 

I.  Not  Appucablb  to  Acts  of  Ikdividuals 

(p.  222) 

Authority  of  United  States  to  punish  in- 
fractions by  individuals. —  The  United  States 
is  without  power  to  forbid  and  punish  in- 
fractions by  individuals  of  the  right  of  citi- 
zens to  reside  peacefully  in  the  several 
states,  and  to  have  free  ingress  into  and 
egress  from  such  states.  Authority  to  deal 
with  such  wrongs  is  exclusively  within  the 
power  reserved  by  the  Federal  Constitution 
to  the  states.  U.  S.  v,  Wheeler,  (1920) 
254  U.  6.  281,  41  S.  Ct  133,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  {affirming  [D.  C.  Ariz.  1918]  254  Fed. 
611)   wherein  the  court  said: 

''Undoubtedly  the  right  of  citizens  of  the 
states  to  reside  peaoeniUy  in,  and  to  have 
free  ingress  into  and  egress  from,  the  sev- 
eral states,  had,  prior  to  the  Confederation, 
a  twofold  aspect:  (1)  As  possessed  in  their 
own  states,  and  (2)  as  enjoyed  in  virtue  of 
the  comity  of  other  states.  But  although 
the  Constitution  fused  these  distinct  rights 
into  one  by  providing  that  one  state  should 
not  deny  to  tne  citizens  of  other  states  rights 
ffiven  to  its  own  citizens,  no  basis  is  afforded 
for  contending  that  a  wrongful  prevention 
by  an  individual  of  the  enjoyment  by  a  citi- 
zen of  one  state  in  another  of  rights  pos- 
sessed in  that  state  by  its  own  citizens  was 
a  violation  of  a  right  afforded  by  the  Con- 
stitution. This  is  the  necessary  result  ct 
article  4,  |  2,  which  reserves  to  the  several 
states  authority  over  the  subject,  limited  by 
the  restriction  against  state  discriminatory 
action,  hence  excluding  Federal  authority 
except  where  invoked  to  enforce  the  limita- 
tion, which  is  not  here  the  case;  a  conclu- 
sion expressly  sustained  by  the  ruling  in 
United  States  v,  Harris,  106  U.  S.  629,  635, 
27  L.  ed.  290,  292,  1  Sup.  a.  Rep.  601,  to 
the  effect  that  the  2d  section  of  article  4, 
like  the  14th  Amendment,  is  directed  alone 
against  state  action.  And  this  was  but  a 
summary  of  what  had  been  previously 
pointed  out  in  the  Slaughter-House  Cases, 
16  Wall.  36,  21  L.  ed.  394,  where,  in  dealing 
with  the  privileges  and  inmiunities  embraced 
bv  article  4,  §  2,  of  the  Constitution,  it  was 
observed   (p.  77)  : 

'*  *  It  would  be  the  vainest  show  of  learn- 
ing to  attempt  to  prove  by  citations  of 
authority  that,  up  to  the  adoption  of  the 
recent  amendments,  no  claim  or  pretense 
was  set  up  that  those  rights  depended  on 
the  Federal  government  for  their  existence 
or  protection,  beyond  the  very  few  express 
limitations  which  the  Federal  Constitution 
imposed  upon  the  states, —  such,  for  instance. 
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as  the  prohibition  a^infit  ex  post  facto 
laws,  bills  of  attainder,  and  laws  impairing 
the  obligation  of  contracts.  But  with  the 
exception  of  these  and  a  few  other  restric- 
tions, the  entire  domain  of  the  privileges 
and  immunities  of  citizens  of  the  states,  as 
above  defined,  lay  within  the  constitutional 
and  legislative  power  of  the  states,  and  with- 
out that  of  the  Federal  government.' 

'^^or  is  the  situation  changed  by  assum- 
ing that,  as  a  state  has  the  power,  by  de- 
priving its  own  citizens  of  the  right  to  re- 
side peacefully  therein  and  to  free  ingress 
thereto  and  egress  therefrom,  it  may,  with- 
out violating  the  prohibitions  of  article  4 
against  discrimination,  apply  a  like  rule  to 
citizens  of  other  states,  and  hence  engender, 
outside  of  article  4,  a  Federal  right.  This 
must  be  so,  since  the  proposition  assumes 
that  a  state  could,  without  violating  the 
fundamental  limitations  of  the  Constitution 
ether  than  those  of  article  4,  §  2,  enact 
legislation  incompatible  with  its  existence 
as  a  free  government,  and  destructive  of  the 
fundamental  rights  of  its  citizens;  and 
furthermore,  because  the  premise  upon  which 
the  proposition  rests  is  state  action,  and  the 
existence  of  Federal  power  to  determine  the 
repugnancy  of  such  action  to  the  Constitu- 
tion,— i  matters  which,  not  being  here  in- 
volved, are  not  disputed. 

''This  leads  us  furthermore  to  point  out 
that  the  case  of  Crandall  v.  Kevada,  6  Wall. 
95,  18  L.  ed.  745,  so  mudi  relied  upon  in 
the  argument,  is  inapplicable,  not  only  be- 
cause it  involved  the  validity  of  state  action, 
but  because  the  state  statute  considered  in 
that  case  was  held  to  directly  burden  the 
performanoe  by  the  United  States  of  its 
governmental  functions,  and  also  to  limit 
rights  of  the  citizens  growing  out  of  such 
fmictions;  and  hence  it  also  follows  that 
the  observation  made  in  Twining  t\  New 
Jersey,  211  U.  S.  78,  97,  53  L.  ed.  97,  105, 
29  6up.  Ct.  Rep.  14,  to  the  effect  that  it 
had  been  held  in  the  Crandall  Case  that  the 
privilege  of  passing  from  state  to  state  is 
an  attribute  of  national  citizenship,  may  here 
be  put  out  of  view  as  inapposite. 

"With  the  object  of  confining  our  decision 
to  the  case  before  us,  we  say  that  nothing  we 
have  stated  must  be  considered  as  implying 
a  want  of  power  in  the  United  States  to  re- 
strain acts  which,  although  involving  ingress 
or  egress  into  or  from  a  state,  have  for  their 
direct  and  necessary  effect  an  interference 
with  the  performance  of  duties  which  it  is 
incumbent  upon  the  United  States  to  dis- 
charge, as  illustrated  in  the  Crandall  Case, 
supra.*' 

II.  Nature  of  Privilegeb  and  Immunities 

6.  Of  Ciiissena   of   State    Whose   Laws   Are 

Complained  Of 

a.  In  General   (p.  224) 

In  all  the  states,  from  the  beginning  down 
to  the  adoption  of  the  Articles  of  Confedera- 
tion, the  citizens  thereof  possessed  the  funda- 
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mental  right,  inherent  in  citizens  of  all  free 
governments,  peacefully  to  dwell  within  the 
limits  of  their  respective  states,  to  move  at 
will  from  place  to  place  therein,  and  to  have 
free  ingress  thereto  and  egress  therefromt 
with  a  consequent  authority  in  the  states  to 
forbid  and  punish  violations  of  this  funda- 
mental right.  The  authority  which  the  sev- 
eral states  possessed  prior  to  the  adoption  of 
the  Articles  of  Confederation  to  deal  with 
infractions  of  the  right  of  free  residence, 
ingress  and  egress,  was  reserved  to  the  states 
by  Article  4  of  such  Confederation,  with  a 
limitation  inhibiting  the  power  from  being 
used  to  discriminate.  The  limitation  as  to 
discrimination,  imposed  upon  the  several 
states  by  Article  4  of  the  Articles  of  Con- 
federation when  dealing  with  infractions  of 
the  right  of  free  residence,  ingress  and  egress, 
was  preserved  and  enforced  by  this  article 
and  section  of  the  United  States  Constitu- 
tion thus  necessarily  assuming  the  continued 
possession  by  the  states  of  the  reserved 
power  to  deal  with  this  subject.  U.  S.  v, 
Wheeler,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  281,  41  6.  Ct. 
133,  65  U.  6.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (D.  C. 
Ariz.  191S)  264  Fed.  611. 

The  right  to  practice  law  in  the  state 
courts  is  not  such  a  privilege  or  immunity 
as  is  contemplated  by  this  section.  Keeley 
r.  Evans,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1921)  271  Fed.  620. 

Act  affecting  ri^t  of  nonresident  wife  to 
dower. —  The  legislature  having  the  power  to 
give  or  withhold  dower,  it  follows  that  it 
has  the  power  to  declare  the  manner  in  which 
the  dower  right  may  be  barred,  or  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  may  be  forfeited,  and, 
if  so,  it  has  the  right  to  provide  that  it  may 
be  barred  by  the  wife's  nonresidence  in  the 
state,  and  such  an  act  is  not  violative  of 
this  section.  Ferry  f>.  Spoitane,  etc.,  H.  Co., 
(C.  C.  A.  &th  Cir.  1920)  2«8  Fed.  117,  so 
holding  in  the  case  of  a  statute  providing 
that  **A  woman  being  an  alien  shall  not  on 
that  account  be  barred  of  her  dower ;  and  any 
woman  residing  out  of  the  state  shall  b« 
entitled  to  dower  of  the  lands  of  her  de* 
ceased  husband  lying  in  this  state  of  which 
her  husband  died  seized."  To  the  same 
effect  see  Ferry  iv  Corbett,  (C.  C.  A.  9th 
Cir.   1920)    268  Fed.   120. 

ni.  Who  Abe  Citizens 

1.  Corporations  as  Citizens    (p.  226) 

To  the  same  effect  as  original  annotation> 
see  Arizona  Commercial  Min.  Go.  v.  Iron 
Cap  Copper  Co.,   (1920)   236  Mass.  185,  128 

N.  E.  4. 

IV.  Legislation  Affbgtino  Pbivileqes  and 

Immunities. 

7,  Regulating   Use.^  of  Common  Property  of 

the  State 

c.  Prohibiting   Nonresidents   Grazing   Cattle 

(p.  242) 

Requiring  a  license  to  graze  live  stock 
from  every  person  -'*  who  does  not  have  his 


834 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


AiL  4  §  2 


principal  live  stock  headquarters"  in  the 
state  or  own  in  fee  simple  land  in  the  state 
is  in  violation  of  this  section.  Hostetler  t?. 
Harris,   (Q^ev.  1921)    1A7  Pac.  697. 

«  8.  Right  to  Sue 

a.  In  General   (p.  243) 

•  Snjoining  suit  in  another  state. —  An  in- 
iunetion  against  a  resident  restraining  him 
from  suing  in  another  state  for  the  purpose 
of  evading  the  exemption  law  of  the  state 
where  he  and  the  debtor  both  reside  does 
not  infringe  this  provision.  Kansas  City 
tlys.  Go.  V.  McCardle,  (Mo.  1921)  232  S.  W. 
464. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  256,  art.  4,  sec.  2. 

VIII.  Absolute  right  to  demand  and  correla- 
tive duty  to  surrender. 
ZIV.  Writa  of  habeas  corpus. 

VIII.  Absolttte  Right  to  Dsmand  and  €ob- 

BELATIVB   Dxmr   TO    SUBBENDEB    (p.    263) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Graves's  Gaae,  (1920)  236  Mass.  493,  12d  N. 
E.  86<7. 

Fugitive  under  conviction  in  asylum  state. 
— ^Where  a  demand  is  properly  made  by  the 
Qovernor  of  one  state  upon  the  Governor  of 
another,  for  the  surrender  of  a  fugitive,  the 
duty  so  to  do  is  not  absolute  and  unqualified, 
but  depends  upon  the  circuniistances  of  each 
particular  case.  If  the  law  of  the  state  in 
which  asylum  has  been  sought  has  been  violat- 
ed by  the  fugitive,  and  he  has  been  convicted 
there,  and  is  imdergoing  sentence,  the  de- 
mands of  the  law  thus  violated  may  be  first 
satisfied  before  obedience  to  the  constitution- 
al provision  to  surrender  him  arises.  State 
y.  Saunders,  (Mo.  1921)  232  S.  W.  973,  hold- 
ing however  that  the  asylum  state  may  waive 
its  prior  right  and  surrender  the  fugitive. 
See  this  case  for  a  discussion  as  to  the  effect 
of  the  waiver  as  a  pardon  of  the  offense  in 
the  asylum  state. 

'  XIV.  Warrs  of  Habeas  Gobpus  (p.  267) 

Fairness  of  trial  in  demanding  state. — The 
courts  will  not  on  habeas  corpus  review  the 
issuance  of  a  warrant  for  the  rendition  of 
a  fugitive  on  the  contention  that  by  reason 
of  local  and  racial  prejudice  in  the  demand- 
ing state  the  fugitive  will  not  receive  a  fair 
trial.  Bw  p.  Ray,  (Mich.  1921)  183  N.  W. 
774. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  284,  art  4,  sec.  3. 

I.  Soverei^  power  over  acquired  territory. 
II.  Control   of  public  lands. 
1.  Power   of   Congress. 

a.  Power   of   Congress   exclusive, 
e.  Power  to  prevent  unlawful  oc- 
cupation« 


I.  SovKnnGN  Poweb  oveb  Aoqitibxd  Tebbi- 

TOBT     (p.    285) 

Philippine  Islands.— ^As  to  the  power  of 
Congress  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the 
revenue  law  to  the  Philippine  Islands  it  is 
said:  'The  power  of  Congress,  in  the  im- 
position of  taxes  and  providing  for  the  col- 
lection thereof  in  the  possessions  of  the 
United  States,  is  not  restricted  by  constitu- 
tional provision  (section  8,  article  1),  which 
may  limit  its  general  power  of  taxation  as 
to  uniformity  and  apportionment  when  leg- 
islating for  the  mainland  or  United  States 
proper,  for  it  acts  in  the  premises  under  the 
authority  of  clause  2,  section  3,  article  4,  of 
the  Constitution,  which  clothes  Congress  with 
power  to  make  all  needful  rules  and  regula- 
tions respecting  the  territory  or  other  prop- 
erty belonging  to  the  United  States." 
Lawrence  v,  Wardell,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921) 
273  Fed.  405. 

IL  Coitebol  of  Public  Lands 

1..  Power  of  Congress 

a.  Power  of  Congress  Exclusive    (p.  286) 

Abandonment  by  government. —  It  is 
broadly  stated  that  the  government  cannot 
abandon  its  property  without  an  act  of  Con- 
gress to  that  effect.  However  while  this  is 
the  law  in  so  far  as  it  applies  to  land 
the  title  to  which  has  been  acquired  or 
originally  vested  in  the  government,  it  does 
not  apply  to  property  in  which  the  govern- 
ment by  virtue  of  its  dominant  right  appro- 
priates a  mere  easement  for  purposes  more 
or  less  temporary  in  their  nature.  U.  S.  v. 
Pennsylvania,  etc.,  Dock  Co.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)  272  Fed.  839.  In  this  case  it  was 
contended  that  evidence  that  the  United 
States  failed  and  neglected  to  keep  a  pier  in 
repair  was  not  evidence  that  would  sustain 
a  finding  that  the  government  had,  in  any 
legal  sense,  abandoned  its  property. 

Hie  court,  however,  declared  that  "in  this 
particular  case  the  appropriation  of  this 
submerged  strip  of  land  upon  which  to  con- 
struct a  government  pier  was  not  a  taking 
of  private  property  for  public  use  for  perman- 
ent purposes,  but  rather  the  mere  lawful 
exercise  of  a  governmental  power  for  the 
common  good." 


e.  Power   to    Prevent   Unlawful    Oxnipation 

(p.   290) 

Power  to  prohibit  obttmction  of  yssiaBO. 
—  Congress  may  exercise  the  power  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  public  lands  including 
as  an  incident  the  prosecution  and  punish- 
ment of  persons  who  obstruct  passage  or 
transit  over  such  lands.  McKelvey  v.  U.  S^ 
(CCA.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  410. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  309,  art.  5. 

Range  of  power  of  Congress  in  proposiBg 

amendments.— • ''An   examination  of   Article 
6  discloses  that  it  is  intended  to  invest  Con- 
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greas  with  a  wide  range  of  power  in  propos- 
ing amendments.  Passing  a  provision  long 
since  expired,  it  subjects  this  power  to  only 
two  restrictions:  one  that  the  proposal  shall 
have  the  approval  of  two  tlurda  of  both 
Houses,  and  the  other  excluding  any  amend- 
ment which  will  deprive  any  state,  without 
its  consent,  of  its  equal  suffrage  in  the  Senate. 
A  further  mode  of  proposal  —  as  yet  never 
invoked  —  is  provided,  which  is,  that  on  the 
application  of  two  thirds  of  the  states  Con- 
gress shall  call  a  convention  for  the  purpose. 
When  proposed  in  either  mode  amendments, 
to  be  ^ective,  must  be  ratified  by  the  legis- 
latures, or  by  conventions,  in  three  fourths 
of  the  states,  'as  the  one  or  the  other  mode 
of  ratification  may  be  proposed  bj  the  Con- 
gress.' Thus  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
by  when  the  Constitution  was  ordained  and 
established,  have  made  it  a  condition  to 
amending  that  instrument  that  the  amend- 
ment be  submitted  to  representative  as- 
semblies in  the  several  states  and  be  ratified 
in  three  fourths  of  them.  The  plain  meaning 
of  this  is  (a)  that  all  amendments  must 
have  the  sanction  of  the  people  of  the  United 
States,  the  original  fountain  of  power,  act- 
ing through  representative  assemblies,  and 
(b)  that  ratification  by  these  assemblies  in 
three  fourths  of  the  states  shall  be  taken  as 
a  decisive  expression  of  the  people's  will  and 
be  binding  on  aH."  Billion  v.  Glass,  (ld21) 
256  U.  S.  —,  41  6.  Ct.  610,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed) 
— ,  afprmit^g  (N.  D.  Cal.  1920)  262  Fed. 
563. 

Ratification  of  amendments  by  legitlataxe 
at  permitting  referendnm  to  people. —  "A 
recent  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  (Rhode  Tsland  v.  Palmer,  253 
U.  S.  350,  40  6.  Ct.  486,  588,  64  U.  S.  (L.  ed.^ 
046,  [see  1020  Supp.  p.  847]  has  foreclosed 
all  discussion  of  this  question  in  holding  that 
the  referendum  provisions  of  state  Constitu- 
tions and  statutes  cannot  be  applied  con- 
sistently with  the  Constitution  of  tne  United 
States  in  the  ratification  or  rejection  of 
amendments  to  that  Constitution,  and  that 
the  Eighteenth  Amendment,  prohibiting  the 
manufacture,  etc.,  of  intoxicating  liquors  for 
beverages,  is  within  the  power  to  amend  re- 
served by  article  5  of  the  United  States  Con- 
stitution ;  in  other  words,  that  the  '  Legis- 
latures of  three-fourths  of  the  .  .  .  states,' 
as  the  words  are  employed  in  that  article 
(5),  has  reference  to  legislative  bodies  as 
they  were  known  at  the  time  of  the  adoption 
of  the  Constitution,  and  not  by  any  other 
body  or  the  people  generally^.  The  action 
of  the  respondents,  therefore,  in  attempting 
to  refer  the  legislq^tive  ratification  of  the 
Eighteenth  Amendment  to  the  people,  was 
without  authoritv,  and  the  trial  court  was 
in  error  in  so  ruling.'*  Carson  v,  Sullivan, 
(1020)   284  Mo.  863,  223  S.  W.  671. 

Referendum  provisions  of  state  constitu- 
tions and  statutes  cannot  be  applied  in  the 
ratification  or  rejection  of  amendments  to 
the   Federal  Constitution  without  violating 


the    requirement   of   this  article.     State   9. 
Morris,  (1920)  79  Okla.  89,  191  Pac.  364. 

Fixing  definite  period  for  ratification  by 
states  of  proposed  amendment. —  Congress, 
in  proposing  an  amendment  to  the  F^eral 
Constitution,  may,  keeping  within  reasonahle 
limits,  fix  a  definite  period  for  ratification 
by  the  states,  and  could,  therefore,  validly, 
declare,  in  the  resolution  proposing  the  18th 
Amendment,  that  it  should  be  inoperative 
unless  ratified  within  seven  years.  Dillon  v. 
Gloss,    (1921)   256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  510, 

65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming   (N.  D.  CaL 
1920)  262  Fed.  563,  wherein  the  court  said: 

*'  Of  the  power  of  Congress,  keeping  within 
reasonable  limits,  to  fix  a  definite  period  for 
the  ratification  we  entertain  no  doubt.  'As 
a  rule  the  Constitution  speaks  in  general 
terms,  leaving  Congress  to  deal  with  sub- 
sidiary matters  of  detail  as  the  public  inter- 
ests and  changing  conditions  may  require; 
and  Article  5  is  no  exception  to  the  rule. 
Whether  a  definite  period  for  ratification 
shall  be  fixed,  so  that  all  may  know  what  it 
is  and  speculation  on  what  is  a  reasonable 
time  may  be  avoided,  is,  in  our  opinion,  a 
matter  of  detail  which  Congress  may  deter- 
mine as  an  incident  of  its  power  to  designate 
the  mode  of  ratification.  It  is  not  questioned 
that  seven  years,  the  period  fixed  in  this  in- 
stance, was  reasonable,  if  power  existed  to 
fix  a  definite  time;  nor  could  it  well  be  ques- 
tioned considering  the  periods  within  which 
prior  amendments  were  ratified." 

Date  of  conramma'don  of  ratlflcation  of 
amentaient. —  The  date  of  the  consummation 
of  the  ratificati(m  of  an  amendment  to  the 
Federal  Constitution,  which  is,  by  its  own 
terms,  to  go  into  effect  one  yesr  after  being 
ratified,  and  not  the  date  of  the  proclamation 
of  the  Secretarv  of  State,  is  controlling  upon 
the  question  wnen  such  amendment  becomes 
operative.  Dillon  v.  Gloss.  (1021)  256  U.  S. 
— ,  41  8.  Ct.  510,  66  tr.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  <^- 
firming  (N.  D.  Cal.  1920)  262  Fed.  563. 

Judicial  notice  of  oonsnmmation  of  ratifi- 
cation of  amendment. —  The  federal  Supreme 
Court  will  take  judicial  notice  of  the  con- 
summation of  the  ratificaTion  of  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Federal  Constitution.  Dillon  r. 
Gloss,    (1921)   256  U.  S.  — ,  41   S.  Ct.  510, 

66  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (N.  D.  Cal. 
1920)  262  Fed.  663. 

Proclamation  as  essential  to  validity. — See 
annotation  under  such  catch-line  to  VoL  IX^- 
p.  376,  sec.  205,  «i«fHti,  p.  781. 

Vol.  Xi,  p.  310,  art.  6. 

I.  Supremacy  of  Federal  Constitution. 

1.  In  general. 

II.  Supremacy    of    acts    of    Congress    and 

treaties. 

2.  Supremacy  of  Acts  of  Congress  over 

State  Laws. 

a.  In  general. 

b.  Repugnancy  must  be  direct  and 

positive. 
4.  Treaties  binding  on  the  states. 
a.  In  general. 
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IV.  State  taxation. 

2.  Of  federal  agencies, 
a.  In  general. 

L  SUPBEHACT  OF   FeDEBAL   CoNBTITUTION 

1.  In  General  (p.  312) 

Modified  by  Eighteenth  Amendment. — 
"The  rule  of  statutory  construction  that  a 
general  provision  must  give  way  to^  or  be 
considered  as  controlled  by  the  adoption  of, 
a  special  one,  would  lead  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  amendment,  being  special  in  its  na- 
ture, would  be  controlling  over  article  6  in 
instances  to  which  the  provisions  of  the 
amendment  are  applicable.''  State  v.  District 
Ct.,  (1920)  58  Mont.  684,  194  Pac.  308. 

ii.  strprbmact  of  acts  of  oongbess  and 

Treaties 
2.  Bwpremacy  of  Acts  of  Congress  over 

State  Laws 

a.  In  General  (p.  314) 

The  Soldiers  and  Sailors'  Civil  ReUef  Act 
(1918  Supp.  p.  810)  is  by  virtue  of  this  pro- 
vision paramount  to  a  state  moratorium  act 
containing  inconsistent  provisions.    Pierrard 

V.  Hoch,  (11^0)  97  Ore.  71|  184  Pac.  494,  191 
Pac.  328. 

The  Soldiers  and  Sailors'  Civil  Relief  Act 
became,  by  virtue  of  this  article,  the  law  of 
the  various  states.  Hence,  a  state  statute  of 
limitation  requiring  the  commencement  of 
actions  on  contracts  within  six  years  must 
be  regarded  as  amended  by  such  act  by  ex- 
cluding from  the  period  of  limitation  tlM 
time  spent  in  military  service.  Hence,  a 
court  of  such  state  may  not  acquire  jurisdic- 
tion over  a  defendant  in  military  service 
under  a  statute  authorising  service  by  pub- 
lication where  the  defendant  is  a  resident, 
and  the  limitation  period  would  haxe  expired 
within  sixty  days  next  preceding  the  appli- 
cation for  publication  it  the  time  had  not 
been  extended  by  the  attempt  to  commence 
the  action.  Erickson  i;.  Macy,  <1921)  231 
N.  Y.  85,  131  N.  B.  744. 

b.  Repugnancy  Must  Be  Direct  and  Positive 

(p.  316) 

Treaty  right  to  hold  realty;  State  prohi- 
bition of  alien  ownership. — ^A  treaty  giving 
the  right  to  hold  realty  in  states  "  in  which 
foreigners  shall  ibe  entitled  to  hold  or  inherit 
real  estate"  doe»'not  invalidate  a  state  con- 
stitutional provision  against  the  holding  of 
real  estate  by  aliens.  State  i;.  Staeheli, 
<ig20)    112  Wash.  344,  192  Pac.  991. 

4.  Treaties  Binding  on  the  States 
a.  In  General  (p.  321) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Techt  V.  Hughes,  (1920)  229  N.  Y.  222,  128 
N\  E.  185,  11  A.  L.  R.  160. 

Prohibiting  Japanese  leasing  agricultural 
lands. —  The  right  of  Japanese  to  own  or 
lease  agricultural  lands  is  declared  to  be 
withheld  by  the  following  provision  of  a 
treaty  with  Japan: 

*'  The  citizens   or   subjects  of  each  of  the 


high  contracting  parties  shall  have  liberty 
to  enter,  travel  and  reside  in  the  territories 
of  the  other,  to  carry  on  trade,  wholesale  and 
.  retail,  to  own  or  lease  and  occupy  houses, 
manufactories,  warehouses  and  shops,  to  em- 
ploy agents  of  their  choice,  to  lease  land  fot 
residential  and  commercial  purposes,  and  gen- 
erally to  do  anything  incident  to  or  necessary 
for  trade  upon  the  same  terms  as  native  citi- 
zens or  suDJects,  submitting  themselves  to 
the  laws  and  regulations  there  established." 
Terrace  v.  Thompson,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921) 
274  Fed.  841,  wherein  it  was  said: 

''Aliens  may  only  come  to  the  United 
States  upon  such  conditions  and  terms  as 
our  government  sees  fit  to  impose.  By  the 
treaty,  the  right  to  lease  real  estate  in  the 
United  States  for  agricultural  purposes  is 
withheld.  Hauenstein  v,  Lynham,  100  U.  S. 
483,  25  L.  Ed.  628.  It  might  have  been,  by 
Congressional  enactment,  prohibited  (U.  S.  v. 
De  Repentigny,  72  U.  S.  [6  Wall.l  211,  18 
L.  Ed.  627 )  J  but,  by  the  treaty,  it  was 
neither  granted  nor  prohibited.  It  was 
merely  withheld,  which  left  the  state  free 
to  prohibit  it.  The  United  States  might  have 
excluded  all  of  the  subjects  of  Japan;  but 
rather  chose  to  admit  them,  withholding  the 
right  to  lease  agricultural  lands,  thereby 
recognizing  the  right  of  the  state  to  prohibit 
it,  or  regulate  it.  That  purpose  is  not  to  be 
defeated  by  allowing  the  citizen  landowner 
the  broad  construction  of  his  rights  under 
the  Fourteenth  Amendment  for  which  con- 
tention is  made.  The  citizen  landowner  may 
sell  to  whom  he  pleases;  but  he  may  not 
sell  to  one  who  is  rightfully  forbidden  the 
right  to  buy." 

IV.  State  Taxation 

2.  Of  Federal  AgeneieB 

a.  In  General  (p.  328) 

States  cannot  tax  or  otherwise  impose  bur- 
dens on  the  exclusive  powers  of  the  federal 
government  or  its  instrumentalities  to  carry 
such  powers  into  execution.  United  States  v. 
Mcintosh  County,  (E.  D.  Okla.  1921)  271 
Fed.  747. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  341,  amend.  1. 

Not  a  limitation  on  the  states. —  To  same 
effect  as  original  annotation,  see  State  v. 
Gaetano,  (Conn.  1921)  114  Atl.  82;  State  v. 
Mockus,  (Me.  1021)  113  AU.  39,  14  A.  L.  K. 
871;  Kentucky  Finance  Corp.  v.  Paramount 
Auto  Exch.  Corp.,  (1920)  171  Wis.  586.  178 
N.  W.  9;  Kentucky  Finance  Corp.  v.  Para- 
mount Auto  Exch.  Corp.,  (1920)  171  Wia. 
586.  178  N.  W.  9, 

Vol.  XI,  p.  345,  amend.  1. 

Ezdttsioii  of  secUtiotts  news^pers  from 
maiL — The  eonstitutlcmal  freedom  ol  the 
press  may  protect  criticism  and  agitation 
for  modification  or  repeal  of  laws,  but  it 
does  not  extend  to  the  protection  of  him  who 
counsels  and  encourages  the  violation  <^  the 
law  as  it  exists.  U.  S.  v.  Burleson,  (1921) 
255  V.  S.  407,  41   S.  Ct.  352.  65  U.  R.    (L. 
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ed.)  —,  affirming  (1919)  49  App.  Gas.  (D. 
C.)  26,  258  Fed.  282,  holding  to  be  valid  the 
proYiBions  of  the  Eapionage  Act  (Fed.  St. 
Ann.  1918  S'upp.  p.  132)  for  the  excluuon  of 
certain  publications. 

State  statute  prohibiting  language  dis- 
couraging enlistmenta,  etc. —  Tnedom  of 
speech  or  press  is  not  denied  hy  a  state 
statute  making  it  unlawful  to  auTocate  or 
teach  that  men  should  not  enlist  in  the  mili- 
tary or  naval  forces  of  the  United  States 
or  of  the  state,  or  that  citiaens  of  the  state 
should  not  aid  or  assist  the  United  States 
in  prosecuting  or  carrying  on  war  with  the 
public  enemies  of  the  United  States.  Gilbert 
r.  SUte,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  325,  41  S.  Ct.  125, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  uprming  (1918)  141 
Minn.  263,  169  N.  W.  790. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  349,  amend.  2. 

Not  a  limitation  on  the  states. —  To  the 
same  effect  as  the  original  annotation,  see 
State  V.  Kerner,  (1921)  181  N.  C.  574,  107 
S.  £.  222. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  351,  amend.  4. 

1.  Not  a  limitation  on  the  states. 
III.  Applicable  to  criminal  cases  only. 

V.  Protection  of  resident  aliens. 
VI.  "Unreasonable  searches  and  seizures." 

1.  Reasonableness  of  search  a  judi- 

cial question. 

2.  Necessity  for  warrant. 

5.  Compulsory  production  of  books 

and  papers. 

6.  Compelling  an  officer  of  a  corpo- 

ration    to     produce     corporate 
books  and  papers.  ' 
II.  Use   of   papers   or  property  ille- 
gally Obtained  as  evidence. 
VTII.  "Upon  probable  cause,  supported  by 
oath  or  affirmation." 

1.  Necessity    of    showing    probable 

cause. 

2.  Affidavit    must    be    made    upon 

knowledge  of  affiant. 

I.  Not  a  Limitation   on  the   States 

(p.   351) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
State  i;.  District  Ct.,  (1921)  59  Mont.  600, 
198  Pac.  362;  Smith  v.  Tate,  (1921)  143 
Tenn.  268,  227  S.  W.  1026;  State  v.  Hen- 
neesy,  (Wash.  1921)  195  Pac.  211;  Ken- 
tucl^  Finance  Corp.  v.  Paramount  Auto 
Exch.  Corp.,  (1920)  171  Wis.  586,  178  N.  W. 
9;  State  i;.  Peterson,  (Wyo.  1920)  194  Pac 
342,  13  A.  L.  R.  1284. 

Limitation  on  official  acts  only. —  The  se- 
curity afforded  by  this  amendment  against 
unreasonable  search  and  seizure  applies  solely 
to  governmental  action.  It  is  not  invaded 
by  the  unlawful  acts  of  individuals  in  which 
the  government  has  no  part.  Burdeau  i;.  Mc- 
DoweU,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  574, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed,)  — ,  13  A.  L.  R.  1159, 
wherein  tha  court  said: 


"  The  4th  Amendment  gives  protection 
against  unlawful  searches  and  seizures,  and, 
as  shown  in  the  previous  cases,  its  protec- 
tion applies  to  governmental  action.  Its  ori- 
gin and  history  clearly  show  that  it  was  in- 
tended as  a  restraint  upon  the  activities  of 
sovereign  authority,  and  was  not  intended 
to  be  a  limitation  upon  other  than  goYem* 
mental  agencies;  as  against  such  authority 
it  was  the  purpose  of  the  4th  Amendment 
to  secure  the  citizen  in  the  right  of  unmo- 
lested occupation  of  his  dwelling  and  the 
possession  of  his  property,  subject  to  the 
right  of  seizure  by  process  duly  issued. 

"  In  the  present  case  the  record  clearly 
shows  that  no  official  of  the  Federal  gov- 
ernment had  anything  to  do  with  the  wrong- 
ful seizure  of  the  petitioner's  property,  or 
any  knowledge  thereof  until  several  months 
after  the  property  had  been  taken  from  him 
and  was  in  the  possession  of  the  Cities  Serv« 
ice  Company.  It  is  manifest  that  there  was 
no  invasion  of  the  security  afforded  by  the 
4th  Amendment  against  unreasonable  search 
and  seizure,  as  whatever  wrong  was  done  was 
the  act  of  individuals  in  taking  the  property 
of  another.  A  portion  of  the  prc»erty  so 
taken  and  held  was  turned  over  to  the  prose- 
cuting officers  of  the  Federal  government. 
We  assume  that  petitioner  has  an  unques- 
tionable right  of  redress  against  those  who 
illegally  and  wrongfully  took  his  private 
property  under  the  circumstances  herein  die- 
closed,  but  with  such  remedies  we  are  not 
now  concerned." 

III.  Applicable  to  Cbiminal  Cases  Onlt 

(p.  353) 

Prosecution  by  information  as  affected  by 
unlawful  search. —  See  annotation  under  title 
'*  Intoxicating  Liquors,"  1919  Supplement, 
p.  215,  sec.  29,  gupra,  p.  556. 

V.  Protection  of  Resident  Aliens 

(p.  353) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Colver  V.  Skeffington,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920) 
265*  Fed.  17. 

VI.  "Unseasonable  Seasches  and 

Seizubes 

1.  RecLsonahleness  of  Search  a  Judicial  Quea* 

tion  (p.  354) 

Search  for  purpose  of  obtaining  evidence.-— 
Search  warrants  may  not  be  used  as  a  means 
of  gaining  access  to  a  man's  house  or  office 
and  papers,  solely  for  the  purpose  of  making 
iicarch  to  secure  evidence  to  be  used  against 
him  in  a  criminal  or  penal  proceeding,  but 
they  may  be  resorted  to  only  when  a  primary 
right  to  such  search  and  seizure  ma^  be 
found  in  the  interest  which  the  public  or 
the  complainant  may  have  in  the  property 
to  be  seized,  or  in  the  right  to  the  possession 
of  it,  or  when  a  valid  exercise  of  the  police 
power  renders  possession  of  the  property  by 
the  accused  unlawful,  and  provides  that  ft 
may  be  taken.    Gouled  v.  U.  S.,  (1921)  255 
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U.  S.  298,  41  S.  Ct  261,  66  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
wherein  the  court  further  held  that  private 
papers  of  no  pecunianr  value,  in  which  the 
Bole  interest  of  the  federal  government  is 
their  value  as  evidence  against  the  owner 
in  a  contemplated  criminal  prosecution,  may 
not,  consistently  with  the  constitutional 
guaranty  against  unreasonable  searches  and 
seizures,  be  taken  from  the  owner's  house  or 
office  under  a  seardi  warrant. 

Secret  taking.-^—  The  secret  taking,  without 
force,  from  the  house  or  office  of  one  sus- 
pected of  crime,  and  in  his  absence,  of  a 
paper  belonging  to  him,  having  evidential 
value  only,  by  a  representative  of  any 
branch  or  subdivision  of  the  federal  gov- 
ernment, violates  the  constitutional  guaranty 
against  unreasonable  searches  and  seizures, 
mether  entrance  to  auch  house  or  office  be 
obtained  by  stealth  or  through  social  ac- 
quaintance, or  in  the  guise  of  a  business 
call,  and  whether  the  owner  be  present  or 
not  at  the  time  of  entry.  €k>uled  v,  U.  S., 
(1921)  255  U.  S.  298,  41  S.  Ct.  261,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein  the  court  said:  "The 
prohibition  of  the  4th  Amendment  is  against 
•all  unreasonable  searches  and  seizures;  and 
if  for  a  government  officer  to  obtain  entrance 
•to  a  man's  house  or  office  by  force  or  by  an 
illegal  threat  or  show  of  force,  amounting  to 
coercion,  and  then  to  search  for  and  seize 
his  private  papers,  would  be  an  unreason- 
able, and  therefore  a  prohibited,  search  and 
seizure,  as  it  certainly  would  be,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  successfully  contend  that  a  like 
search  and  seizure  would  be  a  reasonable 
one  if  only  admission  were  obtained-  by 
stealth  instead  of  by  force  or  coercion.  The 
security  and  privacy  of  the  home  or  office 
and  of  the  papers  of  the  owner  would  be 
as  much  invaded,  and  the  search  and  seizure 
would  be  as  much  against  his  will  in  the 
one  case  as  in  the  other;  and  it  must  there- 
fore be  regarded  as  equally  in  violation  of 
his   constitutional  rights. 

"Without  discussing  them,  we  cannot 
doubt  that  such  decisions  as  there  are  in 
conflict  with  this  conclusion  are  unsound, 
and  that,  whether  entrance  to  the  home  or 
office  of  a  person  suspected  of  crime  be  ob- 
tained by  a  representative  of  any  branch  or 
subdivision  of  the  government  of  the  United 
States  by  stealth,  or  through  social  acouaint- 
ance,  or  in  the  guise  of  a  business  call,  and 
whetlier  the  owner  be  present  or  not  when 
he    enters,   any   search    and    seizure    subse- 

?[uently   and  secretly    made   in  his   absence 
alls  within  the  scope  of  the  prohibition  of 
the  4th  Amendment." 

Unlawful  search  as  justified  by  results.— 
An  unlawful  search  cannot  be  justified  by 
what  is  found.  It  was  against  such  prying, 
on  the  chance  of  discovery,  that  the  con- 
stitutional amendment  was  intended  to  pro- 
tect the  people.  U.  S.  v.  Slusser,  (S.  D. 
Ohio  1921)  270  Fed.  818;  U.  S.  v.  Bush. 
(W.  D.  N.  y.  1920)   269  Fed.  456. 

Right  to  search  person  as  incident  of 
aireet. —  Officers  who  have  properly  arrested 
a  person  have  a  right  to  search  his  person 


as  an  incident  of  the  arrest.  U.  8.  v,  Krau, 
(S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)   270  Fed.  678. 

Where  a  person  has  been  arrested  for 
intoxication,  whisky  obtained  on  a  search  of 
his  person  is  not  obtained  by  "  unreasonable 
search."     U.   S.   v.  Murphy,    (E.    D.   N.   Y. 

1920)  264  Fed.  842,  wherein  the  court  said: 
"The  right  of  an  arresting  officer  to  search 
a  defendant  under  ordinary  circumstances, 
when  the  defendant  is  under  arrest,  charged 
with  a  violation  of  law,  cannot  be  ques- 
tioned. Wharton,  Crim.  Proc.  (10th  £d.) 
97,  98;  Corpus  Juris,  'Arrest,'  par.  74;  Weeks 
V.  U.  8.,  232  U.  8.  383,  392,  34  Sup.  Ct.  341, 
68  L.  Ed.  662,  L.  R.  A.  1915B,  834  Ann. 
Cas.  1916C,  1177.  This  applies  with  peculiar 
force  to  the  case  of  a  man  arrested  for  in- 
toxication, who  might  have  in  his  possession 
dangerous  weapons  with  which  he  might  do 
incalculable  harm,  either  to  himself  or  to 
others.  The  court  is  of  the  opinion  that  evi- 
dence of  the  character  here  involved,  ob- 
tained in  this  manner,  which  is  a  part  of 
the  proof  of  the  commission  of  a  crime,  and 
the  possession  of  which  is  necessarily  in- 
volved in  the  prohibited  act  itself,  has  not 
been  obtained  by  '  unreasonable '  search." 

Where  a  person  was  arrested  charged  with 
a  violation  of  the  Trading  with  the  Enemy 
Act,  it  was  held  that  it  was  proper  to  seise 
a  letter  found  on  his  person  although  there 
was  no  search  warrant  and  that  such  seizure 
was  not  violative  of  his  constitutional  rights. 
Welsh  c.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir.  1920)  267 
Fed.  819. 

Garage  as  within  protection  of.  section. — 
The  right  of  the  people  to  be  secure  in  their 
houses  and  effects  against  unreasonable 
searches  and  seizures  is  not  limited  to  dwell- 
ing houses  but  extends  to  a  garage  used 
personally  for  hire.  U.  8.  v.  Slusaer,  (8.  D. 
Ohio  1921)  270  Fed.  818. 

2.  "NeoeBtity  for  Warrant  (p.  364) 

Diaeretion  of  officer  as  substitute  for  war- 
nmt. —  The  discretion  of  the  officer,  however 
good  and  well-intentioned;  is  not  .**  a  substi- 
tute in  law  for  a  search  warrant  issued  by  a 
proper  magistrate.  It  is  to  the  latter  that 
the  law  has  committed  the  discretion  to  say 
when  a  warrant  shall  issue;  and  it  can  only 
issue  on  probable  cause,  supported  by  oath 
or  affirmation,  particularly  describing  the 
place  to  be  searched  and  the  persons  or 
things  to  be  seized.  Constant  reiteration  of 
these  fundamental  principles  is  warranted 
by  the  fact  that  they  seem  to  be  so  fre- 
quently overlooked."    17.  8.  v.  81usser,  (S.  D, 

1921)  270  Fed.  818. 

Taken  by  permission^ — It  is  said  that  the 
protection  afforded  by  this  amendment  rests 
on  the  use  of  force  and  does  not  cover  a 
case  where  a  person  was  cheated  into  giving 
up  books.  U.  8.  V.  Maresca,  (8.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)    266  Fed.  71S. 

But  a  search  permitted  by  a  person  after 
declaration  by  the  prohibition  officer,  with 
a  display  of  his  badge,  that  they  were  there 
to  search  the  premises,  was  not  by  such  con- 
sent as  will  amount  to  a  waiver  of  con- 
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stitutional  rights,  bnt,  on  tlie  contrary,  u  to 
be  attributed  to  a  peaceful  Bubmiseion  to 
officers  of  the  law.  U.  S.  v.  Slusser,  (S.  D. 
Ohio  1921)    270  Fed.  81«. 

5.  Compulsory  Production   of   Books    and 
Papers    (p.    355) 

Seisnre  of  partnership  books  and  papers^ 
—  Where  books  and  papers  belonging  to  a 
partnership  were  seized  on  a  subpoena  duces 
tecum  served  on  one  of  the  partners  only, 
it  was  held  that  the  producticm  of  such  books 
and  papera  as  evidence  before  the  grand 
jury  in  a  criminal  prosecution  against  the 
partners  was  illegal  as  being  in  contraven- 
tion of  their  rights  as  fixed  by  the  Fourth 
and  Fifth  Amendments.  It  was  further  held 
that  the  petitioners,  having  been  illegally 
deprived  of  their  books  and  papers,  were 
entitled  to  have  them  returned  to  their  pos- 
session, an4  not  only  that,  but  to  have  every 
memorandum  taken  therefrom,  every  photo* 
graphic  or  other  copy  made  thereof,  returned 
to  them,  so  that  none  of  the  documents 
should  be  available  to  the  United  States  in 
the  prosecution  of  the  defendants  under  the 
indictment,  to  the  extent  of  furnishing  evi- 
dence of  their  guilt.  U.  S.  v.  Brasley,  (W. 
D.  Pa.   1920)   268  Fed.  59. 

Seizure  by  state  officer. —  The  object  and 
purpose  of  the  Fourth  Amendment  is  limited 
to  federal  agencies,  and  was  designed  to  pre- 
vent autocratic  and  despotic  action  under 
color  of  national  authority.  The  object  and 
purpose  thus  declared  does  not  require  the 
extenerion  of  the  rule  to  the  acts  of  state 
officials  or  private  persons.  U.  S.  9.  O'Dowd, 
(N.  D.  Ohio  1921)  27»  Fed.  600,  holding 
that  evidence  is  not  inadmissible  in  a  federiU 
court  because  seised  by  state  officers  with- 
out a  search  warrant. 

While  the  court  may  not  compel  parties 
charged  with  the  violation  of  a  penal  law 
of  the  United  States  to  produce  books  and 
documents  before  the  grand  jury  to  be  used 
in  regard  to  alleged  violations  of  the  statutes 
of  the  United  States  by  them,  it  has  been 
held  that  the  rule  does  not  apply  where  the 
evidence  was  obtained  by  a  search  and 
seizure  by  a  state  officer  before  the  indict- 
ment in  the  federal  court  had  been  returned 
and  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  the 
sheriff  acted  under  the  authority  of  a  fed- 
eral official.  Youngblood  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  O.  A. 
gth  Cir.   1920)    266  Fed.  796. 

Extension  of  rule. —  The  principle  relating 
to  the  seizure  of  private  books  and  papers 
applies  generally  to  search  and  seizure  of 
one's  house^  property,  and  effects,  and  is  not 
limited  to  the  seizure  of  a  man's  private 
papers  to  be  used  as  evidence  against  him. 
U.  S.  V.  Bush,  (W.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed. 
455. 

6.  Compelling  an  Offioer  of  a  Corporation  to 
Prodiuce    Corporate   Books   and   Papers 

(p.  357) 
A  subpoena  to  produce  ''all  and  sundry 

the  invoices  received  by  Watson,  Parker  ft 


Reese  Ckxnpany,  a  eorporati<«,  covering  ship* 
ments  of  shoea  of  all  grades  and  kinds  to 
said  corporation  since  July  1,  1919,  includ- 
ing all  bodes  of  account  and  invoices  cover- 
ing stocks  of  shoes  now  on  hand,"  is  not  so 
general  and  sweeping  as  to  be  tantamoimt 
to  an  unreasonable  search  and  seizure  of 
the  company's  records.  U.  8.  v.  Watson, 
<N.  D.  Fla.   1920)    266  Fed.  736. 

11.  Use  of  Papers  or  Property  lUegaUy 
Obtained  as  Svidenoe   (p.  359) 

Rule  stated. —  Papers  or  property  illegally 
obtained  from  a  person  are  inadmissible  as 
evidence  against  him  if  proper  objection  is 
raised  to  their  admission.  U.  S.  v.  Bush; 
(\V.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed.  456;  U.  S.  v. 
Slusser,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1921)  270  Fed.  818; 
In  re  Kosopud,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1920)  272  FedJ 
330;  U.  S.  V.  O'Dowd,  (N.  D.  Ohio  1921) 
273  Fed.  600;  State  «.  Hennessy,  (Wash. 
1921)   195  Pac.  211. 

To  permit  the  government  to  use  evidence 
gained  upon  an  illegal  search  would  be  to 
compel  defendant  to  give  evidence  against 
himself  within  the  meaning  of  the  Fifth 
Amendment.  U.  S.  v.  KeUh,  (8.  D.  lit 
1921)  272  Fed.  484,  wherein  the  court  said: 
"  It  is  further  contended,  because  the  Vol- 
stead Act  provides  that  there  shall  be  no 
property  rights  in  illicit  liquors,  or  appa- 
ratus for  their  manufacture^  that  therefore 
the  property  in  question  does  not  come  with- 
in the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Amendments.  The 
reason  for  a  return  of  property  in  all  cases 
of  this  character  is  not  based  upon  property 
rights  so  much  as  the  personal  security 
afforded  by  the  Fifth  Amendment,  which  re- 
lieves a  man  from  being  compelled  to  be  a 
witness  against  himself  in  a  criminal  case. 
To  permit  the  government  in  this  case  to 
retain  possession  of  the  property  described 
in  the  motion,  and  use  it  in  the  trial  of  the] 
case  before  the  jury,  would  be  in  legal  effect 
to  require  this  defendant  to  be  a  witness 
against  himself  in  a  criminal  case,  which  is 
clearly  prohibited  by  the  Constitution." 

But  in  the  case  of  an  automobile  in  which 
whisky  was  being  transported  the  court  in 
U.  S.  V,  Fenton,  (D.  C.  Mont.  1920)  268 
Fed.  221,  said:  "The  auto  and  whisky,  by 
virtue  of  the  National  Prohibition  Act  (1919 
Supp.  197),  were  forfeited,  and  thereby 
transferred  to  the  United  States,  the  moment 
defendants  embarked  upon  the  unlawful 
transportation.  The  United  States  was  then 
vested  with  the  right  of  property  and  posses- 
sion. Even  as  any  other  owner  of  property 
in  like  circumstances  at  common  law,  the 
United  States  without  process  could  recover 
possession  by  force.  And  however,  if  at  all, 
irregularly  the  officers  proceeded,  the  defend- 
ants  have  no  right  to  return  of  the  property,; 
nor  to  object  to  its  use  in  evidence,  whatever 
other,  if  any,  right  or  remedy  they  may 
have." 

Where  the  affidavit  and  search  warrant  are 
insufficient,  acquiescence  in  the  search  by  the 
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wife  ci  the  accused  cannot  be  regarded  as 
binding  on  him,  so  that  evidence  obtained  on 
radi  search  may  be  used  against  him,  in  the 
absence  of  proof  that  he  authorized  her  to 
consent.  U.  S.  t?.  Rykowski,  (S.  D.  Ohio 
1920)   267  Fed.  866. 

Use  of  papers  unlawfully  seized  by  in- 
diyidttaL — Constitutional  guaranties  against 
unreasonable  searches  and  seizures  and  self- 
incrimination  will  not  be  violated  if  the 
Federal  prosecuting  authorities  to  whom 
incriminating  papers  stolen  by  private  per- 
sons have  been  delivered,  retain  them  with 
a  view  to  their  use  in  a  subsequent  investi- 
gation by  a  grand  jury  where  such  papers 
will  be  part  of  the  evidence  against  the  ac- 
cused, and  may  be  used  against  him  upon 
trial  should  an  indictment  be  returned,  the 
government  having  had  no  part  in  the 
wrongful  taking.  Burdeau  t\  McDowell, 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  574,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  13  A.  L.  R,  1159,  wherein  the 
court  said: 

"The  exact  question  to  be  decided  here 
is:  Hay  the  government  retain  incrimina- 
ting papers,  coming  to  it  in  the  manner 
described,  with  a  view  to  their  use  in  a 
subsequent  investigation  by  a  grand  jury, 
where  such  papers  will  be  part  of  the  evi- 
dence against  the  accused,  and  may  be  used 
against  him  upon  trial  should  an  indictment 
be  returned? 

"We  know  of  no  constitutional  principle 
which  requires  the  government  to  surrender 
the  papers  under  such  circumstances.  Had 
it  learned  that  such  incriminatory  papers, 
tending  to  show  a  violation  of  Federal  law, 
were  in  the  hands  of  a  person  other  than  the 
accused,  it  having  had  no  part  in  wrongfully 
obtaining  them,  we  know  of  no  reason  why 
a^  subpoena  might  not  issue  for  the  produc- 
tion of  the  papers  as  evidence.  Such  pro- 
duction would  require  no  unreasonable  search 
or  seizure,  nor  would  it  amount  to  compi- 
ling the  accused  to  testify  against  himself. 
"The  papers  having  come  into  the  pos- 
session of  the  government  without  a  viola- 
tion of  petitioner's  rights  \iy  governmental 
authority,  we  see  no  reason  why  the  fact  that 
individuals,  unconnected  with  the  govern- 
ment, may  have  wrongfully  taken  them, 
should  prevent  them  from  being  held  for  use 
in  prosecuting  an  offense  where  the  docu- 
ments are  of  an  incriminatory  character." 

Use  of  property  legally  obtained  as  evi- 
dence of  another  crime. —  Property  seized 
under  a  valid  search  warrant  may  be  used 
in  the  prosecution  of  a  suspected  person  for 
a  crime  other  than  that  which  may  have 
been  described  in  the  affidavit  for  the  war- 
rant as  having  been  committed  by  him. 
Oouled  V.  U.  8.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  298,  41 
S.  Ct.  261,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein 
the  court  said :  "  It  has  never  been  required 
that  a  criminal  prosecution  should  be  pend- 
ing against  a  person  in  order  to  justify 
search  for  and  seizure  of  his  property  under 
a  proper  warrant,  if  a  case  of  crime  having 
been   committed    and   of   probable   cause   is 


made  out,  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  law  and 
the  officer  having  authority  to  issue  it,  and 
we  see  no  reason  why  property  seized  under 
a  valid  search  warrant,  when  thus  lawfully 
obtained  by  the  government,  may  not  bie 
used  in  the  prosecution  of  a  suspected  per- 
son for  a  crime  other  than  that  which  may 
have  been  described  in  the  affidavit  as  having 
been  committed  by  him.  The  question  as- 
sumes that  the  property  seized  was  obtained 
on  a  search  warrant  sufficient  in  form  to 
satisfy  the  law;  and  if  the  papers  to  which 
the  question  refers  had  been  of  a  character 
to  be  thus  obtained,  lawfully,  it  would  lutve 
been  competent  to  use  them  to  prove  any 
crime  against  the  accused  as  to  which  they 
constituted  relevant  evidence." 

Property  seized  on  warrant  based  on  in- 
sufficient affidavits. —  Where  search  war- 
rants were  not  based  on  sufficient  affidavits 
the  property  seized  may  be  used  as  evidence. 
Haywood  t?.  U.  S.,  (CCA-  7th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  795;  St.  John  i\  U.  S.,  (€.  C.  A. 
7th  Cir.  1920)  266  Fed.  808. 

Plenary  power  of  federal  courts. —  The 
federal  courts  are  not  clothed  with  plenary 
power  to  investigate  on  motion  all  uncon- 
stitutional searches  and  seizures  without  re- 
gard to  whether  or  not  they  bear  any  rela- 
tion to  proceedings  pending  in  such  courts. 
Accordingly  it  has  been  held  that  it  was 
proper  to  refuse  an  application  for  an  order 
to  government  officials  to  return  books  and 
papers  alleged  to  have  been  unlawfully  taken, 
so  as  to  prevent  their  use  as  evidence  in 
deportation  proceedings,  when  none  of  the 
officers  named  were  concerned  in  or  affected 
by  any  suit,  action  or  proceeding  in  the 
federal  court.  Weinstein  v.  Atty.-Gen.,  (C 
C  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)   271  Fed.  673. 

Timeliness  of  objection  to  use  of  illegally 
obtained  property^ — If,  in  the  progress  of  a 
criminal  trial,  it  becomes  probable  that  there 
has  been  an  unconstitutional  seizure  of  the 
papers  of  the  accused,  of  evidential  value 
only,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  trial  court  to 
entertain  an  objection  to  the  admission  of 
such  papers  in  evidence,  or  a  motion  for 
their  exclusion,  and  to  consider  and  decide 
the  question  as  then  presented,  even  where 
a  motion  to  return  the  papers  may  have  been 
denied  before  triaL  Gouled  t?.  U.  S.,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  298,  41  S.  Ct.  261,  65-  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein  it  was  held  that  an  ob- 
jection to  the  introduction  in  evidence  in  a 
criminal  case  of  a  paper  surreptitiously 
taken  from  the  office  of  the  accused  by  a 
representative  of  the  federal  government  is 
in  time,  though  not  made  before  trial,  where 
such  objection  was  made  promptly  upon  the 
first  notice  the  accused  had  that  the  govern- 
ment was  in  possession  of  the  paper.  The 
court  said:  "  It  is  plain  that  the  trial  court 
acted  upon  the  rule,  widely  adopted,  that 
courts  in  criminal  trials  will  not  pause  to 
determine  how  the  possession  of  evidence 
tendered  has  been  obtained.  While  thi^  is 
a  rule  of  great  practical  importance,  yet, 
after  all,  it  is  only  a  rule  of  procedure,  and 
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therefore  it  is  not  to  be  applied  m  a  hard* 
vid-fast  formula  to  every  caae^  regardleee 
of  ita  special  circumstances.  We  think, 
rather,  that  it  is  a  rule  to  be  used  to  secure 
the  ends  of  justice  under  the  circumstances 
presented  by  each  case;  and  where,  in  the 
progress  of  a  trial,  it  becomes  probable  that 
there  has  been  an  unconstitutional  seizure 
of  papers,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  trial  court 
to  entertain  an  objection  to  their  admission, 
or  a  motion  for  their  exclusion,  and  to 
consider  and  decide  the  question  as  then 
presented,  even  where  a  motion  to  return  the 
papers  may  have  been  denied  before  trial. 
A  rule  of  practice  must  not  be  allowed  for 
any  technical  reason  to  prevail  over  a  con- 
stitutional  right.  In  the  case  we  are  con- 
sidering, the  certificate  shows  that  a  motion 
to  return  the  papers,  seized  under  the 
search  warrants,  was  made  before  the  trial 
and  was  denied;  and  that,  on  the  trial  of 
the  case  before  another  judge,  this  ruling 
was  treated  as  conclusive,  although,  as  we 
have  seen,  in  the  progress  of  the  trial  it 
must  have  become  apparent  that  the  papers 
had  been  unconstitutionally  seized.  The 
constitutional  objection  having  been  renewed, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  court  should 
have  inquired  as  to  the  origin  of  the  posses* 
sion  of  the  papers  when  they  were  offered  in 
evidence  against  the  defendants." 

The  rule  that  courts  will  not  stop  the 
progress  of  the  trial  of  a  criminal  case  to 
frame  a  collateral  issue  to  inquire  whether 
evidence  offered,  otherwise  competent,  was 
lawfully  or  unlawfully  obtained,  has  no  ap- 
plication where  it  becomes  apparent  during 
the  trial  that  there  has  been  an  unconstitu- 
tional seizure  of  property  of  the  accused, 
and  the  court  should  exclude  such  property 
and  any  testimony  relating  thereto,  given  by 
the  government  agents  who  made  the  un- 
lawful seizure,  on  motion  of  the  accused, 
made  after  both  property  and  testimony 
were  introduced  in  evidence  against  him. 
Amos  V,  U.  S.,  (1021)  255  U.  S.  ai3,  41  S. 
Ct.  2e6,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — -.  In  that  case 
the  facts  were  stated  as  follows :  *'  Coleman 
and  Rector  were  called  as  witnesses  by  the 
government  and  testified:  that,  as  deputy 
collectors  of  internal  revenue,  they  went  to 
defendant's  home,  and  not  finding  him  there, 
but  finding  a  woman  who  said  she  was  his 
wife,  told  her  that  they  were  revenue  offi- 
cers, and  had  come  to  search  the  premises 
*for  violations  of  the  revenue  law;'  that 
thereupon  the  woman  opened  the  store  and 
the  witnesses  entered,  and  in  a  barrel  of 
peas  found  a  bottle  containing  not  quite  a 
half-pint  of  illicitly  distilled  whisky,  which 
they  called  'blockade  whisky;'  and  that 
they  then  went  into  the  home  of  defendant, 
and,  on  searching,  found  two  bottles  under 
the  quilt  on  the  bed,  one  of  which  contained 
a  full  quart  and  the  other  a  little  over  a 
quart  of  illicitly  distilled  whisky.  The 
government  introduced  in  evidence  a  pint 
bottle  containing  whisky,  which  the  witness 
Coleman  stated  'was  not  one  of  the  bottles 
found  by  him,  but  that  the  whisky  contained 


in  the  same  was  poured  out  of  one  of  the 
two  bottles  that  had  been  found  in  defend- 
ant's house  on  the  bed  under  the  quilt,  as 
stated.'  On  cross-examination  both  wit- 
nesses testified  that  they  did  not  have  any 
warrant  for  the  arrest  of  the,  defendant,  nor 
any  search  warrant  to  search  his  house,  and 
that  the  search  was  made  during  the  day- 
time, in  the  absence  of  the  defendant,  who 
did  not  appear  on  the  scene  until  after  the 
search  had  been  made."  The  court  said :  "  The 
answer  of  the  government  to  the  claim  that 
the  trial  court  erred  in  the  two  rulings  we 
have  described  is,  that  the  petition  for  the 
return  of  defendant's  property  was  properly 
denied  because  it  came  too  late  when  pre- 
sented after  the  jury  was  impaneled,  and  the 
trial,  to  that  extent,  commenced,  and  that 
the  denial  of  the  motion  to  exclude  the 
property  and  the  testimony  of  the  government 
agents  relating  thereto,  after  the  manner  of 
the  search  of  defendant's  home  had  been  de- 
scribed, was  justified  by  the  rule  that,  in  the 
progress  of  the  trial  of  criminal  cases,  courts 
will  not  stop  to  frame  a  collateral  issue  to 
inquire  whether  evidence  offered,  otherwise 
competent,  was  lawfully  or  unlawfully  l[A>- 
tained. 

"  Plainly,  the  questions  thus  presented  for 
decision  are  ruled  by  the  conclusions  this 
day  announced  in  No.  260,  Gk>uled  r.  United 
States. 

''  There  is  nothing  in  the  record  to  indicate 
that  the  allegations  of  the  petition  for  the 
return  of  the  property,  sworn  to  by  the  de- 
fendant, were  in  any  respect  questioned  or 
denied,  and  the  report  of  the  examination  and 
appropriate  cross-examination  of  the  gov- 
ernment's witnesses,  called  to  make  out  its 
case,  shows  clearly  the  unconstitutional 
character  of  the  seizure  by  which  the  prop- 
erty which  it  introduced  was  obtained.  The 
facts  essential  to  the  disposition  of  the  mo- 
tion were  not  and  could  not  be  denied;  they 
were  literally  thrust  upon  the  attention  of 
the  court  by  the  government  itself.  The  peti- 
tion should  have  been  granted ;  but,  it  having 
been  denied,  the  motion  should  have  been 
sustained." 

Return  of  papers  and  property. —  When 
documents  or  papers  are  unlawfully  seized, 
they  must  be  returned,  and  with  them  all 
copies  taken  while  the  officers  retained  their 
illegal  possession.  U.  S.  r.  Kraus,  (S.  D.  N. 
T.  1021)  270  Fed.  678,  wherein  it  appeared 
that  the  papers  were  seized  under  a  war- 
rant based  on  information  obtained  at  the 
time  of  making  an  unlawful  search. 

Although  the  government  may  not  be  able 
to  avail  itself  of  information  acquired  by  a 
search  and  seizure  under  the  National  Pro- 
hibition Act,  because  the  search  and  seizure 
was  unwarranted,  yet  some  of  the  property 
peized  being  illicit  and  other  parts  of  it 
having  been  used  in  the  illicit  trade  or  manu- 
facture, and  therefore  being  contraband,  will 
not  be  returned  to  the  owner.  U.  S.  c,  Ry- 
kowski,    (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)    267  Fed.  866. 

Where  in  the  case  of  a  petition  for  -the 
return  of  papers  claimed  to  have  been  ille- 
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gaily  seized  the  issue  of  consent  to  the  seiz- 
ures is  raised  the  trial  of  such  issue  should 
precede  any  order  of  the  court  for  a  return. 
U.  S.  V.  Kraus,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  270 
Fed.  678. 

Where  the  memhers  of  a  voluntary  organi- 
zation are  on  trial  and  not  the  organization, 
unlawful  seizure  of  the  outlaw  property  of 
the  organization  does  not  infringe  any  rights 
of  the  individual  defendants  and  there  is 
ho  error  in  impounding  the  property  and 
overruling  a  motion  for  its  return.  Haywood 
t?.  U.  S.,  (CCA.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed. 
795;   St.  John  v.  U.  S.,    (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir. 

1920)  268  Fed.  808. 

Impounding  property  seized  on  warrant 
iaf terwards  vacated. —  When  books  and  papers 
have  been  seized  on  a  search  warrant  which 
was  afterwards  vacated  by  the  commissioner 
who  issued  it  a  motion  to  impound  them  will 
be  denied.     U.  S.  v.  Porazzo,    (E.  D.  N.  Y. 

1921)  272  Fed.  276. 

« 

VIII.  "Upon   Pbobable   Caubb,    Suppobted 
BT  Oath  OB  AFFiBMATioir  " 

1.  Necessity   of   Shounng   Probable   Cause 

(p.  360) 

''A  search  warrant  may  issue  only  upon 
probable  cause,  supported  by  oath  or  aflSrm- 
ation.  The  question  of  probable  cause  must 
be  submitted  to  the  committing  magistrate, 
so  that  he  may  exercise  his  judgment  as  to 
the  suflSciency  of  the  ground  for  believing  the 
accused  person  guilty."  U.  S.  v,  Borkowski, 
(S.  D.  Ohio  1920)   268  Fed.  408. 

"  No  search  warrant  shall  be  issued  unless 
the  judge  has  first  been  furnished  with  facts 
under  oath  —  not  suspicions,  beliefs,  or  sur- 
mises, but  facts  —  which,  when  the  law  is 
properly  applied  to  them,  tend  to  establish 
the  necessary  legal  conclusions,  or  facts 
which,  when  the  law  is  properlv  applied  to 
them,  tend  to  establish  prooable  cause  for 
belief  that  the  legal  conclusion  is  right.  The 
inviolability  of  the  accused's  home  is  to  be 
determined  by  the  facts,  not  by  rumor,  suspi- 
cion, or  guesswork.  If  the  facts  a£ford  the 
legal  basis  for  the  search  warrant,  the  ac- 
cused must  take  tiie  consequences.  But 
equally  there  must  be  consequences  for  the 
accuser  to  face.  If  the  sworn  accusation  is 
based  on  fiction,  the  accuser  must  take  the 
chance  of  punishment  for  perjury.  Hence 
the  necessity  of  a  sworn  statement  of  facts, 
because  one  cannot  be  convicted  of  perjury 
•having  a  belief,  though  the  belief  be  utterly 
unfounded  in  fact  and  law.  The  finding  of 
the  legal  conclusion  or  of  probable  cause 
ijrom  the  exhibited  facts  is  a  judicial  func- 
tion, and  it  cannot  be  delegated  by  the  judge 
to  the  accuser."  U.  S.  i\  Kelih,  (S.  D.  lU. 
1921)   272  Fed.  484. 

2.  Affidavit  Must  be  Made  upon  Knowledge 
of  Affiant  (p.  361) 

Tq  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
U.  S.  V.  Michalski,  (W.  D.  Pa.  1919)  265 
Fed.    839. 


Affidavit  by  officer  tpon  infdimatioiL — 
In  construing  section  3462  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  [4  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  p.  323] 
it  has  been  said:  ''The  requirements  of  sec- 
tion 3462  relating  to  the  showing  to  be  made 
as  a  basis  for  issuing  the  warrant  do  not 
meet  the  mandatory  provisions  of  the  Con- 
stitution. In  the  language  of  Attorney  Gen- 
eral Knox,  the  section  'does  not  state  all  of 
that  which  must  be  stated  in  the  application ' 
for  the  search  warrant.  24  Op.  Attys.  Gen. 
685,  688.  In  other  words,  the  constitutional 
provision  is  paramount.  The  showing  under 
oath  essential  upon  which  to  predicate  the 
issuance  of  the  warrant  should  state  pertinent 
facts  from  which  the  magistrate  may  deter- 
mine the  existence  of  probable  cause,  or  there 
should  be  a  hearing  oy  him  with  that  pur- 
pose in  view.  Probable  cause  is  a  legal  con- 
clusion, which  is  for  the  magistrate  to  deduce 
from  the  facts  stated,  and  the  mere  assertion 
under  oath  tha/t  the  affiant  believed  and  does 
believe  that  a  fraud  upon  the  revenue  has 
been  or  is  being  committed  is  entirely  in- 
sufficient upon  which  to  predicate  the  finding 
of  probable  cause."  U.  S.  v.  Pitotto,  (D.  (£ 
Ore.  1920)   267  Fed.  603. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  363,  amend.  5. 

I.  Not  a  limitation  on  the  states. 
IV.  Application  to  aliens. 
1.  In  general. 
XIII.  Courts-martial. 
1.  In  general. 

I.  KoT  A  Limitation  on  the  Statbs  (p.  363) 

To  same  effect  as  first  paragraph  of  original 
annotation  see  Kentucky  Finance  Corp.  o. 
Paramount  Auto  Exeh.  Corp.,  (1920)  171 
Wis.  686,  178  N.  W.  9. 

IV.  Apflioation  to  Auenb 

1.  In  (General  (p.  365) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  aee 
Colyer  v.  Skefflngton,  (D.  C.  Mass.  1920) 
265  Fed.  17. 

XIII.  Cottbts-Mabtial 

1.  In  General  (p.  371) 

Trial  of  military  prisonen. — Trial  by 
court-martial  for  murder  committed  by  per- 
sons subject  to  military  law  does  not  infringe 
the  constitutional  guaranties  as  to  jury  trial 
and  presentment  or  indictment  by  grand 
jury.  Eahn  v.  Anderson,  (1921)  256  U.  8. 
1,  41  S.  Ct.  224,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  XI,  p.  374,  amend.  5. 

I.  Kot  a  limitation  on  the  states. 
IV.  What  constitutes  jeopardy. 

1.  In  general. 
V.  Application  of  clause  to  offenses. 

3.  Identical  offense. 

4.  Criterion  of  identity  of  crimes. 
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I.  Not  a  LiiaTATiON  on  the  Statbs 

(p.  376) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Com.  V.  Leventhal,  (1920)  236  Mass.  516, 
128  N.  £.  864;  Ghekea  v.  Treasurer,  (Mass. 
1021)  130  N.  £.  897;  Kentucky  Finance 
Corp.  V.  Paramount  Auto  Exch.  Corp., 
<1920)   171  Wis.  586,  178  N.  W.  9. 

« 

IV.  What  0oNBTiTTn»8  Jeopabdt 

1.  In  General  (p.  378) 

A  person  is  twice  put  in  jeopardy  if  he  is 
put  on  trial  a  second  time  for  an  offense  of 
which  he  has  once  been  acquitted  or  con- 
victed. Bens  V,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)  266  Fed.  162. 

V.  Applicatiow  of  Clause  to  Offenses 

3.  Identical  Oifenae   (p.  380) 

The  offenses  must  be  identical  in  order  to 
sustain  a  plea  of  former  conviction  or  ac- 
quittal. U.  S.  V.  Bostow,  (S.  D.  Ala.  1921) 
273  Fed.  535. 

4.  Criterion  of  Identity  of  Crimes   (p.  380) 

''The  test  of  identity  of  offenses,  when 
doable  jeopardy  is  claimed,  is  whether  the 
same  evidence  is  required  to  sustain  them. 
If  not,  then  the  fact  that  both  charges  relate 
to  and  grow  out  of  one  transaction  does  not 
make  a  single  offense,  where  two  are  defined 
by  the  statutes."  U.  8.  i?.  Sacein  Bouhana 
Farhat,  (S.  D.  Ohio  1920)  269  Fed.  33. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  390,  amend.  5. 

IV.  Who  entitled  to  protection. 

1.  All    persons    summoned    as    wit- 

nesses. 

2.  Corporations. 

XII.  Absolute  immunity  must  be  given. 

4.  Grant  of  immunity  in  particular 
statutes. 
^^  b.  Bankruptcy  4ct  of  1898. 

XIII.  When  may  not  be  compelled  to  testify. 

3.  Bequirlng  production  of  private 

books  and  papers, 
a.  lin  general. 

rv.  Who  Entitled  to  Protection 

I.  All  Peraona  Summoned  as  Witnesses 

(p.  391) 

Conf euion  obtained  by  compulsion. — ^A 
confession  may  be  regarded  as  obtained  by 
compulsion  and  therefore  in  violation  of  this 
amendment  though  the  accused  was  warned 
as  to  his  rights.  U.  S.  v,  Kallas,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1921)  272  Fed.  742. 

2.  Corporations  (p.  392) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Nekoosa-Edwards  Paper  Co.  v.  News  Pub. 
Co^  (Wis.  1921)   182  N.  W.  919. 


X'll.  Absolute  iMMUNnr  Must  Be  Given 

.4.  Grant  of  Immunity  in  Particular  Statutes 

b.  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1898  (p.  400) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Amdstein  v.  McCarthy,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  71, 
379,  41  S.  Ct.  26,  136,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — .    • 

XIII.  When   Mat   Not   Be   Compelled  to 

Testift 

3.   Requiring   Production  of  Private   Books 

and  Papers 

a.  In  General  (p.  402) 

ITte  of  papers  unlawfully  seized  b^  indi- 
viduaL — The  use  in  evidence  against  an  ac- 
cused of  papers  unlawfully  seized  by  an 
individual  and  turned  over  to  the  government 
officer  does  not  violate  this  provision:  Bur- 
deau  V.  McDowell,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41 
S.  Ct.  674,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  13  A.  L.  R. 
1159.  See  further  on  the  subject  of  the  use 
of  books  and  papers  unlawfully  seized  as 
evidence,  supra,  annotation  under  the  Fourth 
Amendment,  at  p.  837. 

r 

Vol.  xi,  p.  408,  amend.  5. 

I.  Not  a  limitation  on  the  states. 
II.  Comparison    with    Fourteenth    Amend- 
ment. 

IV.  Itestraint  on   executive,  legislative  an4 

judicial  departments. 
V.  Application  to  District  of  Columbia. 
VI.  Operation  in  acquired  territory. 
IX.  What  ooostitutes  due  process  of  law. 
1.  In  general. 
11.  Under  military  law. 
X.  Deprivation  of  life  and  liberty. 

10.  Right  of  appeal. 
XI.  Deprivation  of  property. 
2.  Power  of  taxation, 
a.  In  general. 

I.  Not  a  Limitation  on  the  States  (p.  411) 

To  same  effect  as  first  paragraph  of  orig- 
inal annotation,  see  Kentucky  Finance  Corp. 

V,  Paramount  Auto  Exch.  Corp.,  (1920)   171 
Wis.  586,  178  N.  W.  9. 

II.   COMPABIBON    WITH    FOURTEENTH    AmBNI^- 

MSNT    (p.  411) 

''Due  process  of  law." — By  the  simplest 
and  plainest  rules  of  construction,  the  words 
"  due  process  of  law ''  must  have  the  same 
meaning  in  the  Fifth  and  the  Fourteenth 
Amendments.  U.  S.  17.  Armstrong,  (D.  C. 
Ind.  1920)  265  Fed.  683. 

It  seems  reasonably  clear  that  the  "due 
process  of  law ''  provision  of  the  Fifth 
Amendment  is  broad  enough  in  its  scope  and 
purpose  to  include  the  "  equal  protection  of 
the  laws,"  which  no  state  may  deny  to  any 
person  under  the  provisions  of  the  Four- 
teenth Amendment.  U.  S.  v.  Yount,  (W.  D. 
Pa.  1920)   267  Fed.  861. 


6U 


FED.  STAT,  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


fknktmA    j 


IV.  Restbaint  on   Executive,  Lgoislativb 
AND  Judicial  Depabtments  (p.  412) 

Effect  of  state  of  war. —  The  mere  exist- 
ence of  a  state  of  war  does  not  suspend  or 
chflinge  the  operation  upon  the  power  of 
Congress  of  the  guaranties  and  limitations 
of  U.  S.  Const.,  5th  and  6th  Amendments,  as 
to  delegating  legislative  power  to  courts  and 
juries,  penalizing  indefinite  acts,  and  de- 
priving citizens  of  the  right  to  be  informed 
of  the  nature  and  cause  of  accusations  against 
them.    U.  S.  v.  L.  Cohen  Grocery  Co.,  (1021) 

255  U.  S.  81,  41  S.  Ct.  298,  65  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — ,  14  A.  L.  R.  1046,  affirming  (E.  D. 
Mo.  1920)  264  Fed.  218.  See  to  the  same 
effect  fTedrow  v.  A.  T.  Lewis,  etc.,  Co.,  (1921) 

256  U.  S.  98,  41  S.  Ct.  303,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ;  Kinnane  v,  Detroit  Creamery  Co.,  (1921) 

255  U.  S.  102,  41  S.  Ct.  304,  65  U.  S.  (L. 
ed.)  — ;  Weed  v.  Lockwood,  (1921)  255  U. 
8.  104,  41  S.  Ct.  305,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ; 
O.  S.  Willard  Co.  i?.  Palnaer,  (1921)  255 
U.  8.  106,  41  8.  Ct.  305,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ; 
Oglesby  Grocery  Co.  v,  U.  S.,  (1921)  255 
U.  8.  108,  41  8.  Ct.  306,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — . 
8ee  also  Kennington  v.  Palmer,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  100,  41  S.  Ct.  303,  66  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — ; 
Weeds  v.  U.  8.,  (1921)  255  U.  8.  109,  41 
8.  Ct  306,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — -. 

V.  Application  to  District  of  Coluhbia 

(p.  412) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotati(»',  see 
Willson  V.  McDonnell,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C.  1919) 
265  Fed.  432;  Groot  v.  Reilly,  (App.  Cas. 
D.  C.  1919)  266  Fed.  1008. 

Rent  legislation. —  The  emergency  growing 
out  of  the  World  War  clothed  the  letting  of 
buildings  in  the  District  of  Columbia  with  a 
public  interest  so  great  as  to  justify,  despite 
this  amendment,  such  temporary  regulation 
as  was  made  by  the  Act  of  October  22,  1919, 
tit.  2,  §  109  (to  remain  in  force  two  years 
unless  sooner  repealed),  giving  a  tenant  the 
privilege  of  holding  over  after  the  expira- 
tion of  the  lease,  subject  to  regulation  by 
the  commission  appointed  by  that  act,  so  long 
as  he  pays  the  rent  and  performs  the  con- 
ditions as  fixed  by  the  lease,  or  as  modified 
by  the  conmiission.     Block  v.  Hirsh,   (1921) 

256  U.  S.  — ,  41  8.  Ct.  458,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
—  [reversing  (1920)  60  App.  Cas.  (D.  C.) 
66,  267  Fed.  614,  11  A.  L.  R.  1238;  (1920) 
60  App.  Cas.  (D.  C.)  73,  267  Fed.  631), 
wherein  it  was  further  held  that  temporary 
emergency  legislation  like  the  above  act  was 
not  invalid  merely  because  landlords  and 
tenants  were  deprived  by  it  of  a  trial  by 
jury  on  the  right  to  possession  of  the  land. 

VI.  Operation  in  Agquibed  Terbitobt 

(p.  412) 

Applicable  to  Virgin  Islands. —  The  right 
not  to  be  "deprived  of  life,  liberty  or  prop- 
erty, without  due  process  of  law"  was  en- 
grafted by  the  Organic  Act  of  Congress  on 
the  Danish  laws  of  the  Virgin  Islands.  Soto 
V.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  3d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  628. 


IX.  What   (^onstitutbs    Dene   Pbogbss   or 

Law 

1.  In  General  (p.  414) 

The  words  "due  process  of  law." — The 
"due  process  of  law,"  by  which  Congress  is 
limited  in  the  Fifth  Amendment,  and  the 
states  by  the  Fourteenth  Amendment,  is 
equivalent  to  the  "law  of  the  land,"  and  is 
intended  to  protect  the  citizen  against  arbi- 
trary action,  and  secure  to  all  persons  equal 
and  impartial  justice  under  the  law.  U.  S.  t?. 
Yount,   (W.  D.  Pa.  1920)   267  Fed.  861. 

Arbitrary  clasaification  in  criminal  atatnte. 
—  Whenever  the  government  undertakes  to 
deprive  a  person  of  his  liberty,  as  a  punish- 
ment for  crime,  it  must  do  it  by  virtue  of  a 
valid,  constitutional  statute  defining  the 
crime,  and  such  a  statute  is  required  by  the 
"due  process"  clause  of  this  amendment. 
The  statute  upon  which  a  person  is  deprived 
of  his  liberty  is  a  part  of  the  process  of  law 
which  is  used  agamst  him,  and  it  must  be 
"  due  process  of  law."  Hence,  an  arbitrary 
classification  in  such  a  statute  by  Congress 
is  repugnant  to  the  "due  process"  clause  of 
this  amendment.  U;  8.  v.  Armstrong,  (D.  C. 
Ind.  1920)  265  Fed.  683. 

11.  Under  MiUiary  Laio    (p.   418) 

Trial  of  militaiy  prisoners. —  To  subject 
military  prisoners,  confined  in  a  military 
prison  imder  previous  court-martial  sentences 
whidi  involved  their  discharge  as  soldiers, 
to  trial  by  court-martial  for  offenses  com- 
mitted during  such  imprisonment,  does  not 
involve  a  violation  of  the  guaranty  of  this 
amendment.  Kahn  v.  Anderson,  (1921)  255 
U.  S.  1,  41  S.  Ct.  224,  66  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — v 

X.  Depbivation  of  Lm  and  Libbbtt 

10.  Right  of  Appeal  (p.  428) 

A  review  by  an  appellate  court  of  a  judg- 
ment of  convictiooL  is  not  a  requirement  in 
affording  a  defendiant  the  due  process  of  law 
that  is  secured  to  him  by  the  constitution. 
Haywood  v.  U.  8.,  (C,  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  795.  The  court  further  said:  "  In 
Bngland  writs  of  error  in  criminal  cases  are 
of  comparatively  recent  origin.  In  our  coun- 
try, though  writs  of  error  within  certain 
limitations  have  been  allowed  from  the  be> 
ginning,  the  grant  has  been  of  grace  or  ex- 
pediency, not  of  constitutional  demand.  In 
the  court  of  first  instance  the  defendant  is 
given  his  day  in  court,  his  trial  by  jury,  his 
opportunity  to  confront  opposing  witnesses, 
and  all  other  elements  of  due  process  of  law. 
And  if  C]!ongress  might  have  withheld  en- 
tirely the  privilege  of  review,  it  is  self-evi- 
dent that  Congress  may  at  any  time  reduce 
the  previously  granted  privilege.  Fraai  re- 
cent legislation  (40  Stat.  pt.  1,  p.  1181)  we 
gather  the  congressional  intent  to  end  the 
practice  of  holding  that  an  error  requires 
the  reversal  of  the  judgment  unless  the  op- 
ponent can   afiirmatively  demonstrate   from 
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other  parts  of  the  record  that  the  error  was 
harmless,  and  now  to  demand  that  the  com- 
plaining party  show  to  the  reviewing  tri- 
bunal from  the  record  as  a  whole  that  he 
has  been  denied  some  substantial  right 
whereby  he  has  been  prevented  from  having 
a  fair  trial/'  See  also  St.  John  r.  U.  8., 
(C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  808. 

XI.   I>BPBIYATIOir    OF    PbOPEBTT 

2.  Pou>er  of  Tawitum 
a.  In  General  (p.  433) 

War  taxation. — 'As  to  the  power  to  tax 
for  war  purposes  it  has  been  said:  "In 
critical  periodb  of  a  nation's  life  the  power 
to  tax  may  be  necessary  to  preserve  it,  and 
perhaps  there  is  no  limit  beyond  which  it 
may  not  subject  the  property  within  its 
reach  to  contribution.  I  need  not  go  so  far 
as  that  in  this  case;  it  ia  enough  that  the 
powers  of  Congress  are  to  be  interpreted, 
not  by  dialectical  ingenuity,  but  by  current 
practices  of  nations  in  the  exercise  of  simi* 
lar  powers.  It  is  true  that  these  powers  are 
limited,  and  that  those  limits  must  be  ob- 
served, however  little  they  circumscribe  the 
analogous  powers  of  other  Legislatures.  Yet 
when  the  question  is  of  the  interpretation  of 
those  broad  counsels  of  moderation  contained 
In  the  Fifth  Amendment,  we  must  interpret 
the  limitations  themselves  with  an  eye  to  the 
practices  which  have  become  tolerated  else* 
where  among  civilized  nations.  Were  it  not 
so,  we  should  be  limited  forever  to  the  politi- 
cal usages  of  1789,  and  those  amendments 
which  were  intended  to  protect  the  indi- 
vidual against  extravagant  or  invidious 
discrimination  would  become  a  strait-jacket 
upon  the  nation's  freedom."  Towne  v.  Mc- 
Elligott,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1921)  274  Fed.  960. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  447,  amend.  5. 

I.  Not  a  limitation  on  the  states. 
IV.  What  constitutes  a  taking. 
1.  In  general. 

6.  Acts  not  directly  encroaching  on 
private  property. 
21.  Kemoval  or  alteration  of  bridge  a« 

an  obstruction  to  navigation. 
36.  Consequential  injury, 
a.  In  general. 

L  Not  a  LiMiTAnoir  oif  the  States  (p.  449) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Joslin  Mfg.  Co.  V.  Clarke,  (R.  I.  1921)  114 
Atl.  185;  Kentucky  Finance  Corp.  t*.  Para- 
mount Auto  Exch.  Corp.,  (1920)  171  Wis. 
586,  178  N.  W.  9. 

rv.  What  Constitutes  a  Takhtg 

1.  In  General  (p.  452) 

No  distinction  between  "  requisition  **  and 
"condemnation.'' — In  a  case  where  it  was 
claimed  by  the  government  that  there  was  a 
distinction  between  "  requisition  "  and  "  con- 
demnation," the  court  said:  "The  language 
of  the  Fifth  Amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  is:  Co. 


« ( 


Nor  shall  private  property  be  taken  for 
public   use   without  just  compensation.' 

"  Nothing  is  said  about  '  requisition '  or 
'  condemnation  ' ;  the  word  used  is  '  taken.' 
The  result  of  either  condemnation  or  requi- 
sition is  a  taking^  and  therefore,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  court,  this  amendment  applies 
to  the  taking  o&  private  property,  whether 
it  be  by  requisition  or  by  condemnation;  and 
both  requisition  and  condemnatioii  being 
exercised  by  virtue  of  the  same  provision  of 
constitutional  law,  commonly  called  '  eminent 
domain,'  which  allows  the  interest  of  the 
individual  to  be  subordinated  to  that  of 
the  public  and  private  property  to  be  taken 
compulsorily  for  public  use,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  court,  under  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  there  is  no  difference  between 
a  '  requisition '  and  a  '  condemnation,'  so  far 
as  the  obligation  of  the  United  States  is  con- 
cerned, to  award  to  the  owner  just  compensa- 
tion." Filbin  Corp.  v,  U.  S.,  (E.  D.  S.  C. 
1920)   266  Fed.  911. 

Price  fixing  under  war  legiaUtion. —  Where 
ft  ooal  company  has  contracted  to  furnish 
coal  at  an  agreed  price  per  ton  to  certain 
steamship  oompaniea,  and  the  government, 
under  its  war  power,  has  required  the  said 
coal  company  to  furnish  such  ooal  to  other 
parties  at  a  lower  price  per  ton  fixed  by  the 
Fuel  Administration,  it  is  not  a  taking 
under  this  amendment,  and  the  United  States 
is  not  liable  for  the  difference  in  price. 
MorrisdaJe  Coal  Co.  «.  U.  8.,  (1920)  65  Ct. 
CI.  310.  To  same  effect,  see  Pine  Hill  Coal 
Co.  17.  U.  S.,   (1920)   65  Ct.  CI.  433. 

Where  the  government  makes  a  proposal 
to  a  company  to  furnish  a  stated  amount  of 
copper  before  a  certain  date,  at  a  specified 
price  per  pound,  and  the  proposal  is  volun- 
tarily accepted,  the  company  cannot  recover 
for  a  taking  under  eminent  domain  for  a 
part  of  said  copper  delivered  after  the  ex- 
piration of  the  contract  period,  although  the 
President  has  fixed  a  higher  price  for  copper 
subsequent  thereto  while  tne  copper  for 
which  claim  is  made  was  being  delivered. 
American  Smelting,  etc.,  Co.  v.  U.  S.,  (1920) 
65  Ct.  CI.  466. 

6.  Acts  Not  Directly  Encroaching  on  Private 
Property  (p.  463) 

Requi^ng  railroad  to  maintain  highway  at 
crossing  for  full  width  of  highway  does  not 

take  private  property  without  compensation. 
Chicago,  etc.,  R.  Co.  v.  Taylor,  (1920)  79 
Okla.  142,  192  Pae.  849. 

21.  Removal  or  Alteration  of  Bridge  as  an 
Obstruction  to  Navigation    (p.  459) 

Injury  to  pier  in  improving  river. —  Where 
the  United  States  in  improving  a  navigable 
river  incidentally  damages  a  pier  protecting 
a  bridge  so  as  to  require  considerable  repair 
or  rebuilding,  there  is  no  taking  under  the 
Constitution,  and  the  United  States  is  not 
liable  for  such  damage.  Keokuk,  etc.,  Bridge 
V.  U.  S.,  (1920)  66  Ct.  CI.  480. 
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36.  Gonaequential  Injury 

a.  In  General   (p.  464) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
San^inetti  v.  U.  S.,  (1920)  55  Ct.  CI.  107, 
holding  that  where  government  works  for  the 
improvement  of  waterways  have  caused  depos- 
its of  debris  on  private  lands,  requiring  labor 
to  remove;  where  trees  have  been  washed 
out  and  other  damage  done;  and  a  house 
rendered  inaccessible  during  flood  periods, 
the  injury  amounts  to  a  depreciation  or 
consequential  damages,  and  not  to  an  appro- 
priation of  the  property  by  the  United  States 
under  this  amendment;  but  that  where  the 
facts  clearly  show  a  damage  to  private 
property  equivalent  to  a  taking  under  emi- 
nent domain,  but  without  an  expressed  in- 
tention on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
appropriate  such  property,  it  is  a  taking 
within  this   amendment. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  474,  amend.  6. 

n.  Limited  to  trials  in  federal  courts. 

1.  In  generaL 

2.  Applicable  to  District  of  Colum- 

bia and  territories. 
III.  "In  all  criminal  prosecutions." 

3.  Limited  to  subjects  of  indictment 

under  Fifth  Amendment, 
rv.  Right  to  a  speedy  trial. 
VI.  "  District  wherein  the  crime  shall  have 
been   committed." 
1.  In  generaL 
VII.  Right    to   be    informed    of    nature    of 

accusation. 
VIII.  Right  to  be  confronted  with  witnesses. 
I.  The  right  is  without  exception. 
X  Assistance  of  counsel. 

II:    LiMITBD   TO   TftlALS    IN   FeDEBAL    COUBTfl 

1.  In  General  (p.  475) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
State  17.  Gaetano,  (Conn.  1921)  114  Atl. 
82;  Raine  v.  State,  (1920)  143  Tenn.  168, 
226  S.  W.  189;  U.  S.  v,  Wolters,  (S.  D.  Tex. 
1920)  268  Fed.  69;  Kentucky  Finance  Corp. 
V.  Paramount  Auto  Exch.  Corp.,  (1920)  171 
Wis.  686,  178  N.  W.  9. 

Trial  by  court-martial. —  Trial  by  court- 
martial  for  murder  committed  by  persons 
subject  to  military  law  does  not  infringe  the 
constitutional  guaranties  as  to  jury  trial 
and  presentment  or  indictment  by  grand 
jury.  Kahn  v,  Anderson,  (1921)  255  U.  S. 
1,  41  S.  Ct.  224,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

The  guaranties  provided  by  amendment  6 
and  this  amendment  do  not  apply  to  the 
trial  of  a  person  before  a  court-martial  on 
the  charge  of  being  a  spy.  U.  S.  v,  Mc- 
Donald, (B,  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  265  Fed.  754. 
The  court  said:  "While  it  is  true  that,  in 
the  case  at  bar,  the  relator  was  charged  with 
a  criminal  offense  by  indictments  of  the 
.federal  courts,  this  arrest  is  not  in  pursu* 
ance  of  any  intention  seeking  to  bring  the 


defendant  to  justice  on  any  of  the  charges 
for  which  he  has  been  indicted.  lie  is  now 
being  charged  with  the  offense  of  being  a 
spy.  The  guaranties  of  the  O>nstitution  ap- 
ply only  where  a  crime  is  charged.  Crime 
means  offense  against  the  government,  as 
understood  when  .  the  Constitution  was 
adopted.  There  was  no  such  crime  known 
to  the  law  as  that  of  a  spy  then.  In  the 
Matter  of  Martin,  46  Barb.  (N.  T.)  142, 
where  a  military  prisoner,  charged  with 
being  a  spy,  was  released  on  a  writ  of 
habeas  corpus  by  reason  of  the  fact  that 
after  the  offense  he  had  returned  to  the 
enemy  lines,  the  court  said: 

*'  *  The  offense  of  being  a  spy  is  not  known 
to  the  civil  or  statutory  law,  and  is  one  of 
a  purely  military  character,  cognizable  only 
in  time  of  war,  and  before  a  tribunal  havinc^ 
its  life,  existence,  and  authority  created, 
continued,  and  defined  by  purely  military 
•power.' " 

"2.   Applicable  to  District  of   Columbia   and 
Territories   (p.  476) 

Virgin  IsUnds.-— The  right  of  "an  ac- 
cused to  be  confronted  with  the  witnesses 
against  him'*  was  engrafted  by  the  Organic 
Act  of  Congress  on  the  Danish  laws  of  the 
Virgin  Islands.  Soto  «.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
3d  Cir.  1921)   273  Fed.  628. 


III.  "In  all  CbIMINAL  PROSECtlTIONS 
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3.  Limited  to  Subjects  of  Indictment  Under 
Fifth  Amendment  (p.  478) 

This  amendment  is  not  limited  in  its 
application  to  citizens,  bu^  applies  gen- 
erally to  all  persons  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States.  Colyer  v.  Skeflington, 
(D:  C.  Mass.  1920)  266  Fed.  17. 

IV.  Right  to  a  Speedy  Tbial  (p.  479) 

Insufficient  time  for  preparation. — Allow- 
ing but  one  day  for  preparation  on  a  rule 
to  vacate  the  suspension  of  a  sentence  and 
refusing  a  continuance  to  obtain  an  absent 
witness  do  not  violate  this  provision.     State 

V.  SUuss,   (1920)    114  S.  C.  445,  103  S.  E. 
769. 

VI.  "DiSTBIOT    WHEBKIN    THE    CbIMK    ShaIX 

Have  Been  Committed* 

1.  In  General  (p.  482) 

Indictment  and  proof. —  Under  this  amend- 
ment which  guarantees  to  an  accused  the 
right  of  trial  by  a  jury  "of  the  state  and 
district  wherein  the  crim6  sliall  have  been 
committed"  the  venue  is  as  material  as 
any  other  allegation  in  the  indictment,  and 
the  burden  to  prove  it  rests  on  the  govern- 
ment. Moran  v,  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1920)    264  Fed.  768. 

State  statute  proyiding  for  prosecution  of 
bigamy  committed  without  the  state. — A 
state  statute  providing  that  a  married  person 
who  goes  out  of  the  state  and  contracts  % 
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second  marriage  with  the  intention  to  return 
to  the  state,  shall  be  liable  to  prosecution  for 
bigaYny  upon  his  return  to  the  state  in  the 
same  manner  as  if  the  second  marriage  were 
solemnized  within  the  state,  does  not  vio- 
late the  provisions  of  this  amendment.  State 
V.  Bacon,   (Del.  1920)    112  AtL  682. 

VTI.    RXOHT   TO  BE  iKFOBliED   OF   KaTUSE   OT 

Accusation  (p.  485) 

Statute  indefinite  as  to  acts  constitvting 
crime. —  Congress,  in  attempting,  as  it  did 
in  the  Lever  Act  of  August  10,  1917,  §  4, 
as  re-enacted  in  the  Act  of  October  22,  1919, 
f  2,  [1919  Supp.  60]  to  punish  criminally 
any  person  who  wilfully  made  ''any  unjust 
or  imreasonable  rate  or  charge  in  handling 
or  dealing  in  or  with  any  necessaries,*'  vio- 
lated this  and  the  Fifth  Amendments, 
which  require  an  ascertainable  standard  of 
guilt,  fixed  by  Congress  rather  than  by  courts 
and  juries,  and  secure  to  accused  persons  the 
right  to  be  informed  of  the  nature  and  cause 
of  accusations  against  them.  U.  S.  e.  L. 
Cohen  Grocery  Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  81, 
41  8.  a.  298,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  14  A.  L. 
R.  1046,  affirming  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  264  Fed. 
218.  See  to  the  same  effect  Tedrow  v.  A.  T. 
Lewis,  etc.,  Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  98,  41 
S.  Ct.  303,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —;  Kinnane  v. 
Detroit  Creamery  Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  102, 
41  8.  Ct.  304,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  Weed  t?. 
Lockwood,  (1921)  255  U.  8.  104,  41  S.  Ct. 
306,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  G.  S.  Willard  Co. 
V,  Palmer,   (1921)   255  U.  8.  106,  41  S.  Ct. 

305,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  Ogleaby  Grocery 
Co.  V.  U.  8.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  108,  41  8.  Ct. 

306,  05  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — .  8ee  also  Kenning- 
ton  V.  Palmer,  (1921)  255  U.  8.  100,  41 
a  Ct  303,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  —;  Weeds  v. 
U.  8.,  (1921)  256  U.  8.  100,  41  8.  Ct.  306,  65 
U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

VIII.   BiOHT   To   Bb   Contbonted    With 

WiTNESSaB 

1.  The  Right  It  Without  Ewception  (p.  488) 
Purpose  of  provision. —  This  constitutional 
provision  was  designed  to  incorporate  in  a 
way  not  subject  to  legislative  change  the 
common-law  principles  in  reference  to  crimi- 
nal evidence  to  the  effect  that  primarily  such 
evidence — "consists  in  facts  within  the  per- 
sonal knowledge  of  the  witness,  to  be  testified 
to  in  open  court  in  the  presence  of  the 
accused.*^  8tate  v,  Gaetano,  (Conn.  1921) 
114  Atl.  82. 

X.  Assistance  of  Ck)uir8EL  (p.  492) 

Where  the  defendant  attempted  to  put  in 
an  appearance,  and  presented  a  praecipe, 
signed  by  its  counsel,  for  this  purpose, 
which  paper  the  clerk  refused  to  file  without 
the  payment  of  the  required  fee,  such  re- 
fusal wajB  not  a  denial  of  the  constitutional 
right  of  a  person  "to  have  the  assistance  of 
counsel  for  his  defense."  U.  8.  t*.  Philadel- 
phia, etc.,  R.  Ck>.,  (E.  D.  P^.  19)16)  268  Fed. 
697. 


Vol.  XI,  p.  494,  amend.  7. 

I.  To  what  courts  applicable. 

1.  Kot  applicable  to  actions  in  ttat« 
courts. 

IV.  In  suits  at  oomimon  law. 

3.  Matters  of  fact  in  equity  proceed- 

ings, 
a.  In  general. 

4.  Adequate  remedy  at   laiw. 
12.  Condemnation    proceedings. 

VI.  Right  of  trial  by  jury. 

5.  Adoption  of  state  remedies. 

a.  In  general. 

I.  To  What  Doubts  Applicable 

1.  Not  Applicable  to  Actione  in  State  Courtt 

(p.  495) 

To  same  effect  as  first  paragraph  of  orig- 
inal annotation  see  Kentucky  Finance  Corp. 

V.  Paramount  Auto  Exch.  Corp.,   (1920)    171 
Wis.  686,  17S  N.  W.  9. 

IV.  In  Suits  at  Gohmon  Law 

3.    Mattere  of  Fact  in  Equity  Prooeedingt 

a.  In  General  (p.  499) 

Section  4921  of  the  Revised  Statutes  (7 
Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.)  326]  giving  the 
court  power  to  assess  damages  in  patent  in- 
fringement cases  ia  not  violative  of  this 
amendment.  Filer,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Diamond  Iron 
Works,  (CCA.  7th  Cir.  1921)  270  Fed. 
480. 

4.  Adequate  Remedy  at  Law  (p.  500) 
Compelling  pleading  of  counterclaim  in 
equity. —  The  court  has  no  power,  to  compel 
a  defendant  to  plead  a  purely  legal  cause  of 
action  as  a  counterclaim  to  a  suit  in  equity, 
and  rule  30  was  never  so  intended.  To  do  so 
would  be  in  confiict  with  this  amendment. 
American  Surety  Co.  9.  American  Mills  Co., 
(C  C  A.  2d  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  67. 

12.  Condemnation  Prooeedinge  (p.  503) 
A  proceeding  to  ascertain  just  compensa- 
tion to  be  made  for  property  taken  for  pub- 
lic purposes  is  a  proceeding  at  common  law 
to  which  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  necessar- 
ily adheres.  Illbin  Corp.  r.  U.  8.,  (E.  D. 
8.  C.  1920)   266  Fed.  911. 

VI.  Right  or  Tbial  bt  Juet 

5.  Adoption  of  State  Remedies 

a.  In  General  (p.  506) 

A  restricted  new  trial  where  the  whole 
case  is  not  resubmitted  to  the  jury  is  beyond 
the  power  of  a  federal  court  to  order.  Mc- 
Keon  V.  Central  Stamping  Co.,  (C  C.  A^  3d 
Cir.  1920)  264  Fed.  386. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  518,  amend.  8. 

I.  Limitation   on    powers    of    federal   gov- 
ernment only. 
IV.  Excessive  fines,  cruel  qnd  unusual  pun- 
ishment. 
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I    LUCITATION   ON    POWEBS   OF   FeDEBAL  GOV- 
ERNMENT Only   (p.  518) 

.  To  9ame  effect  as  first  paragraph  of  orig- 
inal annotation  see  Kentucky  Finance  Corp. 
r.  Paramount  Auto  Exch.  Corp.,  (1920)  171 
Wis.  586,  178  N.  W.  9. 

IV.  Excessive  Fines,  Cbuel  and  Unusual 
Punishment   (p.  519) 

Statute  not  limiting  penalty. — A  statute 
making  criminal  syndicalism  a  felony  but 
not  fixing  the  penalty  does  not  violate  the 
prohibition  of  cruel  and  unusual  punish- 
ment, where  another  statute  provides  that 
in  such  cases  the  penalty  shall  be  not  more 
than  ten  years'  imprisonment  and  a  fine  of 
not  more  than  five  thousand  dollars.  State 
17.  Hennessy,   (Wash.  1921)   195  Pac  211. 

Making  bootlegging  a  felony  while  other 
forms  of  unlawful  sale  of  liquor  are  pun- 
ishable as  misdemeanors  only  doed  not  vio- 
late  this  section.  State  t\  Hesseli  (1920) 
112  Wash.  53,  191  Pac.  637. 

VoL  XI,  p.  522,  amend.  9. 

Not  a  limitation  on  the  states. —  To  same 
effect  as  first  paragraph  of  original  annota- 
tion see  Kentucky  Finance  Corp.  v.  Para- 
mount Auto  Exch.  Corp.,  (1920)  171  Wis. 
686,  178  N.  W.  9. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  523,  amend.  10. 

I.  General   reserved   powers. 
Ill*  Police  power. 

1.  In  general. 

I.  General  Reserved  Powers  (p.  5^) 

'*  Except  as  limited  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  and  the  laws  made  in  re- 
sponse thereto,  it  is  within  the  power  of  the 
state  to  determine  the  rights  to  be  recognized 
or  conferred  by  the  state  ccmstitution,  and  to 
determine  how  and  when  and  under  what 
circumstances  these  rights  may  be  asserted." 
Wight  t?.  Police  Jury,  (CCA,  5th  Cir. 
1919)    264  Fed.  705. 

"This  amendment  must  be  construed  to 
mean  that,  in  framing  the  Constitution,  the 
sovereign  people  of  the  several  states  ceded 
to  the  general  government  certain  designated 
powers,  leaving  all  other  rights  and  powers, 
such  as  are  necessary  to  maintain  our  dual 
system  of  government,  to  the  states  respect* 
ivelv  and  to  the  people."  George  r.  Bailey, 
(W."  D.  N.  C.  1921)  274  Fed.  639. 

III.  Police  Power 

1.  In  General    (p.   525) 

State  statute  making  illegal  teachings 
tending  to  hamper  enlistments  and  prosecu- 
tion of  war. —  Congressional  power  is  not 
usurped  nor  encroached  upon  by  the  enact- 
ment by  a  state  of  a  statute  making  it  un- 
lawful to  advocate  or  teach  that  men  should 
not  enlist  in  the  military  or  naval  forces  of 
the  United  States  or  of  the  state,  or  that 


citizens  of  the  state  should  not  aid  or  assist 
the  United  States  in  prosecuting  or  carrying 
on  war  with  the  public  enemies  of  the  United 
States.  Such  statute  renders  a  service  to 
the  people  of  the  state,  and  may  even  be  sup- 
ported as  a  simple  exercise  of  the  police 
power  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the  state. 
Gilbert  p.  Minnesota,  (1920)  254  V.  S.  .325, 
41  S.  a.  126,  6i5  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(1918)    141  Minn.  263,   169  N.  *W.  790. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  530,  amend.  11. 

rV.  Suit  in  admiralty. 
XI.  State  as  a  nominal  or  real  party. 
XII.  Suits  against  state  o£Scers. 

10.  Injunctions  against  state  officers. 

IV.  Suit  in  Admiralty  (p.  533) 

The  admiralty  and  maritime  jurisdiction 
is  not  exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  rule 
that  a  state  may  not  be  sued  in  personam 
without  its  consent  by  individuals,  whether 
its   own    citizens    or    not.      Matter    of    New 
York,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  588,  65 
U.  S.  (L.  ed.),  wherein  it  was  held  that  the 
immunity  of  a  state  from  suit  without  its 
consent   prevents   a   court  of   admiralty,   in 
which  libels  have  been  filed  against  certain 
tugs   for    damages    received    by    their    tows 
upon  the  Erie  canal,  from  proceeding  against 
the   superintendent  of   puft>lic  works   of  the 
state  of  New  York,  who  was  operating  the 
tugs  when  the  disaster  occurred,  under  char- 
ter  parties   authorized   by    the   state    laws, 
where,  the  charters  having  since  expired,  at 
no  time  has  any  res  belonging  to  the  state  or 
to  such  officer,  or  in  which  they  claim  any 
interest,  been  attached  or  brought  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  court,  nor   is   any   relief 
asked   against   such  officer  individually,  the 
proceedings  against  him  being  strictly  in  his 
capacity  as  a  public  officer.    The  court  said: 
"  Nor  is  the  admiralty  and  marine  jurisdic- 
tion exempt  from  the  operation  of  the  rule. 
It   is  true  the  Amendment  speaks   only   of 
suits  in  law  or  equity;  but  this  is  because,  as 
was  pointed  out  in  Hans  P.  Louisiana,  134 
U.  S.   1,  10-17,  33  L.  ed.  842,  845-848,   10 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  504,  the  Amendment  was  the 
outcome  of  a  purpose  to  set  aside  the  effect 
of  the  decision  of  this  court  in  Chisholm  t\ 
Georgia,  2  Dall.    419,    1    L.   ed.   440,   which 
happened  to  be  a  suit  at  law,  brought  against 
the  state  by  a  citizen  of  another  state,  the 
decision   tuiTiiiig   upon   the   construction    of 
that  clause  of  §  2  of  art.  3  of  the  Constitu- 
tion, establishing  the  judicial  power  in  cases 
in  law  and  equity  between  a  state  and  citi- 
zens of  another  state;  from  which  it  natu- 
rally came  to  pass  that  the  language  oi  the 
Amendment  was  particularly  phrased  bo  as 
to  reverse  the  construction  adopted  in  that 
case.     In  Hans  t\  Louisiana,  supra  (p.  15), 
the  oourt  demonstrated  the  impropriety   of 
construing  the  Amendment  so  as  to  leave  it 
open  for  citizens  to  sue  their  own  state  in 
the  Federal  courts;  and  it  seems  to  us  equal- 
ly  clear   that   it  cannot  with   propriety   be 
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cofDBtnied  to  leave  open  a  auit  against  a 
state  in  the  admiralty  jurisdiction  by  in- 
dividualB,  whether  its  own  citizens  or  not. 

"Amons  the  authorities  to  which  we  are 
referre4  Is  Mr.  Justice  Story,  who,  in  his 
Commentaries  on  the  Constitution  (1st  ed. 
f  1683;  5th  ed,  f  16d9),  stated  that  ijb  had 
been  doubted  whether  the  Amendment  ex- 
tended to  cases  of  admiralty  and  maritime 
jurisdiction  where  the  proceeding  was  in 
rem,  and  not  in  personam;  and  whose  doubt 
was  supported  by  a  declaration  proceeding 
from  Mr.  Justice  Washington  at  the  circuit. 
United  States  r.  Bright,  (1809)  Brightly 
N.  P.  19,  25,  note;  Fed.  Cas.  No.  14,647;  3 
Am.  L.  J.  197,  225.  Bnt  the  doubt  was  based 
upon  considerations  that  were  set  aside  in 
the  reasoning  adopted  by  this  court  in  Hans 
t>.  Louisiana." 

To  the  same  effect  as  the  above  case  see 
Matter  of  New  York,  (192il)  256  U.  8.  — , 
41  S.  Ct.  592,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.). 

XI.  State  as  a  Nominal  ob  Real  Party 

(p.  535) 

Rule  stated. —  To  the  same  effect  as  the 
original  annotation  see  Matter  of  New 
York,  ( 1921 )  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  588,  65 
U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

XII.  Suits  Against  State  Officebb 
10.  Injunction  Against  State   Officers 

The  federal  courts  have  no  power  to  en- 
join a  suit  by  the  state  in  its  sovereign 
capacity  under  the  Eleventh  Amendment  to 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  The 
state  can  only  act  through  officers  and 
agents,  and  where  such  officers  and  agents 
are  authorized  by  a  valid  law  to  institute 
suits  in  the  name  of  the  state,  and  such  suit 
is  brought,  the  suit  to  enjoin  such  officers 
from  proceeding  with  such  suits  is  a  suit 
against  the  state  which  is  prohibited  by  this 
amendment,  and  a  writ  of  injunction  issued 
in  such  case  is  void  for  want  of  jurisdiction 
in  the  federal  court  to  entertain  the  suit. 
Robertson  i;.  H.  Weston  Lumber  Co.,  (1921) 
124  Miss.  606,  87  So.  120. 

To  restrain  impairment  of  contract. — 
Where  coal  mining  companies  had  contracts 
to  deliver  coal  outside  the  state  and  an 
order  of  a  state  commission  requiring  them 
to  deliver  their  coal  to  parties  within  the 
state  was  made,  it  was  held  that  an  order  for 
an  interlocutory  injunction  should  be  issued 
on  the  ground  that  the  action  of  the  com- 
mission impaired  the  obligation  of  pre- 
existing contracts.  Vandalia  Coal  Co.  v. 
Special  Coal,  etc.,  Commission,  (D.  C.  Ind. 
1920)   268  Fed.  572. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  554,  amend.  13,  sec.  1. 

III.  Slavbbx  and   Involuntabt   Sebvittjde 

1.  Involuntary  Servitude 

a.  In  General    (p.  556) 

Penalizing  lessors  for  failure  to  furnish 
water,  heat«  light,  etc.,  to  lessees.—  An  in- 


voluntary servitude  forbidden  by  this  amend- 
ment is  not  created  by  the  provisions  of 
N.  T.  Laws  1920,  chaps.  131  and  951,  which 
make  it  a  misdemeanor  for  a  lessor,  oar  any 
agent  or  janitor,  intentionally  to  fail  to 
furnish  such  water,  heat,  light,  elevator, 
telephone,  or  other  service  as  may  be  re- 
quired by  the  terms  of  the  lease,  and  neces- 
sary to  the  proper  and  customary  use  of 
the  building.  Marcus  Brown  Holding  Co.  c. 
Feldman,  ( 1921 )  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  8.  Ct.  465, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —  {affirming  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1920)  269  Fed.  306),  wherein  the  court  said: 
''It  is  objected  finally  that  chapter  951, 
above  stated,  in  so  far  as  it  required  active 
services  to  be  rendered  to  the  tenants,  is 
void  on  the  rather  singular  ground  that  it 
infringes  the  13th  Amendment.  It  is  true 
that  the  traditions  of  our  law  are  opposed 
to  compelling  a  man  to  perform  strictly  per- 
sonal services  against  his  will,  even  when  he 
has  contracted  to  render  them.  But  the 
services  in  question,  although  involving 
some  activities,  are  so  far  from  personal 
that  they  constitute  the  universal  and  neces- 
sary incidents  of  modern  apartment  houses. 
They  are  analogous  to  the  services  that,  in 
the  old  law,  might  issue  out  of  or  be  at- 
tached to  land." 

Requiring  labor  irreepective  of  financial 
ability. —  This  section  renders  invalid  a  stat- 
ute providing  that  every  able  bodied  male 
resident  of  this  state  between  the  ages  of 
sixteen  and  sixty  years,  except  bona  fide 
students  during  school  term,  who  shall  fail 
or  refuse  to  regularly  and  steadily  engage 
for  at  least  thirty-six  hours  per  week  in 
some  lawful  and  recognized  business,  pro- 
fession, occupation  or  employment,  shall  be 
held  to  be  a  vagrant  and  be  guilty  of  a  mis- 
demeanor, and  punished  as  therein  provided, 
regardless  of  tne  financial  ability  of  such 
person  to  maintain  himself  and  his  depend- 
ents without  performing  such  labor,  and 
regardless  of  his  ability  to  obtain  such  em- 
ployment except  as  therein  provided.  Ew  p. 
Hudgins,  (1920)  86  W.  Va.  526,  103  S.  E. 
327,  9  A.  L.  R.  1361. 


Vol.  XI,  p.  567,  amend.  14,  sec.  1. 

state  regulation  of  proof  of  citizenship. — 
In  State  i;.  Superior  Ct.,  (1920)  113  Wash. 
54,  193  Pac.  226,  in  sustaining  a  statute 
prescribing  the  manner  in  which  a  natural- 
ized citizen  must  prove  his  citizenship,  it 
was  said:  "According  to  the  Fourteenth 
Amendment  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  there  are  two  methods  by  which  a  per- 
son may  become  a  citizen:  (a)  By  birth  in 
the  United  States;  and  (b)  by  naturaliza- 
tion therein.  A  natural-born  citizen's  right 
to  vote  depends  upon  his  place  of  birth,  and 
this  is  the  fact  to  be  established.  A  natural- 
ized citizen's  right  to  vote  depends,  not  upon 
his  place  of  birth,  but  on  a  judgment  or 
decree  of  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction, 
declaring  either  him  or  his  ancestor  a  natu- 
ralized   citizen.      Evidence    which    would   ba 
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reasonable  and  aafcisfactory  in  determining 
a  natural-born  citizen's  right  to  vote  would 
not  necessarily  be  such  evidence  when  ap- 
plied to  a  naturalized  citizen.  The  Legis- 
lature has  a  discretion   in  determining  the 

.  character  of  proof  that  may  be  required  to 
establish  the  fact  of  citizenship  in  each  case. 
There  is  no  reason  why  a  law  passed  by  the 
Legislature  which  does  not  require  the  same 

•  character  of  proof  as  applied  to  each  class 
should  be  held  to  be  unconstitutional." 

Vol.  XI,  p.  577,  amend.  14,  sec.  1. 

IIL  Privileges  and  immunities  of  citizens  of 
the  United  States. 
6.  State  control  over  court  procedure, 
c.  Attachments      against     non- 
residents. 

6.  Recognition  of  racial  distinctions. 

7.  Regulating  manufacture  and  sale 

of  goods. 

8.  Relation    of    employer    and    em- 

ployee. 
10.  Regulating  pursuit  of  occupations. 
13.  Elections. 
25.  Regulating     public     speaking     on 

public  grounds. 

III.  Pbivilegbs   AI7D   Imkxtnities   of   Citi- 
zens   OF    THE    UWITED    STATES 
5.  State  Control  Over  Court  Procedure 

c.  Attachments   Against  Nonresidents 

(p.  590) 

Special  security  required  aa  prerequisite 
to  appearing  and  defending. —  Privileges  and 
immunities  of  citizens  of  the  United  States 
.  are  not  unconstitutionally  impaired  by  a 
state  foreign  attachment  statute  which  de- 
bars a  nonresident  individual  defendant  from 
appearing  and  defending  unless  he  first  gives 
special  security.  Ownbey  v.  Morgan,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  94,  41  S.  Ct.  438,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  affirming  (1917)  7  Bwrce  (Del.)  297, 
105  Atl.  838. 

6.  Recognition      of      Racial      Distinctiana 

(p.  592) 

Prohibiting  use  of  foreign  language  in 
achools. — ^A  statute  that  in  all  schools,  pub- 
lic and  private,  the  use  of  any  language 
other  than  English  in  the  teaching  of  secular 
subjects  is  prohibited,  does  not  abridge  the 
privileges  and  immunities  of  citizens.  State 
V,  Bartels,  (Iowa  1921)   181  N.  W.  508. 

7.  Regulating    Manufacture    and    Sale    of 

Goods  (p.  695) 

Requiring  a  license  from  itinerant  vendors 
of  drugs  does  not  violate  this  section. 
Anderson  v.  Farr,  (1920)  97  Ore.  137,  191 
Pac.  346. 

8.  Relation  of  Employer  and  Employee 

(p.  600) 

A  workman's  compensation  act  which  gives 

to  residents  of  the  state  but  not  to  uonrej^j. 

[  detnts  a  right  to  compensation  for  injuries 

re(^eived    outside    the    state    while   working 


under  a  contract  of  hiring  made  in  the  state 
is  in  violation  of  this  provieion  of  the  Con- 
stitution. Quong  Ham  Wah  Co.  v.  Induatrial 
Ace  Commission,  (Cal.  1920)  192  Pac  1021, 
12  A.  L.  R.  1190. 

10.  Regulating   Pursuit    of    Occupations 

(p.  604) 

Prohibiting  dancing   near  refidenoe^ — An 

ordinance  prohibiting  dancing  or  dance  music 
in  any  room  or  hall  within  25  feet  of  a  build- 
ing used  as  a  residence  between  10  p.  m.  and 
8  a.  m.  is  unreasonable,  not  a  legitimate 
exercise  of  the  police  power  and  violates  the 
14th  Amendment.  Bw  p.  Hall,  (CaL  App. 
1920)   195  Pac.  976. 

An  arbitrary  discretioB  to  revoke  the  H- 
cense  of  any  place  of  amusement  given. to 
a  city  council  is  discriminatory  and  violates 
the  14th  Amendment.  Vincent  v,  Seattle, 
(Wash.  1921)   197  Pac.  618. 

Insurance.— A  state  statute  prohibiting, 
under  penalty  of  a  fine,  any  person,  firm  or 
company  from  engaging  in  the  insurance 
business  in  the  state  without  first  obtaining 
authority  to  do  oo  as  provided  in  the  laws 
of  the  state,  is  not  unoonatitutional  aa  violate 
ing  this  -amendment.  State  «.  New  Jersey 
Indemnity  Co.,  (N.  J.  1921)  113  Atl.  491. 

13.  Elections   (p.  609) 

Differences  in  established  manner  of  hold- 
ing primary  elections  in  different  counties 
does  not  impair  the  privileges  and  im- 
munities of  the  citizens  of  any  county.  State 
V.  Buer,   (Wis.  1921)    182  N.  W.  855. 

25.   Regulating   Public  Speaking   on   Public 
Grounds   (p.  612) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  aee 
Duquesne  v.  Fincke,  (1920)  269  Pa.  St.  112, 
112  AtL  130. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  616,  amend.  14,  sec.  1. 

V.  "Person." 

2.  Corporations. 

3.  Aliens. 

VII.  Kature  and  incidents  of  due  proceaa  of 
law. 

1.  In  generaL 

2.  Synonymous    with    "law   of   the 

land." 

4.  Not  necessarily  judicial  proceaa. 
X.  State  action   affecting  life,  liberty,   or 

property. 
1.  Exercise  of  police  power. 

3.  Degree  of  judicial  power. 

7.  State    control    over    court    pro- 
cedure. 

a.  In  general. 

r.  Grand  jury. 

(2)  Number  of  grand   ja« 
rors. 

IL  Necessity     for     arraignment 
and  plea. 

V.  Trial  by  jury. 
(1)  In   generaL 
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«i.  Judgment. 

(7)  IndetenniDate  sentence 
and  parole. 
el.  Appellate     jurisdiction      and 
procedure. 
(1)  Right  of  appeal, 
fi.  Liability  lor  costs. 
8.  Notice  and  opportunity, 
a.  In  general, 
ii.  Abatement  of  nuisance. 
12.  Public  office  and  officers. 
17.  Summary  destruction  of  property. 

a.  In  general. 

c.  Property  illegally  used. 
20.  Relation    of    employer    and    em- 
ployee, 
h.  Workmen's         Compensation 

Law. 
q.  Regulating   discharge   of   em- 
ployees. 
23.  Railroad   companies. 
c  Regulating  rates. 

(5)   Regulating     passenger 
fares, 
(c)  Regulating  street 
railway   fare. 
(7)  Must  admit  of  earning 
just   compensation. 
(10)   Whether  compensatory 
as  to  entire  line, 
s.  Requiring      construction      of 
side  track  or  switch, 
mi.  Requiring       alterations       in 
crossings     at     expense     of 
company, 
pi.  Erection    and    alteration    of' 

bridges, 
xi.  Street  railways. 

(1)  In    general 
(7)  Effect  of  expiration  of 
franchise. 
25.  Telegraph     and    telephone     com- 
panies. 
27.  Gas  and  electric  ccmipanies. 

b.  Regulating  rates. 

32.  Banks  and  banking. 

a.  In  general. 

33.  Insurance  companies. 

a.  In  general. 

c.  Licensing  insurance  agents. 
35.  Regulating    production,    use    and 

rates  of  natural  ^s. 

37.  Control    of    municipal    corpora- 

tions. 

d.  County  printing. 

38.  Regulating  manufacture  and  sale 

of  goods, 
j.  Of  cigarettes. 

41.  Eminent  domain. 

k.  Question  of  necessity. 

42.  Regulating    pursuit    of    occupa- 

tions. 

a.  Practice  of  medicine. 

(I)   In  general. 

b.  Practice  of  dentistry. 

c.  Practice   of  osteopathy, 
f.  Practice  of  law. 

43.  As'  affecting    oonveyanoe    of    or 

title  to  land. 


44.  Health  laws. 

a.  In  general. 
107.  Taxation. 

a.  In  general. 

b.  For  public  purposes. 

p.  As      to      whether     property 
within  or  outside  the 
state. 
(1)   In  general, 
z.  Succession  or  inheritance  tax. 
ai.  Incoiue  tax. 

ci.  On  wholesale  dealers  In  oil. 
ei.  Assessments    for    public   im- 
provements. 
{!)  In  general. 
(9).  Arbitrary     determina- 
tion   of    taxing    dis- 
trict, 
mi.  Notice  and  opportunity  to  be 
heard. 

(1)  In  generaL 

(2)  In  assessments  for  pub- 

lic     improve- 
ments, 
(a)    In  generaL 
(4)   Opportunity      to      be 
heard  at  some  stage 
of  proceedings. 
XI.  Who  may  invoke  constitutional  right. 
1.  In  generaL 


V.  "  Person  " 
2.   Corporations    (p.   635) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Crom  V.  Frahm,  (1920)  33  Idaho  314,  193 
Pac.  1013. 

3.  Aliens   (p.  639) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Colyer   r.    Skeffington,    (D.    C.   Mass.    1920) 
265  Fed.  17. 

VII.  Natubb  and  Incidents  of  Dxtb  Pkoc- 

BSB  OF  Law 

1.  In  General  (p.  639) 

Special  -  legislation. —  ''The  Fourteenth 
Amendment  does  not  prohibit  legislation  spe- 
cial in  character.  Magoun  v,  Illinois  Trust 
&  Savings  Bank,  170  U.  S.  283,  294  [18  Sup. 
Ct.  594,  42  L.  Ed.  1037].  It  does  not  pro- 
hibit a  state  from  carrying  out  a  policy  that 
cannot  be  pronounced  purely  arbitrary,  by 
taxation  oi'  penal  law.'*  Bankers'  Trust  Co. 
V,  State,   (Conn.  1921)    114  AtL  104, 

2.   Synonymous   with   "Law  of   the  Land'* 

(p.  642 

"Due  pxocess  of  law"  and  ''law  of  the 
land^** —  The  "  due  process  of  law,"  •  by  which 
Congress  is  limited  in.  the  Fifth  Amendment} 
and  the  states  by  the  Fourteenth  Amend- 
ment, is  equivalent  to  the  "  law  of  the  land,*' 
and  is  intended  to  protect  the  citizen  against 
-arbitrary  action,  and  secure  to  all  persons 
equal  and  impartial  justice  under  the  law. 
U.  S.  V,  Yount,  (W.  J).  Pa.  1920)  267  Fed. 
861. 
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4.  yot  Necessarily  Judicial  Process  (p.  643) 

Under  ordinary  circumstances,  due  proc- 
ess of  law  implies  a  formal  judicial  proceed- 
ing; but  such  a  proceeding  is  not  invariably 
required.  Gas,  etc..  Securities  Co.  v.  Man- 
hattan, etc..  Traction  Corp.,  (C.  C.  A.  2d  Cir. 
1920)   266  Fed.  625. 

X.  Staii:  Action  Affectung  Life,  Libbbtt 

OB  Pbofertt 

1.  Exercise  of  Police  Power  (p.  647) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
State  V.  Hall,   (Wyo.  1921)   194  Pac.  476. 

"  Neither  the  '  contract '  clause  of  the  Con- 
stitution nor  the  '  due  process '  clause  thereof 
'has  the  effect  of  overriding  the  power  of 
the  state  to  establish  all  regulations  that  are 
reasonably  necessary  to  secure  the  health, 
safety,  good  order,  comfort,  or  general  wel- 
fare of  the  community';  and  'all  contract 
and  property  rights  are  held  subject  to  its 
fair  exercise."*  Oorvallis  Creamery  Co.  v. 
Van  Winkle,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1921)  274  Fed.  454. 

Legislation  suspending  right  of  landlord 
to  recover  possession  of  leased  premises.^ 
The  suspension  until  November  1,  1922,  in 
cities  having  a  population  of  one  million  or 
more,  and  in  cities  in  a  county  adjoining  such 
city,  of  the  right  to  recover  possession  of 
real  property  occupied  for  dwelling  purposes, 
except  where  the  person  holding  over  is  ob- 
jectionable, or  where  the  landlord  seeks  to 
occupy  the  premises  as  a  dwelling  for  him- 
self and  his  family,  or  intends  to  demolish 
the  building  and  construct  a  new  one  (pro- 
viding the  tenant  or  occupant  is  ready,  will- 
ing, and  able  to  pay  a  reasonable  rent),  as 
was  done  by  N.  Y.  Laws  1920,  chaps.  942 
and  947,  was  a  valid  exercise  of  the  police 
power  in  the  emergency  growing  out  of  the 
World  War,  and  is  not  repugnant  to  the 
contract  or  due  process  of  law  clauses  of  the 
Federal  Constitution,  even  as  applied  to  a 
case  where,  before  the  passage  of  such  stat- 
ute, another  lease  of  the  premises  had  been 
made,  to  go  into  effect  on  the  daj  following 
that  when  the  existing  lease  by  its  terms 
expired,  and  when  the  lessees  had  contracted 
to  surrender  the  premises.  Marcus  Brown 
Holding  Co.  v.  Feldman,  (1921)  256  U.  S. 
— ,  41  S.  Ct.  465,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirm- 
ing (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed.  306.  See 
also  People  v.  La  Fetra,  (1921)  230  N.  Y. 
429,  130  N.  E.  601;  Guttag  t?.  Shatzkin, 
(1921)  230  N.  Y.  647,  130  N.  E.  929. 

Licensing  dogs. —  A  statute  licensing  dogs 
and  providing  for  the  destruction  of  dogs 
killing  domestic  animals  and  for  compensa- 
tion to  the  owners  of  such  animals  does  not 
violate  this  section.  McQueen  v.  Kittitas 
County,   (Wash.  1921)    198  Pac.  394. 

3.  Degree  of  Judicial  Power  (p.  652) 

Taking  jurisdiction  of  action  between  non- 
resident parties,  the  cause  of  action  being 
transitory    and    the   defendant    being    found 


and  served  in  the  state  does  not  violate  this 
section.  Stewart  v.  Litchenberg,  (1920)  148 
La.  195,  86  So.  734. 

7.  State  Control  Over  Court  Procedure 
a.  In  General  (p.  654) 

Writ  of  prohibition  forbidding  confiima- 
tion  of  sale  of  railroad  at  foreclosure  vrith 
privilege  of  dismantling  road. —  The  pur- 
chaser of  a  railroad  under  a  decree  of  fore- 
closure is  not  deprived  of  property  without 
due  process  of  law  by  a  writ  of  prohibition 
which  excludes  from  such  decree  words  which 
purport  to  authorize  the  purchaser  to  dis- 
mantle the  road,  since  the  purchaser,  what- 
ever the  words  of  the  decree,  acquires  all 
the  rights  that  the  mortgagor  had  to  stop 
operations  when  unprofitable,  and  the  pro- 
hibition, not  compelling  further  operation  at 
a  loss,  did  not  cut  down  the  purchaser's 
rights  any  more  than  did  the  presence  of  the 
excluded  words  enlarge  them.  Bullock  t?. 
Florida,  (1921)  264  U,  S.  613,  41  S.  Ct. 
193,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —,  affirming  (1919) 
78  Fla.  321,  82  So.  866,  8  A.  U  R.  232. 

Joinder  of  insnrer  as  party  defendant. — 
A  statute  providing  that  every  policy  there- 
after written  insuring  against  liability  for 
personal  injuries  shall  contain  provisions  to 
the  effect  that  the  insurer  shall  be  directly 
liable  to  the  injured  party  and  providing 
further  that  the  insurer  may  be  joined  as 
a  party  defendant  in  a  suit  by  the  injured 
person,  does  not  violate  this  amendment. 
Morrell  v,  Lalonde,  (R.  L  1921)  114  Atl. 
178. 

r.  Grand  Jury 

(2)   iN'umber  of  Grand  Jurors   (p.  660) 

Louisiana  constitvtion  and  statutes  pro* 
viding  for  a  grand  jury  of  12  of  whom  9 
shall  be  a  quorum  in  the  parish  of  Orleans 
does  not  violate  this  section.  State  v,  Bir- 
biglia,  (La.  1921)   88  So.  533. 

u.  Necessity  for  Arraignment  and  Plea 

(p.  663) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
State  V.  Prouty,  (Vt.  1920)   111  Atl.  559. 

V.  Trial  by  Jury 

(1)   In  General  (p.  664) 

Denial  of  jury  trial  in  statutory  proceed- 
ing.—That  a  statute  providing  for  a  pro- 
ceeding to  compel  the  destruction  of  trees 
infected  with  "  cedar  rust "  does  not  provide 
for  a  trial  by  jury  "does  not  render  it  in- 
valid as  in  conflict  with  the  guaranty  of  due 
process  of  law  contained  in  the  FourteenUi 
Amendment  of  the  federal  Constitution  and 
in  section  11  of  the  state  Constitution. 

"  It  has  been  long  well  settled  that  neith^ 
the  state  nor  federal  Constitution  guaranteea 
or  preserves  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  except 
in  those  cases  where  it  existed  when  these 
Constitutions   were   adopted."      Bowman    9. 
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Virginia  State  EntomologiBt,  ( 1920)  128  Va. 
351,  105  S.  £.  141,  12  A.  L.  R.  1121. 

al.  Judgment 

(7)  IndetM-minate  Sentence  and  Parole 

(p.  673) 

Statute  permitting  impotition  of  indeter- 
minate sentence. — A  state  statute  providing 
the  minimum  and  maximum  penalty  for  a 
crime  and  permitting  the  court  to  impose  an 
indeterminate  sentence  upon  a  person  convic- 
ted of  a  violation  thereof,  does  not  contravene 
this  amendment  although  it  may  confer  ju- 
dicial powers  upon  nonjudicial  officers.  Peo- 
ple 17.  Prochovrski,  (1920)  294  III.  482,  128 
N.  £.  474;  People  v.  Banks,  (1920)  294  III. 
256,  128  K.  E.  462;  People  v.  King,  (1920) 
295  111.  428,  129  N.  E.  174;  People  ». 
Schwartz,  (1921)  298  111.  218,  131  N.  E.  806. 

•i.  Appellate  Jurisdiction  and  Procedure 

(1)  Kight  of  Appeal   (p.  676) 

A  review  by  an  i4>pellate  court  of  a  judg- 
ment of  conviction  is  not  a  requirement  in 
affording  a  defendant  the  due  process  of  law 
that  18  secored  to  him  by  the  Constitution. 
Haywood  v.  U.  8.,  (C.  C.  A.  7th  Cir.  1920) 
268  Fed.  795.  The  court  further  said:  "  In 
England  writs  of  error  in  criminal  cases  are 
of  comparatively  recent  origin.  In  our  coun- 
try, though  writs  of  error  within  certain 
limitations  have  been  allowed  from  the  be- 
ginning, the  grant  has  been  of  grace  or  ex- 
pediency, not  of  constitutional  demand.  In 
the  court  of  first  instance  the  defendant  is 
given  his  day  in  court,  hie  trial  l^  jury,  his 
opportunity  to  confront  opposing  witnesses, 
and  all  other  elements  of  due  process  of  law. 
And  if  Congress  might  have  withheld  en- 
tirely the  privil^;e  of  review,  it  ie  self-evi- 
dent that  Congress  may  at  any  time  reduce 
the  previously  granted  privilege.  From  re- 
cent legislation  (40  Stat.  pt.  1,  p.  1181)  we 
gather  the  congressional  intent  to  end  the 
practice  of  holding  that  an  error  requires 
the  reversal  of  the  judgment  unless  the  op- 
ponent can  affirmatively  demonstrate  from 
other  parts  of  the  record  that  the  error  was 
harmless,  and  now  to  demand  that  the  com- 
plaining party  show  to  the  reviewing  tri- 
bunal from  the  record  as  a  whole  that  he  has 
been  denied  some  substantial  right  whereby 
he  has  been  prevented  from  having  a  fair 
trial."  See  also  St.  John  i^.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A. 
7th  Cir.  1920)  268  Fed.  808. 

fi.  Liability  for  Costs  (p.  679) 

Coats  on  vexations  appeal. —  Due  process 
of  law  is  not  denied  to  an  insurance  com- 
pany by  a  state  statute  under  which,  as  con- 
strued by  the  state  courts,  a  recovery  of 
damages  and  attorneys'  fees  as  for  a  vex- 
atioue  refusal  to  pay  a  loss  is  permitted  on 
the  second  trial  of  an  action  on  the  policy. 


fc^lowing  a  reversal  by  the  federal  Supreme 
Court  of  a  judgment  against  the  c(»npany  on 
the  first  trial,  although  there  may  have  been 
no  evidence  of  vexatious  refusal  except  delay 
in  payment  of  the  claim.  Hartford  L.  Ins. 
Co.  o.  Bllncoe,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  129,  41  S. 
Ct.  276,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming 
(1919)  279  Mo.  316,  214  S.  W.  207,  12  A. 
L.  R.  758. 

8.  Notice  and  Opportunity 
a.  In  General  (p.  679) 

Reetriction  on  right  of  nonresident  to  ap- 
pear and  defend.: — a  statute  which  affords  a 
nonresident  individual  defendant  in  a  suit 
begun  by  foreign  attachment  an  opportimity 
to  appear  and  defend  only  in  case  he  gives 
bail  or  security  for  the  discharge  of  the 
property  seized  to  the  value  of  such  prop- 
erty and  costs  does  not  deny  due  process  of 
law,  even  though  defendant  may  have  no 
resources  or  credit  aside  from  the  property 
attached.  Ownbey  v.  Morgan,  ( 1921 )  256  U. 
8.  W,  41  8.  Ct.  433,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirming  (1917)  7  Bqyce  (Del.)  297,  105 
Atl.  838. 

Acceptance  by  state  tax  commission  of 
corporation's  own  figures  as  waiver  of  hear* 
ing. —  A  state  statute  imposing  a  franchise 
tax  upon  domestic  corporations  cannot  be 
assailed  on  the  ground  that  the  taxing  stat- 
ute did  not  in  terms  provide  for  a  hearing, 
where  the  state  tax  commission  accepted  the 
corporation's  own  figures,  and  the  contest  is 
wholly  upon  matters  of  law.  St.  Louis-San 
Francisco  R.  Co.  v.  Middlekamp,  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  489,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  —. 

Construction  of  highways. —  The  constitu- 
.tion  and  laws  of  Louisiana,  relative  to  the 
creation  of  road  districts  and  the  imposition 
of  special  taxes  for  the  construction  and 
maintenance  of  roads  therein,  in  and  of  them- 
selves, are  not  in  violation  of  the  Four- 
teenth Amendment  of  the  Constitution  in 
that  they  deny  due  process  of  law  because 
no  provision  is  made  for  notice  to  taxpayers 
of  contemplated  action  by  the  police  jury  in 
the  formation  of  districts.  Wight  t*.  Police 
Jury,  (C.  C.  A.  5th  Cir.  1919)  264  Fed.  705. 

Adoption  —  notice  to  parents  of  abandoned 
child. — ^A  state  statute  which  permits  the 
adoption  of  an  abandoned  child  without  no- 
tice to  its  parents  does  not  violate  this 
amendment  Fischer  p.  Meader,  (N.  J.  1920) 
111  AtL  503,  wherein  it  was  said:  "The 
more  radical  attack,  however,  is  made  upon 
the  act  itself,  in  that  as  alleged  it  deprives 
the  mother  of  the  constitutional  right  of  pos- 
sessing her  child,  thus  contravening  the  in- 
hibition of  the  fourteenth  amendment  to  the 
federal  Constitution,  requiring  *  due  process ' 
as  a  condition  precedent  to  the  deprivation 
of  a  vested  right.  It  may  be  said  m  limine 
that  it  is  difficult  to  apprehend  an  existing 
legal  right  where  such  right  has  been  aban- 
doned by  the  party  possessing  it.  The  as- 
sertion  of  the   right  assumes   its  existence 


854 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


when  in  fact  the  decree  of  the  court  is  proof 
of  its  ahandopment.  When  this  petitioner 
abandoned  her  child  it  became  a  public 
charge,  and  it  became  the  duty  of  the  state 
as  parens  patrlffi  to  claim  it,  not  only  in  the 
interest  of  the  child,  but  also  in  the  interest 
of  the  state  itself,  representing  the  people 
whose  future  mora^  and  prosperity  depend 
essentially  upon  the  character  and  quality  of 
the  citizenship  it  develops. 

"  The  claim  of  the  petitioner  is  based  upon 
the  theory  of  a  chattel  ownership  of  the 
child,  but  no  such  right  is  capable  of  legal 
recognition.  The  right  of  the  parent  to  the 
custody  of  the  child  subsists  so  long,  and  so 
long  only,  as  the  parent  performs  the  duty 
of  care  and  maintenance  imposed  upon  her 
by  law.  .  .  .  Where  the  performance  of 
those   duties   is   consistently   neglected,    the 

gublic  safety  becomes  pro  tanto  endangered 
y  the  creation  of  a  public  burden  which,  as 
the  same  learned  chancellor  truly  observes, 
may  eventuate  'in  such  children  becoming  a 
public  nuisance.'  Id.  196.  Salus  populi 
suprema  lex,  is  the  controlling  maxim  of  all 
eiyilized  governments  in  such  a  situation,  and 
no  government  can  be  said  to  be  secure  in 
its  future  development,  which  fails  in  its 
duty  to  its  human  derelicts  and  its  prospec- 
tive citizens  by  failing  to  properly  maintain, 
develop  and  educate  them. ' 

Minimum  wage  law  of  Washington  sus- 
tained despite  want  of  provision  therein  for 
notice  to  the  employer  to  be  affected  by  the 
order  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Industrial 
W^elfare  Commission.  Spokane  Hotel  Co.  9. 
Younger,  (1920)  113  Wash.  359,  194  Pac. 
695. 

ii.  Abatement  of  Nuisance  (p.  692) 

The  word  "nuisance"  has  a  well-defined 
meaning  in  the  law,  and  a  thing  cannot  be 
declared  a  nuisance  by  statute,  and  abated 
as  such,  when  in  fact  it  is  obviously  not  a 
nuisance.  The  rule  laid  down  by  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  the  United  States  upon  this 
point  is  that  — 

**  While  the  L^islature  has  no  right  arbi- 
trarily to  declare  that  to  be  a  nuisance 
which  is  clearly  not  so,  a  good  deal  must  be 
left  to  its  discreticm  in  that  regard,  and  if 
the  object  to  be  accomplished  is  conducive 
to  the  public  interests,  it  may  exercise  a 
large  liberty  of  choice  in  the  means  em- 
ployed." Lawton  t?.  Steele,  152  U.  S.  loo.  cit. 
140,  14  Sup.  Ct.  502,  38  L.  ed.  386. 

This  is  dearly  the  farthest  limits  of  the 
rule,  80  far  as  concerns  the  extent  to  which 
the  Legislature  may  encroach  on  private 
rights,  in  the  destruction,  abatement,  or  dam- 
age of  private  property  as  a  public  nuisance. 
Further  encroachment  is  forbidden  by  those 
provisions  of  the  organic  law  having  refer- 
ence to  the  constitutional  guaranty  of  due 
process  of  law  and  forbidding  the  taking  of 
private  property  for  public  use  without  just 
compensation.  U.  S.  v,  Cohen,  (E.  D.  Mo. 
1920)  268  Fed.  420. 


12.  PuhHc  Office  and  Offioers  (p.  718) 

Officers  of  conservancy  district. — The 
Fourteenth  Amendment  docs  not  deprive  the 
state  of  the  power  of  determining  whether 
the  officers  of  a  conservancy  district  shall  be 
appointed  or  be  elected  bv  the  people,  or  the 
duties  to  be  performed  by  them;  nor  doee 
it  invalidate  a  tax  levy  or  an  assessment 
lawfully  made  by  such  officers  for  a  duly 
authorized  improvement,  or  deprive  the  dis- 
trict as  a  political  subdivision  of  the  power 
to  levy  and  collect  taxes  or  assessments  to 
pay  the  amount  charged  against  property  or 
political  subdivisions,  such  as  municipalitiea, 
counties,  or  townships,  within  such  district. 
Silvey  v.  Montgomery  County,  (S.  D.  Ohio 
1921)  273  Fed.  202. 

Failure  of  officer  to  pay  over  funds  to 
successor. —  A  statute  making  punishable  aa 
embezzlement  the  failure  of  a  public  officer 
to  pay  over  to  his  successor  in  office  the 
money  in  his  hands  as  such  officer  at  the  end 
of  his  term,  does  not  violate  this  amendments 
Collins  t?.  State,  (Ind.  1921)   131  N.  E.  300. 

17.  Summary  DettruoiUm  of  Property 

a.  In  General  (p.  716) 

Wooden  buildings  within  fire  limits. — ^The 
demolition  and  removal  of  a  wooden  building 
which  the  state  courts  find  to  have  been 
erected  in  a  municipality  within  the  fire 
limits  theretofore  prescribed,  contrary  to 
valid  local  regulations  duly  enacted  imder 
the  municipal  charter,  may  be  ordered  by  the 
municipality  without  violaticm  of  the  federal 
Constitution.  Maguire  i^.  Reardon,  (1921) 
266  U.  S.  271,  41  S.  Ct  266,  66  U.  S.  (Ii.  e<L) 
— ,  affirming  (1919)  41  CaL  App.  696,  183 
Pac  303. 

c.  Property  Illegally  Used  {p.  717) 

Forfeiture  of  an  automobile  used  in  yiola* 
tion  of  liquor  law  though  the  rights  of  an 
innocent  mortgagee  are  not  protected,  doee 
not  deny  due  process  of  law.  State  r.  Peter- 
son, (1920)  107  Kan.  641,  193  Pac.  342. 

20.  Relation  of  Employer  and  Employee 
h.  Workmen's   Compensation   Law    (p.   726  > 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Scott  f).  Nashville  Bridge  Co.,  (1920)  143 
Tenn.  86,  223  S.  W.  844. 

Provision  prohibiting  employers  «i*irti»g 
direct  payments  from  indemnifying  them- 
selves by  insurance. — ^A  ruling  of  a  state 
industrial  commission,  justified  or  demanded 
by  a  change  in  the  state  law,  by  which  the 
commission,  revoking  its  previous  discretion- 
ary action,  declares  that  no  employers  shall 
be  permitted  to  pay  or  furnish  directly  to 
injured  employees  or  to  the  dependents  of 
killed  employees  the  compensation  and  bene- 
fits provided  for  in  the  State  Workmen's 
Compensation  Law  if  such  employers,  by  con- 
tract or  otherwise,  shall  provide  for  the  in" 
surance  of  the  payment   by  them  of  such 
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eompenflation  and  benefits,  or  shall  indem- 
nify themselTes  against  loss  sustained  by  the 
direct  payment  thereof,  does  not  amount  to 
a  denial  of  due  process  of  law  or  of  the  equid 
protection  of  the  laws.  Thornton  v,  Ihlffy, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  361,  41  8.  Ct.  137,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1918)  99  Ohio  St. 
120,  124  N.  £.  54. 

Act  compulsory  as  to  one  employment  and 
elective  as  to  otiiers. — ^A  state  may,  consist- 
ently with  the  due  process  of  law  and  equal 
protection  of  the  laws  clauses  of  the  federal 
Constitution,  enact  a  general  workmen's 
compensation  law  applicable  to  all  employees, 
and  make  it  compulsory  as  to  one  hazardous 
employment  (ooal  mining)  and  elective  as 
to  all  others  except  railway  employees  en- 
gaged in  train  service,  who  are  excluded. 
The  inclusion  within  the  terms  of  tf  state 
workmen's  compensation  act  of  all  employees 
of  coal  mining  companies,  whether  engaged 
in  the  hazardous  part  of  the  business  or  not, 
does  not  render  repugnant  to  the  due  process 
of  law  and  equal  protection  of  the  laws 
clauses  of  the  federal  Constitution  the  classi- 
fication made  by  that  act,  which  makes  it 
compulsory  as  to  all  coal  mining  companies, 
while  as  to  all  other  private  business  enter- 
prises within  the  state,  except  railway  em- 
ployees in  train  service,  who  are  excluded, 
it  is  purely  optional.  Lower  Vein  Coal  €}o. 
V.  Industrial  Board,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  144, 
41  8.  Ct.  252,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

Classifying  employees  for  puxposes  of  lia- 
bility act. —  "A  classification  in  a  state  em- 
ployers' liability  act  of  objects,  based  on  a 
distinction  between  employers  engaged  in  a 
particular  business  within  the  state  (cer- 
tainly where  the  business  is  that  of  operating 
a  raikoad,  even  where  ^e  railroad  is  not 
used  in  the  business  of  a  common  carrier), 
as,  for  example,  between  employees  of  oor- 
porations  engaged  in  such  business  and  em- 
ployees of  partnerships  or  private  persons 
engaged  in  the  same  or  a  similar  business, 
is  within  the  legitimate  exercise  of  legisla- 
tive discretion  in  classification  of  the  objects 
of  such  legislation,  and  is  valid  in  the  pur- 
view of  the  equal  protection  clause  afore- 
said of  the  federal  CJonstitution."  Karabalis 
r.  Du  Pont  De  Nemours,  (Va.  1921)  105 
S.  E.  765. 

q.  Regulating  Discharge  of  Employees  (p.  729) 

Forbidding  discharge  of  employee  for  cer- 
tain cause. — A  statute  which  forbids  the  dis- 
charge of  an  employee  because  such  employee 
lias  testified  before  the  industrial  welfare 
commission  regarding  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions of  his  employment  does  not  infringe 
this  section.  Poye  i*.  State,  (Tex.  1921)  230 
8.  W.  161. 

23.  Railroad  Oompaniea 

c.  Regelating  Bates 

(5)  Regulating  Passenger  Fares 

(c)  Regulating  Street  Railway  Fare  (p.  741) 

Municipal  regulation. — A  federal  District 
Court  has  jurisdiction  to  enjoin  a  mimicipal 


corporation  from  enforcing  a  6  cents  fare 
provision  of  a  street  railway  franchise  ordi- 
nance, on  the  ground  that  the  right  to  Ba* 
force  such  rate  was  not  secured  to  the 
municipality  by  contract,  and  that  sfudi  en- 
forcement was  beyond  the  power  of  the  mu- 
nicipaJity  because,  the  rate  being  admittedly 
confiscatory,  to  enforce  it  would  violate  this 
amendment.  San  Antonio  f>»  San  Antonio 
Public  Service  Co.,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  547, 
41  8.  Ct.  428,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein 
it  was  held  that  a  municipal  corporation  in 
Texas  could  not,  after  the  adoption  of  Tex. 
Const.  1876,  §  17,  which  provides  that  no 
irrevocable  or  uncontrollable  grant  of  special 
privileges  or  immunities  shall  be  made,  but 
that  idl  privileges  and  franchises  granted 
by  the  legislature,  or  created  under  its  au« 
ikairiij,  shall  be  aubject  to  the  control 
thereof,  contract  with  a  public  service  cor- 
poration as  to  street  railway  fares,  so  as  to 
permit  their  enforcement  if  they  were  so  low 
as  to  be  confiscatory.  The  court  said :  "  But 
it  is  urged  that  as  by  the  amendment  to  the 
state  Constitution  of  1912  the  city  was  wi- 
dowed with  authority  broad  enough  to  en- 
able it  to  contract  in  granting  a  street  rail- 
way franchise  concerning  the  rate  of  fare  to 
be  charged,  disenthralled  from  the  limitation 
of  I  17,  article  1,  of  the  state  Constitution, 
it  follows  that  the  franchise  ordinance  mast, 
after  that  date,  be  viewed  as  such  a  contract 
and  treated  accordingly.  But  as  no  contract 
between  the  city  and  tiie  Traction  (Company, 
made  after  the  constitutional  amendment  in 
1912  concerning  the  fare  in  question,  is  re- 
ferred to,  it  is  plain  that  even  if  the  propo- 
sition as  to  power  of  the  city  after  1912  be, 
for  ihe  sake  of  the, argument,  conceded,  it  is 
irrelevant  to  the  case  we  are  considering. 

**And  this  is  true  also  of  the  suggestion 
made  in  argument,  that  although  no  con- 
tract was  possible  under  the  constitutional 
restriction  which  would  bind  the  city  not  to 
lower  the  rate,  nevertheless  there  was  a  uni- 
lateral contract  or  condition  resulting  from 
the  granting  of  the  franchise  which  bound 
the  railway  company  to  the  franchise  rate, 
since  again  there  is  not  the  slightest  sug- 
gestion of  any  attempt  on  the  part  of  the 
parties  consciously  to  produce  such  a  con- 
dition. But  besides,  tne  error  underlying 
the  proposition  is  not  far  to  seek.  The  duty 
of  an  owner  of  private  property  used  for  the 
public  service  to  charge  only  a  reasonable 
rate,  and  thus  respect  the  authority  of  gov- 
ernment to  regulate  in  the  public  interest, 
and  of  government  to  regulate  by  fixing  such 
a  reasonable  rate  as  will  safeguard  the  rights 
of  private  ownership,  are  interdependent  and 
reciprocal.  Where,  however,  the  right  to 
contract  exists  and  the  parties,  the  public 
on  the  one  hand,  and  the  private  owner  «on 
the  other,  do  so  contract,  the  law  of  the 
contract  governs  both  the  duty  of  the  private 
owner  and  the  governmental  power  to  regu- 
late. Where,  therefore,  as  in  the  case  sup- 
posed in  the  argument,  the  regulating  power 
of  government  being  wholly  uncontrolled  by 
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contract,  it  would  follow  that  that  power 
would  be  required  to  be  exerted,  aiid  hence 
the  supposed  condition  operating  upon  the 
private  owner  would  be  nugatory.  Such  a 
case  really  presents  no  question  of  a  con- 
dition, since  it  resolves  itself  into  a  mere 
issue  of  the  exercise  by  government  of  its 
regulatory  power." 

Determination  of  what  conatitutea  reaaon- 
able  rate.— The  fact  that  the  board  of  public 
utility  commissioners  of  a  state,  in  deter- 
mining what  is  a  just  and  reasonable  rate 
of  fare  to  be  charged  by  a  street  railway, 
take  into  consideration  the  safety,  sufficiency, 
and  adequacy  of  the  service  being  rendered 
by  the  company,  does  not  deprive  it  of  its 
property  without  due  process  of  law  nor 
take  its  property  for  public  use  without  just 
compensation.  New  Jersey  Cent.  Traction  Co. 
f.  Public  Utility  Commissioners,  (N.J.  1921) 
113  Atl.  692. 

(7)  Must  Admit  of  Earning  Just  Compen- 
sation (p.  744) 

To  eame  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Houston  Electric  Go.  v.  Houston,  (S.  D.  Tex. 
1920)    265  Fed.  360. 

(10)    Whether    Compensatory    as   to   Entire 

Line    (p.  749) 

A  state  may  not  segregate  a  class  of  traffic 
and  compel  a  carrier  to  transport  it  in  in- 
trastate commerce  at  less  than  cost,  or  with- 
out a  substantial  compensation,  although  the 
return  by  the  carrier  from  its  entire  intra- 
state operations  may  be  adequate.  Vandalia 
R.  Co.  V.  Schnull,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  113, 
41  S.  Ct.  324,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.  — ,  {reversing 
(1919)  18»  Ind.  87,  122  N.  E.  225)  wherein 
it  was  further  held  as  to  the  pleading  of  the 
invalidity  of  the  regulation  that  averments 
in  the  answer,  in  a  suit  to  compel  a  railway 
company  to  keep  in  force  certain  intrastate 
freight  rates  prescribed  by  the  order  of  a 
state  commission,  which  assert  that  the  order 
of  the  commission  will  not  yield  revenue 
sufficient  to  reimburse  the  railway  company 
for  handling  and  carrying  the  classes  of 
property  specified  in  the  order  and  provide  a 
fair  return  on  the  property  used  in  the  serv- 
ice, and  that,  therefore,  if  the  order  be  en- 
forced, the  railway  company  will  be  deprived 
of  its  property  without  due  process  of  law, 
are  sufficient  to  present  the  issue  whether 
the  order  of  the  commission  was  invalid  be- 
cause it  required  a  service  that  the  rates  did 
not  compensate,  although  the  answer  does 
not  allege  that  the  rates  are  not  compen- 
satory of  the  cost  of  the  service  between  the 
stations  to  which  they  apply,  and  fails  to 
specify  upon  what  part  of  the  carrier's  prop- 
erty the  rates  will  not  yield  a  fair  return. 

8.  ^lequiring  Construction  of  Side  Track  or 

Switch  (p.  760) 

Dislocation  of  sidings  by  abolishing  of 
grade  crossings  as  entitling  owners  to  com- 
plain on  constitutional  grounds. —  Owners  of 


private  railway  sidings  have  no  constitu- 
tional ground  for  complaint  because  such 
sidings  will  be  dislocated  and  their  owners 
be  put  to  further  expense  by  the  lawful  com- 
pulsory abolition  of  certain  highway  grade 
crossings  of  a  steam  railway.  Erie  R.  Co. 
v.  Public  Utility  Com'rs,  (1921)  254  U.  S. 
394,  41  S.  Ct.  169,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirmmg  (1916)  89  N.  J.  L.  57,  24,  98  Atl. 
13.  28:  (1917)  90  N.  J.  L.  672.  673,  714, 
729,  677,  694,  715,  103  Atl.  1052,  1053, 
1055,  1051. 

mi.    Requiring   Alterations    in    Crossings   at 
Expense  of   Company    (p.   766) 

A  state  may,  consistently  with  the  due 
process  of  law,  commerce,  and  contract 
clauses  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  require 
a  railway  corporation  engaged  in  interstate 
commerce  to  abolish  at  its  own  expense, 
whatever  the  cost,  and  without  regard  to 
financial  ability,  highway  grade  crossings, 
including  those  at  streets  laid  out  after  the 
railway  was  built,  if  it  can  reasonably  be 
said  that  the  public  safety  requires  the 
change.  It  follows  that  a  railway  company 
which  might  constitutionally  have  been 
charged  under  the  state  laws  with  the  whole 
expense  of  abolishing  certain  highway  grade 
crossings  and  may  not  complain  tliat  not  more 
than  10  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  abolishing 
three  crossings  used  by  a  street  railway  is 
thrown  upon  the  latter  corapanv.  Erie  R. 
Co.  V,  Public  rtilitv  Com'rs,  (1921)  254  U. 
S.  304,  41  S.  Ct.  169,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — , 
affirming  (1916)  89  N.  J.  L.  57.  24.  98  Atl. 
13,  28;  (1917)  90  N.  J.  L.  672.  673,  714, 
729,  677,  694,  715,  10i3  Atl.  1052,  1063, 
1055,   1051. 

pi.  Erection  and  Alteration   of  Bridges    (p. 

767) 

The  property  of  a  bridge  company,  speci- 
ally incorporated  by  N.  Y.  Laws  1857.  chap. 
763,  to  build  a  railroad  bridge  over  the 
Niagara  river,  and  later  con .'^oli dated  with 
a  similar  Canadian  corporation,  pursuant  to 
New  York  and  Canadian  statutes,  sitbject  to 
all  the  duties  of  each  of  the  consolidated 
companies,  cannot  be  said  to  have  been  taken 
without  due  process  of  law  by  N.  Y.  Laws 
1915.  chap.  666,  amending  the  original  char- 
ter, in  the  exercise  of  the  state's  reserved 
power  to  amend,  by  requiring  the  construc- 
tion of  a  roadway  for  vehicles  and  a  pathway 
for  pedestrians  on  that  part  of  the  bridge 
within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  state,  where 
there  is  nothing  to  show  that  the  addition  to 
the  structure  will  not  yield  a  reasonable  re- 
turn. International  Bridge  Co.  v.  New  York, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  126,  41  S.  Ct.  56,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1918)  223  N.  Y.  137, 
119  N.  £.  361. 

(1)   In  General  (p.  768) 

Abolishment  of  grade  crossings. — A  street 
railway  company  crossing  the  tracks  of  a 

xi.  Street  Railways 
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steam  road  at  grade  in  a  public  street  may, 
consistently  with  the  Federal  Constitution, 
be  reauired  to  bear  a  part  of  the  expense  of 
abolishing  the  grade  crossing,  and  the  pay- 
ment of  the  amount  charged,  if  not  excessive, 
may  be  made  a  condition  of  the  street  rail- 
way company's  continued  right  to  use  the 
streets.  Erie  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utility 
Com'rs,  (1921)  254  U.  S.  394,  41  S.  Ct.  169, 
66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affimUng  (1916)  89  K. 
J.  L.  57,  24,  98  Atl.  13,  28;  (1917)  90  N.  J. 
L.  672,  673,  714,  729,  677,  694,  715,  103  Atl. 
1052,  1053,   lOoo,  1051. 

(7)    Effect   of   Expiration   of   Franchise    (p. 

770) 

Requiring  remoyal  of  tracks. —  Where  a 
street  railway  company  operating  in  the 
streets  of  a  city  under  a  iranchise  granted 
for  a  definite  period  has  enjoyed  the  full 
term  of  the  grant,  the  municipality  may, 
upon  failure  of  renewal  of  the  grant,  require 
the  company  within  a  reasonable  time  to  re- 
move  its  tracks  and  other  property  from  the 
streets  without  impairing  any  contractual 
obligations  protected  by  tne  Federal  Consti- 
tution, or  depriving  the  street  railway  com- 
pany of  its  property  without  due  process  of 
law.  Detroit  United  Rv.  t\  Detroit,  (1921) 
255  U.  S.  171,  41  S.  Ct.  285.  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
wherein  it  was  further  held  that  subjecting 
a  street  railway  company  whose  franchises 
have  expired,  to  the  alternative  of  accepting 
an  inadequate  price  for  its  property,  or  of 
ceasing  to  operate  in  the  city  streets,  and 
removing  its  property  therefrom,  does  not 
take  property  without  due  process  of  law, 
where  the  city  has  the  right  to  require  such 
cessation  and  removal,  and  no'  nurchase  can 
be  effected  without  approval  by  the  city  elect- 
ors. 

25.  Telegmph     and     Telephone     Companies 

(p.  771) 
Moving  of  poles  and  wires  necessitated  by 
abolition  of  grade  crossing  of  railroad. — An 
interstate  telegraph  company  may,  consist- 
ently with  the  Federal  Constitution,  be  re- 
quired to  bear  the  expense  of  the  changes  in 
its  poles  and  wires  made  necessary  by  the 
compulsory  abolition  of  certain  highway 
grade  crossings  of  a  steam  railroad.  Erie 
R.  Co.  V.  Public  Utility  Com'rs,  (1921)  254 
U.  S.  394,  41  S.  Ct.  169,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  atHrming  (1916)  89  N.  J.  L.  57,  24,  98 
Atl.  13,  28;  (1917)  90  N.  J.  L.  672,  673,  714, 
729,  677,  694,  716,  103  Atl.  1052,  1053,  1055. 
1051. 

27.   Gas   and   Electrio   Companies 

b.  Regulating  Rates   (p.  776) 

Compelling  corporation  to  devote  property 
to  public  use  without  reasonable  compensa- 
tion.—  Where  a  public  service  corporation  is 
compelled  by  an  order  of  a  state  public  utili- 
ties commission  to  furnish  heat  to  the  in- 
habitants of  a  city  at  a  rate  which  causes  it 
a  loss,  without  reasonable  compensation,  it  is 


deprived  of  its  property  without  due  process 
of  law.  Mt.  Carmel  Public  Utility,  etc.,  Co. 
t;.  Public  Utilities  Commission,  (1921)  297 
111.  303,  130  N.  E.  693. 

In  Landon  v.  Court  of  Industrial  Rela- 
tions, (D.  C.  Kan.  1920)  269  Fed.  411,  a 
rate  established  by  the  state  for  supplying 
natural  gas  by  distributing  companies  was 
held  to  be  "noncompensatory,  unreasonably 
low,  confiscatory  and  violative  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States."  See  also 
Landon  t*.  Court  of  Industrial  Relations,   (D. 

C.  Kan.  1920)   269  Fed.  433. 
Enforcement  of  confiscatory  rates  fixed  by 

contract. —  Confiscatory  rates  for  services  to 
be  performed  by  public  service  corporations, 
fixed  by  governmental  agencies,  cannot  be 
enforced  unless  they  are  secured  by  contract 
o/bligation.  If,  however,  public  service  cor- 
porations and  governmental  agencies  dealing 
with  them  have  power  to  contract  as  to  rates, 
and  exert  that  power  by  fixing  by  contract 
the  rates  to  govern  during  a  particular  time, 
the  enforcement  of  such  rates  is  controlled 
by  the  obligation  resulting  from  the  contract 
and  the  question  as  to  whether  such  rates 
are  confiscatory  becomes  immaterial.  But 
municipal  corporations  in  Iowa  have  no 
power,  under  the  rate  regulation  provisions 
of  Iowa  Code,  1897,  §  725,  to  contract  with 
public  service  corporations  as  to  rates  in 
franchise  ordinances  so  as  to  permit  the 
enforcement  of  such  rates  if  they  are  so  low 
as  to  be  confiscatory.  Southern  Iowa  Elec- 
tric Co.  V.  Chariton,  (1921)  25<5  U.  S.  539, 
41  S.  CX  400,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.),  reversing 
(S.  D.  la.  1919)  256  Fed.  929. 

Items  considered  in  determining  whether 
rate  confiscatory,  see  New  York,  etc..  Gas 
Co.  V.  Newton,  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed. 
277. 

Length  of  test  of  alleged  confiscatory  rate. 
—  See  Consolidated  Gas  O).  v.  Newton,    (S. 

D.  N.  Y.  1920)  267  Fed.  231. 

An  injunction  should  be  granted  against 
the  enforcement  of  a  statute  fixing  gas  rates 
where  it  is  shown  that  the  cost  of  production 
and  distribution  is  in  excess  of  the  rate 
fixed  by  statute.  New  York,  etc..  Gas  Co.  v» 
Newton,   (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1920)  269  Fed.  277. 

Injunctive  relief  will  not  be  granted 
against  the  enforcement  of  rates  fixed  by  a 
state  for  a  public  utility  on  the  ground  that 
they  are  confiscatory  until  there  has  been  a 
finality  of  action  in  the  state  tribunal.  Thus 
where  a  proceeding  is  pending  before  a  state 
commission  in  which  the  complainant  before 
the  federal  court  has  asked  for  an  increase 
of  rates,  the  federal  court  has  refused  to  act. 
Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light,  etc.,  Co.  r. 
Railroad  Commission,  (W.  D.  Wis.  1920)  267 
Fed.  711. 

32.  Bamiks  and  Banking 
a.  In  General  (p.  784) 

Prohibiting  use  of  words  "bank,"  etc. — 

A  statute  prohibiting  the  use  of  the  words 
"bank,"  "banker,"  "banking"   or   "trust" 
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as  a  designation  or  part  of  a  name  under 
which  business  may  be  conducted  by  any 
person,  firm  or  corporation  other  than  a 
bank,  is  valid  aa  an  exercise  of  the  police 
power  of  the  state  and  does  not  contravene 
this  amendment.  Inglis  i*.  Pontius,  (Ohio 
1921)    131  N.  E.  509. 

33.  Insurance   Companies 

a.  In  General  (p.  785) 

Prescribing  who  shall  be  agents  of  in- 
surer.—  A  state  statute  providing  that  any 
person  who  acts  for  an  insurance  company 
in  the  making  of  a  contract  of  insurance  or 
the  adjustment  of  a  loss  shall  be  the  agent 
of  the  insurer  does  not  violate  this  section. 
Globe,  etc.,  P.  Ins.  Co.  v.  Walker,  (1920) 
150  Ga.  163,  103  S.  E.  407. 

c.  Licensing  Insurance  Agents   (p.  786) 

Reyocation  of  license  of  insurance  agent. — 
So  much  of  section  7  of  the  act  of  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  entitled  "An  act  to  provide 
for  the  establishment  of  a  department  of 
insurance,"  etc.,  approved  August  19,  1912 
•  Acts  1912,  pp.  119,  124),  as  provides  that 
*'  the  license  of  any  soliciting  agent  may  be 
revoked  at  any  time  by  the  insurance  com- 
missioner in  his  discretion,"  is  violative  of 
the  due  process  clause  contained  in  section 
1  of  the  Fourteenth  Amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States.  Riley  v, 
Wright,  (Ga.  1921)   107  S.  E.  857. 

35.  Regulating   Production,    Use   and   Rates 
of  Natural  Oas  (p.  790) 

Stutute  prohibiting  wasteful  use  of  natnral 
gas. —  Neither  the  manufacturer  of  carbon 
black  from  natural  gas  nor  the  owner  of 
the  land  on  which  are  the  gas  wells  and  the 
pipe  line,  and  of  mineral  leases  covering 
proved  gas  territory,  is  deprived  of  his  prop- 
erty without  due  process  of  law,  or  denied 
the  equal  protection  of  the  laws,  nor  are 
the  obligations  of  pre-existing  contracts  un- 
constitutionally impaired,  by  a  state  statute 
which  prohibits  the  use  of  natural  gas  for 
products  where  such  gas  is  burned  or  con- 
sumed without  fully  and  actually  applying 
and  utilizing  the  heat  therein  contained  for 
other  manufacturing  or  domestic  uses  (but 
only  when  the  gas  well  or  source  of  supply 
is  located  within  10  miles  of  an  incorporated 
town  or  industrial  plant),  and  forbids  the 
owner  or  lessee  of  natural  gas  wells  within 
the  10-mile  limit  to  sell  or  dispose  of  the 
gas  for  the  purpose  of  manufacturing  or 
producing  carbon  or  other  resultant  products 
from  the  burning  or  consumption  of  such 
gas  unless  the  heat  therein  contained  is 
fully  and  actually  applied  and  utilized  for 
other  manufacturing  or  domestic  purposes, 
since,  there  being  great  disproportion  be- 
tween the  volume  of  gas  and  the  product,  the 
state  could  exert  its  police  power  in  this  way 
to  conserve  the  gas  supply  for  less  wasteful 
uses.  Walls  t\  Midland  Carbon  Co.,  (1920) 
254  U.  8.  300,  41  S.  Ct,  118,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)   — . 


37.  Control  of  Municipal  Corporation 

d.  County  Printing   (p.  794) 

State  Printing  Commission. —  An  act  giv- 
ing to  a  State  Publication  and  Printing 
Commission  power  to  designate  official  news- 
papers in  wnich  alone  county  publications 
shall  be  made  does  not  deny  due  process  of 
law.  Daly  v.  Beery,  (N.  D.  1920)  178 
N.  W.  104.  This  case  was  decided  by  a 
divided  court  under  a  provision  of  the  state 
Constitution  that  no  statute  shall  be  held 
unconstitutional  except  by  the  concurrence 
of  four  judges,  but  apparently  there  was 
no  dissent  as  to  the  point  above  stated. 

38.  Regulating    Manufacture    and    Sale    of 

Goods 

j.  Of  Cigarettes   (p.  804) 

Anti-Cigarette  Law  sustained. —  The  act 
(chapter  166,  Law»  1917)  prohibiting  and 
prescribing  penalties  for  bartering,  selling, 
or  the  giving  away  of  cigarettes  or  cigarette 
papers  and  the  keeping  of  them  for  barter, 
sale,  or  free  distribution  is  within  the  police 
power  of  the  state,  and  does  not  violate  any 
of  the  principles  of  the  Fourteenth  Amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States. 

The  provision  making  the  possession  of 
cigarettes  and  cigarette  papers  prima  facie 
evidence  of  the  selling  and  keeping  for  sale 
of  the  prohibited  articles  is  not  a  denial  of 
due  process  of  law.  State  t.  Nossaman, 
(1920)  107  Kan.  715,  193  Pac  347. 

41.  Eminent  Domain 

k.  (Question  of  Kecessity  (p.  822) 

In  a  case  involving  the  taking  of  property 
by  the  United  States  for  river  improvements 
under  Act  of  May  16,  1906,  (9  Fed.  SUt. 
Ann.  2nd  ed.  p.  33),  the  rule  is  stated  that 
a  hearing  on  the  question  of  necessity  is 
not  essential  to  due  process  of  law  in  the 
sense  of  the  Fourteenth  Amendment.  In  re 
Condemnations,  etc.,  (£.  D.  Mich.  1920) 
266  Fed.  106. 

42.  Regulating   Pursuit   of   OocupationB 

(p.  830) 

License  tax  on  dealers  in  fireanna  is  not 
discriminatory  so  as  to  infringe  this  section 
because  it  excepts  rifles  of  22  and  25  caliber. 
State  t;.  Winehill,  (1920)  147  La.  781,  86  So. 
181. 

Requiring  reports  of  furniture  mover*. — 
An  ordinance  requiring  furniture  movers  to 
report  to  the  city  register  the  name  of  such 
person,  Arm  or  corporation  owning,  or  hav- 
ing the  custody,  possession  and  control  of 
such  property,  the  street  address  or  location 
from  and  to  which  such  property  was  re- 
moved, a  brief,  general  description  of  the 
property  rem^^ved,  the  date  of  such  removal, 
and  the  name  and  address  of  the  person, 
firm  or  corporation,  owning  or  operating 
vehiclefi  used  in  su'^h  trans'-'ortation  drr* 
not   take  property  without  due   process   ci 
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law.    Wagner  v,  St.  Louis,  (1920)  284  Mo. 
410,  224  S.  W.  413,  12  A.  L.  R.  495. 

a.  Practice  of  Medicine 

(l)    In  General    (p.  830) 

Regulating  fundaliing  of  haUt-fOTming 
narcotic  drugs. —  A  state,  in  the  exercise  of 
ite  police  power,  may,  consistently  with  this 
amendment,  regulate  the  administration, 
sale,  prescription,  and  use  of  dangerous  and 
habit-forming  narcotic  drugs,  and  in  so 
doing  may  make  it  unlawful  for  a  physician 
to  furnish  such  drugs  to  habitual  users  out 
of  stocks  kept  on  hand  by  himself.  Minne- 
sota V,  Martinson,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  41,  41 
8.  Ct.  425,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  affimUnp 
(1919)   144  Minn.  206,  174  N.  W.  823. 

b.  Practice  of  .Dentistry   (p.  831) 

In  Noble  r.  Douglas,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921) 
274  Fed.  672,  a  statute  relating  to  admis- 
sion to  the  practice  of  dentistry  and  creat- 
ing a  board  of  examiners  was  held  to  be 
unconstitutional  as  vesting  the  board  with 
arbitrary  powers. 

I 

c.  Practice  of  Osteopathy   (p.  832) 

Discrimination  as  to  qualifications  for 
practice.— A  statute  is  unconstitutional  as 
discriminating  against  osteopaths  and  chi- 
ropractors, where  it  provides  that  the  mini- 
mum standard  of  professional  education  for 
the  practice  of  medicine  and  surgery  in  all 
its  branches  shall  be  the  graduation  from  a 
medical  school  of  good  standing  and  comple- 
tion of  the  course  of  study  in  such  college, 
but  that  for  the  practice  of  any  system  of 
treating  human  ailments  without  the  use 
of  drugs,  the  applicant  must  be  a  graduate 
of  a  professional  school  or  college  teaching 
such  system,  which  requires  as  a  prere- 
quisite to  graduation  four  years'  course  of 
instruction.  People  9.  Love,  (1921)  298  111. 
304,  131  N.  E.  809. 

f.  Practice  of  Law  (p.  833) 

The  refusal  of  a  state  to  grant  a  license 
to  practice  law  after  due  notice  and  oppor- 
tunity to  be  heard  is  not  a  violation  of  this 
section.  Keeley  v.  Evans,  (D.  C.  Ore.  1921) 
271  Fed.  520,  wherein  it  was  said:  ''With- 
out doubt,  the  right  of  an  attorney  to  prac- 
tice law  is  a  property  right,  which  can  be 
taken  from  him  only  after  judicial  hearing 
and  a  fair  opportunity  to  be  heard  in  his 
own  defense.  Ex  parte  Garland,  4  Wall. 
333,  18  L.  Ed.  366;  Ex  parte  Robinson,  19 
Wall.  506,  22  L.  Ed.  206;  State  ex  rel. 
McElhinney,  241  Mo.  592,  606,  145  S.  W. 
1139;  Smith  v.  Medical  Examiners,  140  Iowa, 
66,  117  N.  W.  1116.  As  we  have  seen,  the 
proceedings  against  complainant  were  not 
ioT  his  disbarment,  but,  notwithstanding,  it 
is  without  question  that  he  not  only  had 
ample  notice  and  a  fair  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  but  he  actually  appeared  before  both 
the  board  and  the  court,  and  was  afforded 
full  and  adequate  opportunity  to*  present  his 


case  in  all  of  its  angles.  Due  process  of  law 
does  not  embrace  nor  control  mere  forms 
of  procedure  in  state  courts,  or  regulate 
practice  therein.  All  of  its  requireiuents 
are  complied  with,  provided,  in  the  proceed- 
ings which  are  claimed  not  to  have  been 
due  process,  the  person  proceeded  against 
has  had  sufficient  notice  and  an  adequate 
opportunity  has  been  afforded  him  to 
defend." 

43.  A9  Affecting  Conveyance  of  or  Title 
to  Land   (p.  837) 

Fixing  maximum  rent  of  farm  lands.— 
A  statute  invalidating  farm  land  leases 
which  stipulate  for  more  than  one-third  of 
the  grain  or  one-fourth  of  the  cotton  as 
rental  violates  this  section.  Rumbo  «• 
Winterrowd,   (Tex.  1921)  228  S.  W.  258. 

44.  Health  Laws 
a.  In  General  (p.  840) 

Regulating  establishment  of  hospitals  in 
cities. — An  ordinance  requiring  a  permit  to 
be  granted  only  on  the  hearing  of  objection 
by  adjacent  property  owners,  for  the  erection 
of  a  building  to  be  used  as  a  sanatorium, 
private  hospital  or  the  like  does  not  in- 
fringe this  section.  Blackman  Health  Re- 
sort V.  Atlanta,  ((5a.  1921)    107  S.  E.  525. 

Requirement  of  dipping  of  sheep  is  not  a 
violation  of  this  section.  State  v.  Hall, 
(Wyo.  1921)    194  Pac.  476. 

107.  Taaation 
a.  In  General  (p.  860) 

A  state  tajc  law,  where  conflict  with 
Federal  power  is  not  involved,  will  be  held 
to  conflict  with  the  14th  Amendment  only 
where  it  proposes  or  clearly  results  in  such 
flagrant  and  palpable  inequality  between  the 
burden  imposed  and  the  benefit  received  as 
to  amount  to  the  arbitrary  taking  of  prop- 
erty, without  compensation.  Dane  v,  Jackson, 
(1921)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct  566,  66  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)    — . 

Power  to  tax  business  out  of  existence. — 
Even  though  a  license  tax  should  destroy  a 
business,  it  would  not  be  invalid  or  require 
compensation  upon  that  ground  alone.  Those 
who  enter  upon  a  business  take  that  risk. 
There  is  no  constitutional  objection  to  exact- 
ing a  discouraging  rate  of  taxation  as  the 
alternative  to  givin^t  up  a  business  when 
the  legislature  has  tiie  full  power  of  taxa- 
tion. Alaska  Fish  Salting,  etc.,  Co.  v. 
Smith,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  44,  41  S.  Ct.  219, 
65  U.  S.    (L.  ed.)   — . 

If  a  tax  law  is  invalid,  it  follows  that  to 
enforce  collection  of  the  tax  is  to  take  a 
person's  property  without  due  process.  J.  A 
A.  Frieberg  Co.  v,  Dawson,  (W.  D.  Ky. 
1920)   274  Fed.  420. 

b.  For  Public  Purposes    (p.  861) 
Taxation  and  confiscation  of  dogs. —  Dog 
owners  are  not  deprived  of  their  property 
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nor  of  their  liberty  without  due  process  of 
law  by  a  state  statute  under,  which  those 
desiring  to  keep  dogs  must  secure  licenses 
f^om,  and  pay  lees  U>,  a  private  corporation 
created  by  the  state  to  enforce  the  laws 
enacted  to  prevent  cruelty  to  animals,  such 
fees  to  be  used  by  it  for  the  payment  of 
expenses  fairly  incurred,  and  any  excess  to 
be  retained  as  compensation  for  its  services 
in  law  enforcement.  Nicchia  v.  New  York, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  228,  41  S.  Ct.  103,  65 
U.  S.,  (L.  ed.)  — ,  13  A.  L.  R.  826  {affirming 
(1§18)  224  N.  Y.  637,  121  N.  E.  884)  wherein 
the  court  said :  "  The  Talidity  of  the  act 
was  questioned  upon  the  ground  that  it 
violates  the  14th  Amendment,  §  1,  by  'de- 
priving a  citizen  of  his  liberty  without  due 
process  of  law;  to  wit,  the  liberty  of  owning 
and  harboring  a  dog  without  procuring  a 
license  from  and  paying  a  fee  therefor  to 
the  Society,  a  private  corporation.'  In  Fox 
V,  Mohawk  &  H.  River  Humane  Soc.  (1901) 
165  N.  Y.  517,  51  L.  R.  A.  681,  80  Am.  St. 
Rep.  767,  69  N.  E.  353,  the  court  of  appeals 
declared  a  statute  essentially  the  same  as 
chapter  115  before  the  amendment  of  1902 
invalid  under  the  state  Constitution^  because 
it  appropriated  public  funds  for  the  use  of  a 
private  corporation,  and  also  because  it  con- 
ferred an  exclusive  privilege.  But  the  court 
repudiated  the  suggestion  that  the  statute 
deprived  dog  owners  of  property  without  due 
process,  or  delegated  governmental  power  to 
a  private  corporation.  Thereafter  (1902) 
the  legislature  amended  chapter  115,  with 
the  evident  purpose  of  meeting  objections 
pointed  out  in  the  Fox  Case.  Thus  amended, 
the  law  has  been  upheld.  Our  only  concern 
is  with  the  suggested  Federal  question. 

"The  American  Society  for  the  Preven- 
tion of  Cruelty  to  Animals  was  incorporated 
by  chapter  469,  Laws  of  New  York  1866. 
'The  purpose  of  the  corporation  was  to  en- 
force the  laws  enacted  to  prevent  cruelty 
to  animals.'  David  f>,  American  Soc.  7o 
N.  C.  362,  366.  It  has  long  been  recognized 
by  the  legislature  as  a  valuable  and  efficient 
aid  toward  the  enforcement  of  those  laws. 
New  York  Penal  Laws,  article  16,  §  196. 
The  payment  of  public  funds  to  a  similar 
corporation  for  assistance  in  enforcing  penal 
statutes  has  been  declared  unobjectionable. 
People  ex  rel.  State  Charities  v.  New  York 
Soc.  161  N.  Y.  232,  230,  260,  66  N.  E.  1063. 

"Property  in  dogs  is  of  an  imperfect  or 
qualified  nature,  and  they  may  be  subjected 
to  peculiar  and  drastic  police  regulations  by 
the  state  without  depriving  their  owners  of 
any  Federal  right.  Sentell  v.  New  Orleans 
&  C.  R.  Co.,  166  U.  S.  698,  41  L.  ed.  1169, 
17  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  693,  1  Am.  Neg.  Rep.  773; 
Fox  V.  Mohawk  &  H.  River  Humane  Soc. 
supra.  Its  power  to  require  those  who  wish 
to  keep  dogs  to  secure  licenses  from  and  pay 
fees  to  a  public  officer  is  also  clear.  And 
when  the  state,  in  the  reasonable  conduct  of 
its  own  affairs,  chooses  to  intrust  the  work 
incident  to   such  licenses  and  collection  of 


fees  to  a  corporation  created  by  it  for  the 
express  purpose  of  aiding  in  law  enforce- 
ment, and  in  good  faith  appropriates  the 
funds  so  collected  for  payment  of  expenses 
fairly  incurred  and  just  oomnensation  for 
the  valuable  services  rendered,  there  is  no 
infringement  of  any  right  guaranteed  to  the 
individual  by  the  Federal  Constitution. 
Such  action  does  not  amount  to  the  taking 
of  one  man^s  property  and  giving  it  to  an- 
other, nor  does  it  deprive  dog  owners  of 
liberty    without   due    process    of   law.*' 

To  permit  state  to  engage  in  private  busi- 
ness.— An  act  providing  that  the  state  shall 
engage  in  the  business  of  manufacturing  and 
selling  cement,  issuing  bonds  for  the  expense 
of  entering  into  that  business  does  not  take 
property  without  due  process.  In  re  Opinion 
of  Judges,  (1920)  43  8.  D.  648,  180  K.  W. 
957. 

p.  As  to  Whether  Property  Within  or  Out- 
side the  State 

(1)    In  General    (p.  866) 

Tax  on  profit  of  foreign  corporation  earned 
in  state. —  Measuring  for  tax  purposes  the 
net  profits  earned  by  a  foreign  manufactur- 
ing and  trading  corporation  within  the  state 
by  taking  such  proportion  of  the  who?e  net 
income  as  the  fair  cash  value  of  the  corpo- 
ration's real  and  tangible  personal  property 
within  the  state  bears  to  the  fair  cash  value 
of  all  the  real  and  tangible  personal  property 
of  such  corporation  cannot  be  said  to  be  so 
inherently  arbitrary,  nor,  as  applied  to  a 
corporation  whose  profits  were  largely  earned 
in  a  series  of  transactions,  beginning  with 
manufacture  in  the  state,  and  ending  with 
sale  in  other  states,  to  produce  so  unreason- 
able a  result,  as  to  render  invalid  the  state 
law  prescribing  such  rule,  as  taxing  business 
outside  the  state,  and  hence  denying  due 
process  of  law,  where  the  only  showing  made 
in  support  of  this  constitutional  objection  is 
that  but  a  very  small  part  of  the  corpora- 
tion's net  receipts  was  received  within  the 
state,  while,  under  the  statutory  method  of 
apportionment,  nearly  one  half  of  the  corpo- 
ration's net  income  is  attributable  to  oper- 
ations within  the  state,  since  the  percentage 
of  net  profits  earned  within  the  state  may, 
none  the  less,  have  been  even  larger  than  the 
percentage  arrived  at  by  the  statutory  method. 
Underwood  Typewriter  Co.  v.  Chamberlain, 
(1920)  254  U.  S.  113,  41  S.  Ct.  45,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  affirming  (1919)  94  Conn.  47, 
108  Atl.  164)  wherein  it  was  further  held 
that  a  foreign  corporation  may  not  success- 
fully attack  as  invalid,  a  state  tax.  applic- 
able alike  to  all  foreign  and  domestic  cor- 
porations, measured  by  the  net  profits  of  the 
corporation  earned  within  the  state,  on  the 
ground  that  such  corporation  had  made 
large  permanent  investments  in  the  state  be- 
fore the  state  tax  law  was  enacted. 

Computation  of  proportion  of  property  in 
state. —  Due  process  of  law  is  not  denied  br 
a  franchise  tax  law  on  the  property  of  a 
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foreign  corporation  employed  in  the  state 
providing  that  for  the  purposes  of  this  act 
such  corporation  shall  be  deemed  to  have 
employed  in  this  state  that  proportion  of 
its  entire  capital  stock  and  surplus  that  its 
property  and  assets  in  this  state  bears  to  all 
its  property  and  assets  wherever  located. 
State  f.  Williams,  (1»20)  284  Mo.  456,  224 
S.  W.  822. 

s.  Succession  or  Inheritance  Tax  (p.  875) 

Construing  a  state  inheritance  tax  law  as 
operative  when  a  trust  deed  for  the  benefit 
of  the  grantor  few  life,  with  remainder  over 
at  his  death,  was  executed  after  the  statute 
was  passed,  but  before  it  was  to  take  efTect, 
infringes  no  rights  under  the  federal  Con- 
atitution.  Nickel  v.  Cole,  (1921)  256  U.  S. 
— ,  41  S.  Ct  467,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

A  state  statute  imposing  an  estate  tax  on 
all  property  *of  the  decedent  upon  which  no 
town  or  city  tax  has  been  assessed  or  upon 
which  no  state  tax  has  been  paid  during  the 
year  preceding  the  decedent's  death,  does  not 
violate  this  amendment  by  depriving  the 
creditors  and  distributees  of  the  estate  of 
their  property  without  due  process  of  law. 
Bankers'  Trust  Co.  v.  SUte,  (Conn.  1921) 
114  AtL  104. 

ai.  Income  Tax  (p.  875) 

IHatzibutioB  of  proceeds.— The  distribu- 
tion of  the  proceeds  of  a  state  income  tax, 
conformably  to  Mass.  Oen.  Act  1919,  chap. 
314, '  among  the  various  towns,  cities,  and 
taxing  districts  of  the  state  to  the  extent 
thought  by  the  legislature  necessary  to  sup- 
ply the  loss  which  such  taxing  subdivisions 
would  sustain  by  the  withdrawal  from  their 
taxing  power  of  the  intangible  property,  the 
income  of  which  was  taxed  by  the  state,  such 
payments  to  continue  until  1928,  prior  to 
which  date  any  excess  of  the  income  tax 
fund  over  these  required  payments,  and 
beginning  with  that  year  and  continuing 
thereafter  the  whole  of  that  fund,  is  to  be 
distributed  to  such  subdivisions  in  propor- 
tion to  the  amount  of  the  state  tax  imposed 
upon  each  for  such  year,  does  not  violate  the 
dme  process  of  law  and  equal  protection  of 
the  laws  clauses  of  U.  8.  Const.  14th  Amend., 
—  conceding  that  such  payments  may  be 
used  by  the  local  subdivisions  receiving  them, 
if  they  so  elect,  for  local  proprietary  pur- 
poses, which  may  not  confer  any  certain 
Denefit  upon  taxpayers  in  other  taxing  sub- 
divisions, there  being  nothing  to  justify  the 
assumption  that  the  several  municipalities 
intend  to  devote  to  other  than  public  use 
any  portion  of  the  income  tax  thus  distrib- 
uted to  them,  and  the  tax  being  uniform  in 
its  application  to  all  income  within  the  de- 
scription of  the  act  of  all  inhabitants  of  the 
state,  witiiout  regard  to  the  taxing  subdi- 
visions in  which  thev  may  reside.  Dane  r. 
Jackson,  ( 1921 )  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  566, 
65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

cl.  On  Wholesale  Dealers  in  Oil  (p.  877) 

The  excise  tax   imposed  by  N.   M.  Laws 
1919,   chap.    93,   upon   the   sale   and    use   of 


gasolene  according  to  the  number  <rf  gallons 
Hold  and  used,  does  not,  as  applied  to  do- 
mestic sales  and  use,  infringe  rights  of  deal* 
ers  in  such  product  under  the  due  process 
of  law  and  equal  protection  of  the  laws 
clauses.  Bowman  «.  Continental  Oil  Co., 
(1921)  256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  606,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)   — . 

» 

el.  Aesesement  for  Public  Improvement 
(1)   In  General   (p.  879) 

Drainage  districts.— In  the  absence  of 
flagrant  abuse  (mt  purely  arbitrary  action, 
a  state  may  establish  drainage  districts 
and  tax  lands  therein  for  local  improve- 
ments, and  none  of  such  lands  may  escape 
liability  solely  because  they  will  not  re- 
ceive direct  benefits.  Miller  i7.  Sacramento, 
etc.,  Drainage  Dist.,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  129, 
41  S.  Ct.  404,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  dismiss- 
ing writ  of  error  to  review  (1920)  182  CaL 
252,  187  Pac  1041,  and  denying  writ  of 
certiorari. 

AssessnM&t  according  to  value. — An  as- 
sessment of  land  for  drainage  according  to 
value  rather  than  according  to  benefits  does 
not  violate  this  section.  In  re  Bonds  of 
Drainage  Dist.  No.  4,  (Aris.  1920)  193  Pac. 
833. 

The  Nevada  Irrigation  District  Law  does 
not  deny  due  process  of  law.  In  re  Walker 
River  Irr.  Dist.,  (Nev.  1921)  195  Pac.  327, 
follovnnff  Fallbrook  Irr.  Dist.  t;.  Bradley, 
164  U.  S.  112,  17  S.  Ct  66,  41  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 
309. 

Tazing  district. — ^A  state  legislature  may 
create  taxing  districts  to  meet  the  expense 
of  local  improvements,  and  may  fix  the  basis 
of  taxation  without  vic^ting'  U.  S.  Const. 
14th  Amend.,  unless  its  action  is  palpably 
arbitrary  or  plain  abuse;  but  if  the  statute 
providing  for  the  tax  is  of  such  a  character 
that  there  is  no  reasonable  presumption  that 
substantial  justice  generally  will  be  done, 
the  probability  bein^  that  the  parties  will 
be  taxed  disproportionatelv  to  each  other 
and  to  the  benefit  conferred,  the  law  cannot 
stand  against  the  complaint  of  one  so  taxed 
in  fact.  Kansas  City  Southern  R.  Co.  t*. 
Road  Imp.  Dist.  No.  6,  (1921)  266  U.  S. 
— ,  41  S.  Ct.  604,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  re- 
versing (1919)  139  Ark.  424,  216  S.  W.  656, 
217   S.  W.   773. 

Assessment  of  railroad  right  of  way  for 
benefits  from  a  street  improvement  does  not 
deny  due  process.  Grand  Rapids  t*.  Grand 
Trunk  R.  System,  (Mich.  1921)  182  N.  W. 
424,  following  Louisville,  etc.,  R.  Co.  «.  Bar- 
ber Asphalt  Co.,  197  U.  8.  430,  25  S.  Ct.  466, 
49  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  819. 

(9)  Arbitrary  Determination  of  Taxing  Dis- 
trict   (p.   886) 

ArUtrery  method  of  determining'  iliea 
assessed. — A  charter  which  directs  "  that 
where  tracts  of  land  to  be  taxed  for  im- 
provements are  divided  into  lots  and  blocks 
the  line  of  the  taxation  or  benefit  district 
shall  extend  back  to  the  middle  line  of  the 
block,   and   that  where   the  tracts   are  not 
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divided  into  lots  or  blocks  the  line  shall 
extend  back  150  feet  from  the  near  line  of 
the  street"  does  not  deny  due  process,  at 
least  in  the  absence  of  any  showing  of  in- 
equality. Dickey  v.  Seested,  (1920)  283  Mo. 
167,  223  S.  W.  57. 

mi.  Notice  and  Opportunity  to  Be  Heard 
(1)    In  General    (p.  889) 

Notice  with  opportunity  to  contest  assess- 
ment.—  Where  a  state  in  levying  an  assess- 
ment on  a  portion  of  an  interstate  bridge 
within  its  borders  provides  a  mode  of  con- 
firming or  contesting  the  charge  thus  im- 
posed in  the  ordinary  courts  of  justice,  with 
notice  to  the  person  assessed,  such  assess- 
ment is  not  without  due  process.  People  v, 
St.  Louis,  (1921)  297  III.  199,  130  N.  E. 
366. 

Hearing  as  to  amount. — ^A  statute  which, 
while  not  affording  notice  and  hearing  to 
all  property  owners  as  to  the  initiation  of 
the  proposed  improvement,  gives  them  an 
opportunity  to  be  heard  as  to  the  validity 
and  amount  of  the  tax  is  valid.  Gillum  v. 
Rifle,  (Colo.  1»21)  197  Pac.  1017. 

(2)  In  Assessments  for  Public  Improvements 

(a)  In  General  (p.  890) 

Opexation  of  railroad  by  state;  notice  of 
assessment  for  deficiency. —  Where  a  stat- 
ute provides  for  the  operation  by  the  state 
of  certain  street  railways  and  for  an  assess- 
ment against  certain  cities  and  towns  for 
any  deficiency  arising  from  such  operation, 
it  is  i>ot  essential  to  its  validity  that  it  pro- 
vide for  notice  and  a  hearing  by  the  trus- 
tees in  charge  of  such  railroad  before  they- 
levy  such  assessment.  Chelsea  v.  Treasurer, 
(Mass.  1921)   130  N.  £.  397. 

(4)  Opportunity  to  Be  Heard  at  Some  Stage 
of  Proceedings  (p.  894) 

I  Hearing  before  arbitrators  required  to 
agree  within  limited  time. —  Due  process  of 

'law  is  not  afforded  a  taxpayer  where  the 
county  board  of  assessors,  conformably  to 
the  state  tax  law,  increased  the  valuation 
of  his  property  as  returned  for  taxation 
without  notice  or  hearing,  other  than  notice 
given  after  the  assessment  was  made  and  a 
hearing  in  the  arbitration  provided  for  in 
case  of  the  taxpayer's  dissatisfaction,  and 
such  arbitration  failed  because  the  arbitra- 
tors could  not  agree  within  the  ten-day  period 
fixed  by  law,  and  hence  no  majority  award 
could  be  made,  though  all  believed  the  as- 
sessment was  too  high.  Turner  a.  Wade, 
(1920)  264  U.  S.  64,  41  S.  Ct.  27,  63  U.  S. 
fT..  ed.)  — ,  reversing  (1918)  147  Ga.  666, 
95  S.  E.  220. 

XL  Who  May  Invoke  CJowsTirrmowAi. 

Bight 

1.  In  General  (p.  903) 

Witnessea  before  grand  jury. — ^A  witness 
duly  subpoenaed  to  testify  before  a  grand 


jury  is  not  entitled  to  be  heard  upon  an 
ception  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court,  and 
is  not  entitled  to  raise  any  question  about 
the  constitutionality  of  the  act  authorizing 
the  investigation  or  the  authority  of  the 
grand  jury  to  call  before  it  a  witness  to 
ascertain  any  infraction  of  such  statute.  U. 
S.  t?.  Watson,  (N.  D.  Fla.  1920)  266  Fed.  736. 
Nonresident  publiaher  of  school  books. — 
Although  in  order  to  comply  with  conditions 
attached  by  etatute  to  the  purchase  and  sale 
of  school  books  by  the  school  officials,  it  la 
claimed  by  a  nonresident  publisher  that  it 
would  suffer  financial  loss,  it  is  not  for  that 
reason  deprived  of  any  right  without  due 
process  of  law  as  such  plaintiff  is  not  com- 
pelled to  sell  its  hodksi  to  the  school  authori- 
ties and  has  no  right  to  make  a  contract 
of  sale  to  such  authorities  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  state.  Macmillan  Co.  v.  Johnsan, 
(E.  D.  Mich.  1920)  269  Fed.  28. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  904,  amend.  14,  sec.  1. 

IV.  The  equal  protection  of  the  laws. 
4.  As  affected  by  state  action. 

a.  Power   to   classify  snbjecte  of 

legislation. 

(1)  In  general. 

(2)  Applicable  to  all  persona 

similarly  situated. 

(3)  Individuals    not    to    be 

subject  to  discriminat- 
ing legislation. 

b.  Law  unfairly  administered. 

d.  Exercise  of  police  power. 

(1)  In  general. 

e.  State   control   over   court  pro- 

cedure. 
(1)  In  general. 
L  Corporations,  officers  and  stock- 
holders. 
(1)  Individuals  and  corporar 
tions. 
o.  Water  companies, 
w.  Banking  and  trust  companies^ 
(1)  Licensing  banking  busi- 
ness, 
ai.  Manufacture  and  sale  of  goods. 

(1)  Anti-trust  laws. 

(a)   In  general. 
el.  Relating  to  local  government. 
(7)  Classification  of  cities, 
(e)  Restricting  use  of 
automobiles, 
•i.  Relation  of  employer  and  em- 
ployee. 

(2)  Regidating   payment  of 

wages, 
(a)  In  general. 

(4)  Workmen's       Compensa- 

tion Act. 
(a)   In  general, 
fi.  Regulating  pursuit   of  occupa 
tions. 
(6)  Barber ing. 
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Si.  State  taxation. 
(1)  Equality. 

(a)  In  general. 

(b)  Pcvwer   of  elaflBifi- 

cation. 

aa.  In  general. 

bb.  8  T  8  tem- 
atic  under- 
valuation of 
other  prop- 
erty. 
(S)  Discriminating    between 

residents       and 

nonresidents. 

(c)  Discriminating  be- 

tween   domestio 
and  foreign  cor^ 
porations. 
(7)   Exemptions    from    taz»- 
tion. 
(a)  In  geoeraL 

(10)  Assessment     for     local 

improvements, 
(a)   In  general. 

(11)  Railroad  companies. 

(a)  In  general. 
(16)  Of  franchises. 

(a)  In  general. 
(21)  Of  property  of  domestic 

corporations      situated 

outside  state. 
(24)  Graduated  income  tax. 

IV.  Thb  Equal  PBOTBcnoN  or  the  Laws 

4.  Aa  Affected  hy  State  Action 

a.  Power  to  (^assify  Subjects  of  Legislation 
(1)  In  Ckneral  (p.  922) 

Limiting  use  of  natural  gas  taken  within 
certain  distance  of  town  or  industrial  plant. 
—  The  equal  protection  of  the  laws  is  not 
denied  by  a  state  statute  which  makes  the 
location  of  a  well  or  other  source  of  supply 
of  natural  gas  within  10  miles  of  an  incor- 
porated town  or  industrial  plant  essential 
to  render  applicable  the  prohibition  of  the 
statute  against  the  use  of  natural  gas  for 
products  where  such  gas  is  burned  or  con- 
sumed without  fully  and  actually  applying 
and  utilising  the  heat  therein  contained  for 
other  manufactiuring  or  domestic  uses,  and 
against  the  sale  or  disposition  of  such  gas 
by  the  owner  or  lessee  of  the  wells  for  the 
purpose  of  manufacturing  or  producing  car- 
bon or  other  resultant  products  from  the 
burning  or  consumption  of  such  gas  unless 
the  heat  therein  contained  is  fully  and  act- 
ually applied  and  utilized  for  other  manu- 
facturing or  domestic  purposes.  Walls  v. 
Midland  Carbon  Co.,  (1920)  254  U.  S.  300, 
41  S.  Ct.  118,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — . 

(2)  Applicable    to    All    Persons    Similarly 
Situated   (p.  924) 

Loan  of  state  fnnds  —  Preference  to  tear 
veterans, — ^A  statute  providing  for  the  loan 


of  state  funds  to  settlers  on  state  lands  and 
giving  a  preference  to  settlers  who  have  been 
in  the  military  service  in  time  of  war,  ad- 
mitting other  persons  to  share  in  the  loans 
only  where  there  are  no  such  preferred  ap- 
plicant does  not  deny  equal  protection  of 
the  laws.  Wheelon  v.  South  Dakota  Land 
SetUement  Board,  (1921)  43  S.  D.  551,  181 
N.  W.  369,  14  A.  L.  R.  1145. 

■ 

(3)  Individuals  Not  to  be  Subject  to  Dis- 
criminating Legislation    (p.  926) 

Discrimination  between  nonresident  in* 
dividual  defendant  and  foreign  corporate 
defendant  as  to  giving  security. —  No  denial 
of  the  equal  protection  of  the  laws  results 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Delaware  foreign 
attachment  laws,  under  which  a  nonresident 
individual  defendant  is  debarred  from  ap- 
pearing and  defending  without  first  giving 
special  security,  while  a  foreign  corporate 
defendant  may  appear  and  answer  without 
giving  any  security  except  for  the  lien  of 
the  process  upon  the  property  attached. 
Ownbey  t?.  Morgan,  (1921)  256  U.  S.  94, 
41  S.  C:t,  433,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  eLffirming 
(1917)   7  Boyce  (DeL)  297,  105  AtL  838. 

b.  Law  Unfairly  Administered  (p.  926) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
Park  Hill  Development  Ck>.  v.  Evansville^ 
(Ind.  1921)    130  N.  E.  646. 

d.  Exercise   of   Police   Power 

(1)  In  Oeneral    (p.  927) 

Limitation  of  rights  generally. — A  state 
may,  when  exercising  its  police  power,  con- 
sider the  relation  of  rights,  and  accommodate 
their  coexistence,  and,  in  the  interest  of  the 
community,  limit  one  right  that  others  may 
be  enjoyed.     Walls  t;.  Midland  Carbon  Co., 

(1920)  254  U.   S.   300,   41    S.   Ct.    118,  65 
U.  S.    (L.  ed.)   — . 

Legislation  suspending  right  of  landlord 
to  recover  possession  of  certain  leased 
premises  in  certain  localities. —  There  is  no 
unconstitutional  discrimination  in  respect  of 
the  cities  affected  or  the  character  of  the 
buildings,  in  N.  Y.  Laws  1920,  chaps.  942 
and  944,  passed  in  the  exercise  of  the  police 
power  in  the  emergency  growing  out  of  the 
World  War,  which  suspended  until  Novem- 
ber 1,  1922,  the  right  to  recover  possession 
of  real  property  occupied  for  dwelling  pur- 
poses, although  such  laws  are  operative  only 
in  a  city  having  a  population  of  one  million 
or  more,  and  in  cities  in  a  county  adjoining 
such  a  city,  and  do  not  extend  to  buildings 
occupied  for  business  purposes,  hotel  prop- 
erty, or  buildings  in  course  of  erection. 
Marcus    Brown    Holding    Co.    t*.    Feldraan^ 

(1921)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  465,  65  U.  S. 
(L.  ed.)  — ,  ajfirmiaig  (S.  D.  N.  Y.  1290) 
269  Fed.  306. 
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e.  State  Control  Over   Court  Procedure 

(1)   In  General   (p.  931) 

Equal  protection  defined. —  Equal  protec- 
tion of  the  law  in  its  constitutional  sense 
implies  that  all  litigants  similarly  situated 
may  appeal  to  the  courts  both  for  relief  and 
tor  defense  under  like  conditions  and  with 
like  protection  and  without  discrimination. 
Arizona  Commercial  Min.  Co.  17.  Iron  Cap 
Copper  Co.,  (1920)  236  Mass.  185,  128  N. 
E.  4,  alec  holding  that  the  dismisBal  because 
of  lack  of  jurisdiction  oif  a  suit  between 
mining  corporations  organized  under  the 
laws  of  another  state  and  conducting  mining 
operations  in  a  third  state,  did  not  deny  the 
plaintiff  equal  protection  of  the  laws  where 
the  suit  involved  a  decision  as  to  the  title 
of  mining  claims  in  the  third  state. 

L  Corporations,    Officers    and    Stockholders 
(1)   Individuak  and  Corporations   (p.  968) 

Discrimination  as  to  amendment  of  by- 
laws. — ^A  statute  permitting  the  amendment 
of  by-laws  by  a  smaller  proportion  of  the 
stockholders  to  corporations  organized  for 
the  operation  of  irrigation  systems  under 
the  Carey  Act  [8  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
698  et  seq.]  than  is  permitted  in  the  case  of 
corporations  engaged  in  similar  enterprises 
but  which  have  procured  their  canal  systems 
from  sources  other  than  Carey  Act  construo- 
tion  companies,  is  invalid.  Crom  v.  Frahm, 
(1920)   33  Idaho  314,  193  Pac.  1013. 

Requiring  examination  of  officer  under 
penalty  of  dismissal. — A  state  statute  au- 
thorizing dismissal  of  an  action  by  a  foreign 
corporation  for  the  refusal  of  an  officer 
thereof  to  appear  within  the  state  for  exam- 
ination and  produce  the  books  and  papers 
of  the  corporation,  doee  not  deny  equal  pro- 
tection of  the  law.  Kentudcy  Finance  C^rp. 
V.  Paramount  Auto  Kxch.  Corp.>  (1920)  171 
Wis.  686,  178  N.  W.  9. 

o.  Water  Companies  (p.  995) 
Moving  of  pipes  necessitated  by  abolition 
of  grade  crossing  of  railroad. — A  water  com- 
pany required  to  bear  the  entire  expense  of 
moving  its  pipes,  as  necessitated  by  the 
abolition  of  certain  highway  grade  crossings 
of  a  steam  railroad,  is  not  denied  the  equal 
protection  of  the  laws  merely  because  a 
street  railway  company  occupying  such 
streets,  instead  of  being  charged  with  the 
expense  of  moving  its  tracks,  is  charged  10 
per  cent  of  the  total  expense  at  its  crossings. 
Erie  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utility  Com'rs,  (1921) 
254  U.  S.  394,  41  S.  Ct.  169,  65  U.  8.  (L. 
ed.)  — »  affirming  (1916)  89  N.  J.  L.  57, 
24,  98  Atl.  13,  28,  (1917)  90  N.  J.  L.  672, 
673,  714,  729,  677»  694,  715,  103  Atl.  1052, 
1053,  1055,  1051. 

(3)  Condemnation  of  Plant  (new) 
Municipal  condemnation  imdeir  a  state 
public  utilities  law  of  a  water  plant  operated 
under  a  franchise  does  not  deny  the  equal 
protection  of  the  law.  Superior  Water,  etc., 
Co.  17.  Superior,  (Wis.  1921)   183  N.  W.  254. 


w.  Banking  and  Trust  Companies 

(1)  Licensing  Banking  Business    (p.   1000) 

Prohibiting  certain  classes  from  trans- 
mitting moneys  to  foreign  conntries. — ^A 
statute  which  prohibits  natural  persons, 
firme  or  partnerships  from  transacting  tbe 
business  of  banking  or  of  transmitting  money 
to  foreign  countries,  buying  and  selling 
foreign  money  and  receiving  money  on  de- 
posit to  be  transmitted  to  foreign  countries, 
but  which  provides  that  express,  steamship 
and  telegraph  companies  may  continue  the 
business  of  transmitting  money  and  receiv- 
ing money  to  be  tran^^mitted,  is  unconstitu- 
tional as  depriving  of  the  equal  protection 
of  the  laws  persons  engaging  in  such  business. 
Wedesweiler  v.  Brundage,  (1921)  297  IIL 
228,  130  N.  E.  520. 

ai.  Manufacture  and  Sale  of  Goods 

(1)  Anti-trust  Laws 

(a)  In  General  (p.  1006) 

Enforcement  of  Act  which  is  partially  snis^ 
pended. —  That  a  state  anti-trust  act  is  sus- 
pended as  to  some  kinds  of  business  by  the 
Lever  Act  (1918  Supp.  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  pw 
181),  does  not  make  its  enforcement,  as  to  a 
business  with  respect  to  which  it  is  not  thus 
suspended,  a  denial  of  the  equal  protection 
of  the  laws.  Nugent  v»  Robertson,  (Mies. 
1921)  88  So.  895. 

ci.  Relating  to  Local  Government 

(7)  Classlflctttion  of  Cities 

(e)  Restricting  Use  of  Autcnnobiles  (p.  1023) 

Ordinance  requiring  fenders  on  certain 
motor  trucks. — An  ordinance  requiring  motor 
vehicles  designed  for  oarrying  freight  and 
merchandise,  of  1,500  pounds'  capacity  or 
more,  to  be  equipped  with  a  fender  at  the 
front  end  in  such  manner  and  of  such  design 
as  to  prevent  injury  to  pedestrians,  unreason- 
ably discriminates  between  persons  similarly 
situated  and  is  in  violation  of  this  constitu- 
tional provision.  Consumers'  Co.  v.  Chicago^ 
<1921)   298  IIL  339,  131  N.  E.  628. 

«i.  Relation  of  Employer  and  Employee 

(2)   Regulating  Payment  of  Wages 

(a)  In  General  (p.  1031) 

.  Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  wages  pfomptly* 
-A  statute  imposing  1()%  per  day  as  liqui- 


dated damages  for  the  failure  of  oertain 
kinds  of  corporations  to  pay  wages  promptly 
is  invalid  as  class  legislation.  Davidow  r. 
Wadsworth  Mfg.  Co.,  (1920)  211  Mich.  90, 
178  N.  W.  776,  12  A.  U  R.  606. 

(4)  Workmen's  Compensation  Act 
(a)  In  General   (p.  1033) 

Act  compulsory  as  to  one  employment  and 

elective  as  to  others. — A  state  may  consis- 
tently with  the  due  process  of  law  and  equal 
protection  of  the  laws  clauses  of  the  federal 
Constitution,  enact  a  general  workmen's  comr 


NOTES  ON  CONSTITUTION 


865 


pensation  law  applicable  to  all  employees,  and 
make  it  compuleory  as  to  one  hazaxdoua 
employment  (coal  mining)  and  elective  ae 
to  all  others,  except  railway  employees  en- 
gaged in  train  service,  who  are  esccluded. 

The  inclusion  within  the  terms  of  a  state 
workmen's  compensation  act  of  all  employees 
of  coal  mining  companies,  whether  engaged 
in  the  hazardous  part  of  the  business  or  not, 
does  not  render  repugnant  to  the  due  process 
of  law  and  equal  protection  of  the  laws 
clauses  of  the  federal  Conhtitution  the  classi- 
fication made  by  that  acty  which  makes  it 
compulsory  as  to  all  coal  mining  companies 
while  as  to  all  other  private  business  enter- 
prises within  the  state,  except  railway  em- 
ployees in  train  service,  who  are  excluded, 
it  is  purely  optionaL  Lower  Vein  Coal  Co. 
V,  Industrial  Board,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  144, 
41  S.  Ct  262,  ft6  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

fi.  Regulating  Pursuit  of  Occupations 

(&)   Barbering    (p.   1040) 

"  In  so  far  as  the  practice  of  barbering  is 
concerned,  the  public  welfare  and  comfort  — 
outside  of,  and  beyond  what  is  included  in 
its  health  and  safety— -are  so  insignflcant 
as  not  to  lend  color  to  any  right  claimed 
under  the  police  power  of  the  state."  Tim- 
mons  v.  Morris,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  271 
Fed.  721,  wherein  it  was  held  a  system  of 
grading  on  examinations  for  licenses  under 
which  ''it  is  possible,  .  .  .  for  a  man  to 
pass  and  be  licensed,  though  he  has  only  got 
4  points  out  of  the  24  in  those  subjects 
affecting  the  public  health,  provided  he  is 
excellent  in  the  nonessentials,  in  so  far  as 
health  is  concerned;  while  the  applicant  who 
is  perfect  in  so  far  a«  matters  affecting 
health  are  concerned,  and  yet  '  poor '  in  de- 
portment, razor  honing,  and  time  taken  in 
the  work  —  matters  that  can  in  no  sense  be 
held  to  touch  the  public  health  or  safety  — 
would  be  deprived  of  the  right  to  practice 
barbering,"  clearly  had  no  substantial  rela- 
tion to  the  public  health  and,  therefore,  was 
not  a  valid  exercise  of  the  police  power. 

x2.  State  Taxation 
(1)    Equality 

(a)  In  General   (p.  1067) 

To  same  effect  as  original  annotation,  see 
People  v.  St.  Louis,  (1921)  297  111.  199, 
130  N.  £.  366. 

(b)  Power  of  Classification 
aa.  In  General   (p.   1068) 

Additional  transfer  tax  on  inyestments 
escaping  fair  share  of  tax  burden. — The  ad- 
ditional transfer  tax  of  6  per  cent  imposed 
by  §  221b  of  the  New  York  Tax  Law,  upon 
certain  bonds  and  other  obligations  held  by 
a  resident  decedent  at  his  death,  upon  which 
neither  the  general  property  tax  nor  an  op- 
tional stamp  tax  had  been  paid  for  a  fixed 
period,  does  not  deny  the  equal  protection  of 
the  laws.  Watson  v.  State  Comptroller, 
(19S0)  264  U.  S.  122,  41  S.  Ct.  43,  66  U.  S. 


(L.  ed.)  — ,  {affirmwig  (1919)  226  N.  Y.  384, 
123  N.  E.  768)   wherein  it  was  further  held 
that  a  property  tax  cannot  be  said  to  be  im- 
posed by  a  state  statute  exacting  an  addi- 
tional transfer  tax  upon  certain  bonds  and 
other  obligations  held  by  a  resident  decedent 
at  his  death,  upon  whi(£  neither  the  general 
property  tax  nor  an  optional  stamp  Uix  has 
been  paid  for  a  fixed  period,  merely  because 
the  existence  of  the  statute  may  induce  the 
owners  of   such   property  to   present  it  for 
taxation,  nor  can  the  law  be  deemed  to  im- 
pose a  penalty  merely  because  the  decedent's 
estate   may,    under    it,   be    required   to   pay 
more  for  taxes  than  the  deceased  would  have 
paid   if  he  had  presented  his  property  for 
taxation.     The   court   in    the   course   of    its 
opinion  said :    "  The  occasion  and  the  pur- 
pose of  the  statute  are  shown  by  the  court 
of  appeals.    An  owner  of  investments  is  not 
required  either  to  list  them  for  assessment 
locally  under  the  General  Property  Tax  Law, 
or  to  present  them  for  stamping  under  the 
Investment  Tax  Law.     Whether  the   invest- 
ments of  a  resident  are  taxed  during  his  life 
depends  either  upon  his  own  will  or  upon  the 
vigilance  and  discretion  of  the  local  assessors. 
This  condition  led  to  loss  of  revenue  by  the 
state,  and  to  inequality  in  taxation  among 
its  citizens.     To  remedy  both  evils  this  ad- 
ditional transfer  tax  was  imposed  upon  in- 
vestments of  a  decedent  which  had  wholly 
escaped  taxation.    It  is  insisted  that  the  tax 
is  discriminatory  because  under  it  other  prop- 
erty of  the  same  kind,  bequeathed  to  persons 
standing  in  the  same  relationship  to  the  de- 
cedent,  will  not  be  taxed.     But   the  power 
to  classify  for  purposes  of  taxation  is  fully 
established.     The   executors   admit,  as  they 
must,  that  a  classification   is  reasonable  if 
made  with  respect  to  the  kind  of  property 
transferred;   or,  to  the  amount  or  value  of 
property  transferred;  or,  to  the  relationship 
of  the   transferees;   or,   to  the  character   of 
the  transferee, —  for  instance,  as  engaged  in 
charity.     Magoun   v.   Illinois   Trust   &   Sav. 
Bank,   170  U.   S.  283,  300.  42   L.   ed.    1037, 
1045,  18  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  594;   Billings  v.  Ill- 
inois, 188  U.  S.  97,  47  L.  ed.  400,  23  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  272;  Campbell  v.  California,  200  U.  S. 
87,  60  L.  ed.  382,  26  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  182.    But 
their  list  does  not  exhaust  the  possibilities 
of  legal  classification.     See  Beers  v,  Glynn, 
211  U.  S.  477,  484,  63  L.  ed.  290,  293,  29  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  186;  Keeney  v.  New  York,  222  U. 
S.  525,  56  L.  ed.  299,  38  L.  R.  A,    (N.  S.) 
1139,  32  Sup.  a.  Rep.  106;  Maxwell  v.  Bug- 
bee,  260  U.  S.  625,  63  L.  ed.  1124,  40  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  2.     Compare  New  York  ex  rel.  Hatch  v. 
Reardon,   204  U.  S.   162,  61   L,   ed.  416,  27 
Sup.  Ct.   Rep.   188,   9  Ann.   Cas.   736.     Any 
classification  is  permissible  which  has  a  rea- 
sonable  relation   to   some   permitted   end   of 
governmental    action.      It    is   not    necessary, 
as  the  plaintiff  in  error  seems  to  contend, 
that  the  basis  of  the  classification  must  be 
deducible  from  the  nature  of  the  things  class- 
ified,—  here  the  right  to  receive  property  by 
devolution." 
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Clauifying  pip«  line  companies. — ^The 
classification,  for  the  purpose  of  taxation,  cf 
pipe  line  companies  engaged  in  the  business 
of  transporting  oil  and  gas  into  those  whose 
systems  are  under  10  miles  in  length  and 
those  whose  systems  are  oyer  10  miles  In 
length,  is  founded  upon  a  substantial  distinc- 
tion, and  is  not  violative  of  that  clause  of  the 
Fourteenth  Amendment  to  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States  guaranteeing  to  all  per- 
sons the  equal  protection  of  the  laws. 
Eureka  Pipe  Line  Co.  v,  Hallanan,  (W.  Va. 
1921)    105  8.  £.  506. 

Discriminating  between  mannfacturers  of 
oil  from  different  kinds  of  fish. —  There  is 
nothing  in  the  federal  Constitution  that  pre- 
vents a  territorial  license  tax  upon  the  man- 
ufactiure  of  fish  oil,  fertilizer,  and  fish  meal, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  from  herring,  even 
though  the  tax  be  greater  than  that  imposed 
upon  similar  use  of  other  fish,  or  upon  the 
offal  of  salmon.  Alaska  Fish  Salting,  etc., 
Co.  V.  Smith,  (1»21)  255  U.  S.  44,  41  S.  Ct. 
219,  05  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  wherein  the  court 
said:  "The  complainant  alleges  that  the  tax 
will  prohibit  and  confiscate  the  plaintiff's 
business,  which  is  that  of  manufacturing  fish 
oil,  fertilizer,  fish  meal,  and  by-products  from 
herring,  either  in  whole  or  in  part;  that  the 
tax  unreasonably  discriminates  against  the 
plaintiff,  as  it  levies  no  tax  upon  the  pro- 
ducers of  fish  oil,  etc.,  from  other  fish,  and 
is  otherwise  extortionate;  and  that  it  con- 
travenes the  act  of  Congress  in  lack  of  uni- 
formity and  in  exceeding  I  per  centum  of 
the  actual  value  of  the  plaintiff's  property. 
The  prophecies  of  destruction  and  the  al- 
legations of  discrimination  as  compared  with 
similar  manufactures  from  salmon  are  denied 
by  the  attorney  general  for  Alaska,  the  latter 
denial  being  based  upon  a  comparison  of  the 
statutes,  which,  of  course,  is  open.  We  are 
content,  however,  to  assume  for  the  purposes 
of  decision  that,  not  to  speak  of  other  licenses, 
the  questioned  acts  do  bear  more  heavily 
upon  the  use  of  herring  for  oil  and  fertilizer 
than  they  do  upon  the  use  of  other  fish.  But 
there  is  nothing  in  the  Constitution  to  hinder 
that.  If  Alaska  deems  it  for  its  welfare  to 
discourage  the  destruction  of  herring  for 
manure,  and  to  preserve  them  for  food  for 
man  or  for  salmon,  and  to  that  end  imposes  a 
greater  tax  upon  that  part  of  the  plaintiff's 
industry  than  upon  similar  use  of  other  fish 
or  of  the  offnl  of  salmon,  it  hardly  can  be 
said  to  be  contravening  a  Constitution  that 
has  known  protective  tariffs  for  a  hundred 
years." 

bb.     Systematic     Undervaluation     of     Other 
Property  (p.  1059) 

Railroad  property. —  Where  tangibles,  in- 
cluding the  tangibles  of  railway  companies, 
in  a   county,   are,   as   a  result  of  a   settled 

Eractice  or  custom  systematically  assesseti 
elow  their  true  value,  and  the  intangibles 
of  the  railway  companies  assessed  at  their 
true    value,    the    railway    company    against 


which  such  actual  value  is  assessed  is  en- 
titled to  enjoin  the  collection  of  so  much  of 
the  tax  a^inst  it  as  was  based  upon  the  as- 
sessment of  its  intangibles  at  a  higher  pro- 
portionate value  than  that  of  other  property 
within  the  state,  upon  the  ground  such  assess- 
ment is  in  violation  of  section  1  of  the  Four- 
teenth Amendment  to  the  federal  Constitu- 
tion, guaranteeing  equal  protection  of  the 
law.  Druesdow  t?.  Baker,  (Tex.  1921)  229 
S.  W.  493.  In  that  case  however  the  court 
added:  ''It  is  equally  well  settled  that  if 
the  intangible  assets  of  a  railway  company 
are  assessed  at  their  full  value  and  its 
tangible  assets  at  less  than  their  true  value 
and  below  the  value  of  the  tangible  property 
generally  of  the  county,  and  such  overvalua- 
tion of  intangibles  is  equalized  by  the  under- 
valuation of  tangibles,  as  a  result  of  which 
it  is  called  upon  to  pay  no  more  than  others, 
it  is  not  entitled  to  equitable  relief  because 
one  class  of  its  property  is  valued  above 
another." 

(3)   Discriminating   Between  Residents    and 

Nonresidents 

(c)   Discriminating   Between    Domestic    and 
Foreign  Corporations  (p.  1061) 

License  tax  for  sale  of  automobiles. — ^A 
state  act  imposing  a  license  tax  upon  ail 
manufacturers  or  persons  or  corporations  en- 
gaged in  selling  automobiles  in  the  state  un- 
constitutionally discriminates  against  non- 
resident manufacturers  doing  business  in  the 
state  through  local  sales  agents,  where  it 
reduces  the  tax  to  one  fifth  of  its  normal 
amount  if  the  manufacturer  of  the  automo- 
biles has  three  fourths  of  his  assets  invested 
in  the  bonds  of  the  state  or  of  some  of  its 
municipalities,  or  in  other  property  situated 
therein  and  returned  for  taxation.  Bethlehem 
Motor  Corp.  v.  Flynt,  (1921)  256  V.  S.  ~, 
41  S.  Ct.  571,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

Excise  tax  on  capital  stock  of  foreign  cor- 
porations.— A  state  statute  imposing  an  ex- 
cise tax  on  foreign  corporations  and  provid- 
ing that  for  the  purpose  of  assessing  such 
tax  upon  corporations  whose  stock  was  issued 
without  a  par  value  of  one  hundred  ddlare 
shall  be  considered  par,  does  not  contravene 
this  amendment.  American  Uniform  Co.  v. 
Com.,  (Mass.  1921)  129  N.  E.  622,  wherein 
the  court  said :  "  We  are  of  the  opinion  that 
there  is  nothing  in  the  statute  here  assailed 
in  conflict  with  the  Fourteenth  Amendment 
to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States.  It 
was  said  in  District  of  Columbia  v,  Bro<^8. 
214  U.  S.  138,  150,  29  Sup.  Ct.  660,  663  (53 
L.  ed.  941)  that  — 

"  The  Fourteenth  Amendment  is  unquali- 
fied in  its  declaration  that  a  state  shall  not 
'  deny  to  any  person  within  its  jurisdiction 
the  equal  protection  of  the  laws.  Passing 
on  that  amendment,  we  have  repeatedly  de- 
cided —  so  often  that  a  citation  of  the  cases 
is  unnecessary  —  that  it  does  not  take  from 
the  states  the  power  of  classification.  And 
also  that  such  classification  need  not  be  either 
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logically  appropriate  or  scientifically  accu- 
rate. The  problems  which  are  met  in  the  gov- 
ernment of  human  beings  are  different  from 
those  involved  in  the  examination  of  the  ob- 
jects of  the  physical  world  and  assigning 
them  to  their  proper  associates.  A  wide 
range  of  discretion,  therefore,  is  necessary  in 
l^slation  to  make  it  practical,  and  we  have 
often  said  that  the  courts  cannot  be  made  a 
refuge  from  ill-advised,  unjust  or  oppressive 
laws.' 

"  The  principle  thus  stated  seems  to  us  to 
govern  the  case  at  bar.  The  present  statute 
is  not  a  property  -tax  and  is  not  regulative 
of  interstate  commerce.  Baltic  Mining  Ck>. 
V.  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  231  U. 
S.  68,  34  Sup.  Ct.  15,  &S  L.  ed.  127.  It  is 
not  discriminatory  or  unequal  in  the  sense 
of  denying  to  the  petitioner  the  protection 
of  equal  laws.  Absolute  equality  is  impossible 
even  in  the  operation  of  laws  for  the  taxation 
of  property.  It  is  even  more  difficult  to  ar- 
rive at  exact  uniformity  in  the  operation  of 
excise  laws.  That  is  not  required  by  the  Con- 
stitution. It  is  enough  if  they  are  not  un- 
reasonable in  the  li^ht  of  all  the  conditions 
to  which  they  are  likely  to  apply.  The 
present  statute  applies  evenly  to  all  foreign 
corporations  seeking  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  privilege  of  doing  a  domestic  business 
within  the  borders  of  Massachusetts  and  hav- 
ing capital  stock  without  par  value.  Its  de- 
sign is  to  put  the  corporations  having  capi- 
tal stock  without  par  value  as  nearly  as  may 
be  on  the  same  footing  touching  excises  as 
those  having  a  capital  stock  with  a  par  value. 
The  petitioner  is  not  singled  out  as  a  special 
object  for  hostile  or  discriminating  legisla- 
tion. It  is  not  easy  to  perceive  any  more 
equitable  way  of  dealing  with  a  somewhat 
puzzling  and  difficult  question  than  that 
adopted  by  the  legislatures.  In  any  event 
we  think  it  cannot  be  said  that  this  statute 
is  unequal  in  its  operation,  or  that  it  de- 
prives the  plaintiff  of  its  property  without 
due  process  of  law.'' 

(7)  Exemptions  from  Taxation 
(a)  In  General  (p.  1065) 

Waiver  of  invalidity  of  statute. — ^A  tax- 
payer by  writing  "  none  "  in  his  income  tax 
return  in  the  blank  appropriate  for  claim 
of  exemption  waives  the  right  to  urse  that 
a  state  income  tax  law  is  invalid  because 
it  discriminates  in  the  matter  of  exemptions 
between  residents  and  nonresidents.  State 
V.  Phelps,  (1920)  172  Wis.  147,  17»  N.  W. 
471. 


(10)  Assessments    for    Local    Improvements 

(a)  In  General    (p.   1069) 

DiflcriminAtion  against  railroad  in  assess- 

ments  for  highway  improvement. — ^A  state 

statute  which  sanctions  assessing  a  railway 

company  for  benefits  from  a  highway  im- 

proTemfnt  upon  a  theory  which,  disragarding 


area  and  distance  from  the  highway,  assumes 
that  9.7  miles  of  railway  in  a  purely  farm- 
ing section,  treated  as  an  aliquot  part  of 
the  railway  system,  will  receive  benefit! 
amounting  to  $57,900  from  the  construction 
of  11.2  miles  of  gravel  road,  while  farm  lands 
and  town  lots  are  assessed  according  to  area 
and  position,  and  wholly  without  regard  to 
their  value,  the  improvements  thereon,  or 
their  present  or  prospective  use,  is  in- 
valid as  producing  a  discrimination  against 
the  railway  company  so  palpable  and  arbi- 
trary as  to  amount  to  a  denial  of  the  equal 
protection  of  the  laws.  Kansas  City  Southern 
R.  Co.  V.  Road  Imp.  Dist.  No.  6,  (1921)  256 
U.  8.  — ,  41  8.  Ct.  604,  65  U.  8.  (L.  ed.) 
— ,  reversing  (1919)  139  Ark.  424,  215  S.  W. 
656,  217  8.  W.  773. 

(11)  Railroai^  Companies 

(a)  In  General  (p.  1071) 

Company  taxed  upon  its  own  ligaret.>-A 
railway  company  taxed  upon  its  own  figures, 
in  accordance  with  the  statute,  cannot  c<Mn- 
plain  that  it  was  taxed  disproportionately, 
aJ9  compared  with  other  railways.  St.  Louis- 
San  Francisco  R.  Co.  17.  Middlekamp,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  --,  41  S.  Ct.  489,  66  U.  S.  (L.  ed.) 

(16)   Of  FVanchises 

(a)  In  General   (p.  1074) 

Until  the  highest  court  of  the  state  decides 
otherwise,  the  Federal  Supreme  Court  will 
assume  that  there  is  no  such  unconstitu- 
tional inequality  of  treatment  in  the  taxa- 
tion of  franchises  of  domestic  corporations 
between  corporations  with  stock  having  a 
stated  par  value  and  those  having  no  stated 
par  value  for  their  stock  as  is  asserted  to 
exist  on  the  theory  that  the  state  court  hav- 
ing decided  that  corporations  with  stock  hav- 
ing no  stated  par  value  can  be  admitted  to 
do  business  in  the  state  all  such  corporations 
fall  within  the  statutory  provision  imposing 
a  tax  of  only  $25  upon  foreign  corporations 
without  a  capital  stock.  St.  Louis-San 
Francisco  R.  Co.  v.  Middlekamp,  (1921)  256 
U.  S.  — ,  41  8.  a.  489,  65  U.  8.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

(21)   Of  Property  of  Domestic  Corporations 
Situated  Outside  State  (p.  1075) 

A  franchise  tax  whereby  a  domestic  corpo- 
ration is  assessed  on  the  entire  amount  of  its 
capital  stock  does  not  infringe  this  section, 
even  as  applied  to  a  corporation  which  has 
property  outside  the  state  and  which  is  there- 
fore placed  at  a  disadvantage  as  compared 
to  foreign  corporations  which  are  taxed  only 
on  the  basis  of  their  property  within  the 
state.  Atlantic  0>ast  Line  R.  Co.  v.  State, 
(1920)   204  Ala.  80,  85  So.  424. 

(24)    Graduated  Income  Tax   (p.  1076) 

Distribution  of  proceeda. —  The  distribu- 
tion of  the  proceeds  of  a  state  income  tax, 
conformably  to  Mass.  Gen.  Act  1919|  chap. 
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SI 4,  among  the  voriouB  towns,  cities,  and 
taicing  districts  of  the  state  to  the  extent 
thought  by  the  legislature  necessary  to  sup- 
ply the  loss  which  such  taxing  would  sustain 
by  the  withdrawal  from  their  taxing  power 
01  the  intangible  property,  the  income  of 
which  was  taxed  by  the  state,  such  payments 
to  continue  until  1928,  prior  to  which  date 
any  excess  of  the  income  tax  fund  over  these 
required  payments,  and  beginning  with  that 
year  and  continuing  thereafter  the  whole  of 
that  fund,  is  to  be  distributed  to  such  sub- 
divisions in  proportion  to  the  amount  of  the 
state  tax  imposed  upon  each  for  such  year, 
does  not  violate  the  due  process  of  law  and 
equal  protection  of  the  laws  clauses  of  U.  S. 
Const.  14th  Amend.,  conceding  that  such  pay- 
ments may  be  used  by  the  local  subdivisions 
receiving  them,  if  they  so  elect,  for  local 
proprietary  purposes,  which  may  not  confer 
any  certain  benefit  lipon  taxpayers  in  other 
taxing  subdivisions,  there  being  nothing  to 
justify  the  assumption  that  the  several  mu- 
nicipalities intend  to  devote  to  other  than 
public  use  any  portion  of  the  income  tax 
thus  distributed  to  them,  and  the  tax  being 
uniform  in  its  application  to  all  income 
within  the  description  of  the  act  of  ail 
inhabitants  of  the  state,  without  regard  to 
the  taxing  subdivisions  in  which  they  may 
reside.  Dane  i*.  Jackson,  (1921)  256  U.  8. 
— ,  41  S.  Ct.  566,  65  U.  S.   (L.  ed.)  — . 

Vol.  XI,  p.  1110,  amend.  16. 

''Income"  as  including  gain  from  isolated 
sale  of  personal  property. —  The  gain  derived 
from  a  single,  isolated  sale  of  personal  prop- 
erty which  has  appreciated  in  value  during 
a  series  of  years  is  income  within  the  mean- 
ing of  this  Amendment.  Merchants'  Loan, 
etc.,  Co.  <?.  Smietanka,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  509, 
41  S.  Ct.  386,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  Eldorado 
CoiO,  etc.,  Co.  t?.  Mager,  (1921)  255  U.  8. 
522,  41  S.  Ct.  390,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ; 
Goodrich  p.  Edwards,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  527, 
41  S.  Ct.  390,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ;  Walsh 
t;.  Brewster,  (1921)  255  U.  S.  536,  41  S.  Ct. 
392,  65  U.  S.    (L.  ed.)   — . 

''Income"  as  including  stock  dividend. — 
To  the  same  effect  as  the  annotation  under 
this  catchline  in  1920  Supp,  882  see  Walsh 
f.  Brewster,  ( 1921 )  255  U.  S.  536,  41  S.  Ct. 
392,  65  U.  S.  (L.  ed.)  — ,  reversing  in  part 
and  affirming  in  part  (D.  C.  Conn.  1920) 
268  Fed.  207. 

Vol.  XI,  p.  1112,  amend.  17. 

Application  to  Federal  Corrupt  Practices 
Act. —  The  validity  of  the  Federal  Corrupt 
Practices  Act  (see  3  Fed.  Stat.  Ann.  (2d  ed.) 
120),  antedating  the  17th  Amendment,  must 
be  tested  by  powers  possessed  by  Congress  at 
the  time  of  its  enactment.  An  after-acquired 
power  cannot  ex  proprio  vigore,  validate  a 
statute  void  when  enacted.  Newberry  v. 
U.  S.,  (1921)  266  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  469,  66 
U.  a  (L.  ed.)  — . 


1919  Supp.,  p.  839,  amend.  18. 

I.  Constitutionality. 

II.  Scope  and  effect  of  Amendment. 

1.  In  general. 

2.  Effect  on  state  statutes. 

III.  "  Concurrent   power "    oi    congress    and 

states   to   enforce   Amendment    hy 
"  appropriate  legislaticm." 

1.  Power  of  congress. 

2.  Power  of  states. 

3.  Power  of  municipalities. 

4.  "Concurrent  power." 

5.  "Appropriate  legislation." 

For  National  Prohibition  Act'  enacted  to 
enforce  this  Amendment,  see  1919  Supp.  202; 
and  for  annotations  to  such  Act  see  1920 
Supp.  590  and  this  Supplement,  supra,  p.  535. 

I.  Constitutionality 

Constittttioiiality  —  As  affected  hy  resolu- 
tion ffroposing  Amendment. —  This  Amend- 
ment is  not  invalid  for  the  reason  that  the 
congressional  resolution  prc^oeing  it  declared 
that  it  should  be  inoperative  umesa  ratified 
within  seven  years.  Dillon  r.  Gloss,  (1921) 
256  U.  S.  — ,  41  S.  Ct.  610,  65  U.  S.  (L.  d.) 
— ^,  affirming  (N.  D.  Cal.  1920)  262  Fed.  563. 

Adoption  of  Amendment, —  "A  recent  deci- 
sion of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States  [see  National  Prohibition  Caaes, 
(1920)  253  U.  S.  350,  1920  Supp.  Fed.  SUt. 
Ann.  848]  has  foreclosed  all  discuseion  of 
this  question  in  holding  that  the  referendum 
provisions  of  state  Constitutions  and  stat- 
vtes  cannot  be  applied  consistently  with  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  in  the  rati- 
fication or  rejection  of  amendments  to  that 
Constitution,  and  that  the  Eighteenth 
Amendment,  prohibiting  the  manufacture, 
etc.,  of  intoxicating  liquors  for  beverages, 
ie  within  the  power  to  amend  reserved  by 
article  5  of  the  United  States  Ccmstitution*; 
in  other  words,  that  the  *  Legislaturea  oi 
three-fourths  of  the  .  .  .  states,'  as  the 
Avords  are  employed  in  that  article  (5),  has 
reference  to  legislative  bodies  as  they  were 
known  at  the  time  of  the  adopticm  of  the 
Constitution,  and  not  W  any  other  body  or 
the  people  generally.  The  action  of  the  re- 
cpondentfl,  therefore,  in  attempting  to  refer 
the  legislative  ratification  of  the  eighteenth 
i^mendment  to  the  people,  was  without  au- 
thority, and  the  trial  court  was  in  error  in 
so  ruling."  Carson  i;.  Sullivan,  (1920)  284 
Mo.  353,  223  S.  W.  571. 

Due  process  of  loAo  is  not  abrogated  by  the 
Eighteenth  Amendment.  U.  S.  r.  Crossen, 
(E.  D.  Pa.  1920)  264  Fed.  459. 

II.  Scope  and  Effect  of  Amehdicent 
1.  In  General 

Date  of  ratification. —  This  amendment  was 
ratified  January  2S,  1919,  and  to<^  effect 
January  29,  1920.  Regal  Drug  Corp.  v.  War- 
dell,  (C.  C.  A.  9th  Cir.  1921)  273  Fed.  Itt. 

Amtndment  as  i&  harmeny  with  Fonxtli 
and   ftfth   AmeBdiBeots.<^The   Kightamth 
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Amendment  to  the  federal  Conetitution  ie 
as  sacred  as  the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Amend- 
ments, but  no  more  so.  They  stand  on  an 
equality.  There  is  no  inconsistency  between 
them.  U.  S.  v.  Rvkowski,  (8.  D.  Ohio  1920) 
267  Fed.  866. 

Sffect  of  Amendmient  —  In  general, —  The 
Amendment  *'  rendered  obsolete  or  repealed 
all  earlier  law  that  applied  to,  sanctioned 
and  taxed  distilled  spirits  for  beverage  pur- 
poses." Violette  v.  Walsh,  (D.  G.  Mont.  1921) 
272  Fed.  1014. 

Instead  of  granting  a  right,  it  is  a  limita- 
tion on  privilege.  Woods  p.  Seattle,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1921)  270  Fed.  315. 

As  to  the  effect  of  section  2  of  the  Amend- 
ment, it  has  been  said: 

"The  truth  is,  in  my  judgment,  that  too 
much  concern  seems  to  have  been  manifested 
because  of  the  incorporation  of  section  2  into 
the  Eighteenth  Amendment.  The  power 
thereby  sought  to  be  conferred  upon  Con- 
gress would  have  been  conferred  by  the  adop- 
tion and  ratification  of  section  1  alone;  a 
porwer  being  accorded  to  the  federal  govern- 
ment, Congress,  even  in  the  absence  of  an 
express  grant,  would  be  authorized  to  legis- 
late in  the  exertion  of  such  power.  Para- 
graph 18  of  section  8  of  the  nrst  article  of 
the  federal  Constitution  specifically  author- 
ixes  Congress  — 

'* '  to  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary 
and  proper  for  carrying  into  execution  the 
foregoing  powers,  and  all  other  powers  vested 
by  this  Constitution  in  the  government  of 
the  United  States,  or  any  department  or 
official  thereof.' 

''Obviously  this  section  would  authorize 
Congress  to  enforce,  by  appropriate  legisla- 
tion, the  Constitution  or  any  amendment 
thereof.  As  was  said  by  Hamilton  in  the 
Thirty-First  number  of  the  Federalist,  re- 
specting the  particular  provision  just  quoted, 
together  with  the  one  contained  in  the  sec- 
ond clause  of  article  6: 

" ' .  .  .  It  may  be  affirmed  with  perfect 
confidence  that  the  constitutional  operation 
of  the  intended  government  would  be  pre- 
cisely the  same,  if  these  clauses  were  entirely 
obliterated,  as  if  they  were  repeated  in  every 
article.  They  are  only  declaratory  of  a  truth 
which  would  have  resulted  by  necessary  and 
unavoidable  implication  from  the  very  act  of 
constituting  a  federal  government,  and  vest- 
ing it  with  certain  specified  powers.* 

"  So,  too,  the  authority  of  the  several 
states  was  not  materially  changed  by  the 
incluBion  of  the  second  section.  As  hereto- 
fore shown,  they  never  surrendered  their 
power,  originally  possessed  in  virtue  of  their 
sovereignty,  to  prohibit  effectually  within 
their  respective  limits  the  traffic  in  intoxi- 
cants. They  still  have  that  power.  They 
merely  granted  to  the  federal  government  the 
same  right  within  its  domain.  In  addition, 
hv  the  positive  terms  of  the  grant  to  them- 
selves of  *  concurrent  power,*  they  were  au- 
thorized to  legislate  in  enforcement  of  the 
amendment  —  a  lesner  power,  strictly  speak- 
ing, than  they  already  possessed,  in  virtue  of 


their  own  sovereignty  —  and,  if  they  wished, 
to  enforce  in  their  own  courts  the  prohibi- 
tions and  penalties  to  be  provided  by  Con* 
gress  for  hnforcement  in  the  federal  courts." 
Ex  p.  Crookshank,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1921)  269 
Fed.  980. 

On  Fifth  Amendment. —  Aa  to  the  effect  of 
the  Eighteenth  Amendment  on  the  Fifth 
Amendment,  it  has  been  said: 

**  But  it  is  contended  that  the  Fifth 
Amendment  has  not  been  abrogated  by  the 
Eighteenth  Amendment.  Broadly  speaking, 
this  is,  of  course,  true.  The  adoption  of  an 
amendment  to  the  organic  law,  which  does 
not  expressly  change  or  repeal  a  former  pro- 
trision,  necessitates  construction  of  the  effect 
of  such  amendment  upon  the  older  provision. 
A  constitutional  amendment  cannot  be  un- 
constitutional. If  it  is  in  confiict  with  an 
older  provision,  so  that  the  two  cannot  be 
reconciled  or  construed  together,  clearly  the 
older  one  must  yield  at  the  tangent  of  con- 
flict to  the  newer  law.  Courts  have  found 
themselves  compelled  to  adopt,  for  the  con- 
struction of  constitutional  provisions,  rules 
strikingly  similar  to  the  rules  used  in  con- 
struing statutes.  It  may  be  a  matter  of 
regret  that  age-old  provisions  making  for  the 
liberty  of  action  of  the  citizen  have  been  en- 
croached upon,  and  to  a  degree  whittled 
away;  but  this  is  not  a  matter  wherein  the 
courts  may  relieve.  It  is  a  political  question, 
and  not  a  judicial  one. 

"  It  follows  that,  if  a  newer  constitutional 
amendment  in  point  of  time  of  adoption  per- 
mits, as  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  obviously 
docs,  the  passage  of  a  law  which  forbids  the 
transportation  of  whisky,  a  law  which  is 
well  within  the  constitutional  ^ant  of  power 
on  this  point  is  not  unconstitutional,  even 
though  the  effect  of  such  a  law  may  be  to 
f  ncroach  upon  the  rights  given  by  older  pro- 
visions of  the  organic  law,  and  theretofore 
deemed  to  be  inalienable.*'  Cornell  v,  Moore, 
(E.  D.  Mo.  1920)  267  Fed.  456. 

On  tradem^t/rk  rights. —  "The  Eighteenth 
Amendment  to  the  Constitution  and  the  laws 
for  its  enforcement,  relating  to  the  subject 
of  prohibition,  have  compelled  transition 
from  the  production  and  sale  of  alcoholic 
beverages  to  nonalcoholic  beverages,  Tfhich 
calls  for  liberal  protection  of  trade-mark 
rights  affected  by  this  enforced  change.**  Sex- 
ton f.  Schoenhofen  Co.,  (App.  Cas.  D.  C. 
1921)  273  Fed.  327. 

On  obligation  of  lessee. — "A  lessee  is  not 
released  from  liability  for  rent  under  a  lease 
of  premises  '  to  be  used  and  occupied  as  a 
caf 6  and  for  no  other  purpose  whatsoever  * 
merely  because  he  was  subsequently  deprived 
of  their  use  for  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  for  beverage  purposes  for  the  remain- 
der of  the  term  by  the  Eighteenth  Amend- 
ment to  the  federal  Constitution  and  the 
Volstead  Act  [1919  Supp.  Fed,  Stat.  Ann. 
202] ;  it  appearing  that  no  provision  was 
made  in  the  lease  for  such  a  contingency.'* 
Proprietor's  Realtv  Co.  v.  Wohltmann,  (N.  J. 
1021)   112  Atl.  410.    The  court  further  said: 


870 


FED.  STAT.  ANN.— 1921  SUPP. 


'*  By  the  lease  the  use  of  the  prenuBes  was 
limited  to  caf6  purposee.  The  word  '  caf^ ' 
was  originally  a  French  word  meaning  'a 
coifee  house/  but  the  word  as  now  ordinarily 
and  popularly  used  in  English  means  a  res- 
taurant or  house  for  refreEiiments. 

"  In  construing  a  written  contract  the 
words  employed  will  be  given  their  ordinary 
and  popularly  accepted  meaning,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  anything  to  show  that  they  were 
used  in  a  different  sense.  In  the  present 
case  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  the  parties 
used  the  word  in  any  other  than  its  popular 
and  ordinary  meaning. 

"  It  follows,  therefore,  that  under  such  a 
lease  refreshments  of  all  kinds  allowed  by 
law  might  be  kept  and  sold. 

"  No  doubt  the  parties  contemplated, 
among  other  things,  the  sale  of  both  intoxi- 
cating liquors  and  nonintoxicating  bever- 
ages, because  the  lessee  covenanted  in  the 
lease,  among  other  things,  '  to  strictly  com- 
ply with  all  national,  state,  municipal,  or 
other  laws,  ordinances,  regulations,  and  rules 
of  any  kind  governing  the  possession,  sale, 
ownership  or  handling  of  intoxicating  liquors 
or  beverages  of  any  kind  that  the  lessee  may 
sell,  own,  have  possession  of,  or  handle.'  But 
such  intention  was  of  course  contingent  upon 
such  sale  continuing  to  be  lawful.  This  is 
to  be  inferred,  not  only  from  the  language 
used,  but  from  the  fact,  of  course  known  to 
them,  that  the  right  to  sell  intoxicating 
liquors  for  beverage  purposes  then  rested  in 
the  discretion  of  public  officers,  and  above 
all  was  subject  to  federal  and  state  control. 

"  Since  neither  the  Eighteenth  Amend- 
ment nor  the  Volstead  Act  deprived  the 
lessee  of  the  right  to  keep  and  sell  non-' 
intoxicating  beverages  and  refreshments,  we 
are  called  upon  to  deal  only  with  a  case 
where  the  lessee  was  subsequently  deprived 
of  the  use  of  the  premises  for  one  only  of 
the  several  purposes  contemplated  by  the 
lease,  and  we  limit  our  discussion  and  de- 
cision to  such  a  case.  Now  the  general  rule 
is  that,  where  the  contract  does  not  restrict 
the  use  of  the  leased  premises  to  a  single 
purpose,  it  is  not  invalidated  by  a  subse- 
quent enactment  prohibiting  the  use  for  one 
of  the  several  purposes  contemplated  by  the 
lease.-  Pertinent  cases  are  collected  in  a  use- 
ful note  in  7  A.  L.  R.  836. 

"  This  rule  proceeds  upon  the  theory  that, 
since  such  leases  are  for  more  than  one  pur- 
pose, the  depriving  of  the  lessee  of  one  or 
more  less  than  all  of  the  purposes  contem- 
plated does  not  deprive  him  of  the  beneficial 
use  of  the  leased  property;  he  being  still 
entitled  to  use  the  premises  for  the  carrying 
on  of  the  unrestricted  part  of  the  purposes 
contemplated  by  the  lease.  .  .  . 

"  Coming  now  to  the  application  of  the 
rule  to  the  present  case,  it  will  be  seen  that 
the  lessee  has  not  been  entirely  deprived  of 
the  beneficial  interest  which  the  lease  con- 
templated. The  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors 
was  not  the  only  use  to  which  the  property 
was  agreed  to  be  devoted.  It  was  in  legal 
effect  leased  for  the  double  purposes  of  the 


sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  and  the  sale  and 
service  of  nonintoxicating  beverages  and  re- 
freshments, and  there  is  no  prohibition 
against  its  continued  use  for  the  latter  object. 
These  lines  of  business  were  not  identical 
or  inseparable.  There  being,  consequently,  a 
serviceable  use  for  which  the  property  is 
still  available  consistently  with  the  limita- 
tions of  the  demise,  the  lessee  is  not  in  a 
position  to  assert  that  he  is  totally  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  the  tenancy.  It  is  further 
to  be  observed  that,  while  the  impoeeibility 
of  obtaining  a  license  for  the  sale  of  intoxi- 
cating liquors  on  the  rented  premisee  daring 
the  whole  of  the  term  of  the  lease  might  have 
been  reasonably  anticipated,  no  provision  was 
made  in  the  agreement  for  the  relief  of  the 
lessee  in  such  a  contingency."  See  also  Gold- 
berg t>.  Callender,  (Conn.  19^1)  113  Atl.  170. 
Property  in  intoxicating  liquon. —  The 
courts  everywhere,  in  dealing  with  property 
rights  in  whisky  before  the  adoption  and 
ratification  of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment, 
uniformly  recognized  the  existence  of  such 
rights.  Cornell  v.  Moore,  (E.  D.  Mo.  1920) 
207  Fed.  456. 

2.  Effect  on  State  Statutes 

Amendment  as  repealing  state  statutes  — 
In  general, — **  There  is  nothing  in  the  amend- 
ment indicating  an  intention  to  repeal  or 
supersede  the  legislation  of  the  several  states, 
whenever  the  enforcement  of  such  legislation 
would  aid  in  carrying  into  effect  the  proyi- 
sions  of  the  amendment."  State  v.  Hartley, 
(1921)  115  S.  C.  524,  106  S.  E.  766;  Shreve- 
port  17.  Marx,  (1920)   14«  La.  31,  86  So.  602. 

A  state  statute  prohibiting  having  liquor 
in  possession  for  the  purpose  of  sale  was  not 
repealed  by  the  adoption  of  the  Eighteenth 
Amendment  and  the  enactment  of  the  Vol- 
stead Act.  State  i;.  Fore,  (1920)  180  N.  C. 
744,  105  S.  E.  334,  followed  in  State  v.  Muse, 
(1921)  181  N.  C.  506,  107  S.  E.  320.  See  to 
the  same  effect  Scroggs  v.  State,  (1920)  150 
Ga.  753,  105  S.  E.  36d;  Smith  v.  State, 
(19^0)   150  Ga.  755,  105  S.  E.  364. 

A  state  statute  forbidding  sale  of  intoxi- 
cants survives  this  provision  and  the  federal 
statute  enacted  to  enforce  it.  Alexander  r. 
State,  (1921)  148  Ark.  491,  230  S.  W.  548. 

The  Eighteenth  Amendment  to  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  and  the  **  na- 
tional prohibition  act,*'  popularly  known  as 
the  Volstead  Act,  do  not  supersede  or  abro- 
gate the  existing  state  law  known  as  the 
prohibition  act,  approved  March  28,  1917 
(Act  Ex.  Sees.  1917,  p.  7).  Jones  t?.  Hicks, 
(1920)  150  Ga.  657,  104  S.  E.  771,  11  A.  L. 
R.  1315. 

A  state  statute  prohibiting  sales  of  intoxi- 
cating liquor  without  a  license  and  providing 
a  penalty  for  the  violation  thereof  is  not 
abrogated  by  this  Amendment  but  remains 
valid  and  enforceable.     Com.  v,  Nicker8<m, 

(1920)  236  Mass.  281,  128  N.  £.  27a,  10 
A.   L.   R.   1568.     See   also  Ulman  r.   State, 

(1921)  137  Md.  642,  113  Atl.  124,  wherein 
it  was  said :  "  Certainly  there  is  no  con- 
flict   so    far    as    the    state    law    applies    to 
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sales  for  nonbeverage  purposes.  Because 
it  permitted  the  license  of  sales  for  bever- 
age purposes  also  when  such  sales  were 
not  prohibited  by  the  federal  Constitution/ 
and  because  such  licenses  can  no  longer 
be  issued,  it  does  not  follow  that  the  whole 
law  has  been  abrogated.  On  the  con- 
trary, it  is  not  unreasonable  to  suppose  the 
Legislature  would  have  enacted  laws  regu- 
lating the  liquor  business  and  providing  for 
a  revenue  from  such  sales  as  would  have  been 
permissible  if  the  Eighteenth  Amendment 
had  then  been  in  force.  One  of  the  ways  of 
exercising  control  over  the  business  by  the 
state  and  preventing  clandestine  and  illegal 
sales  would  be  to  enforce  the  prohibition 
feature  of  the  existing  license  laws,  the  effect 
of  which  would  be  to  punish  every  one  sell- 
ing without  a  license  whether  for  beverage 
or  nonbeverage  purposes.  The  inhibition  be- 
ing against  any  sale  without  a  license,  ail 
sales  are  covered,  both  those  permitted  and 
those  prohibited  by  the  Eighteenth  Amend- 
ment. But  even  if  it  were  probable  that 
the  Legislature  of  Maryland  would  not  have 
enacted  the  existing  liquor  license  laws  or 
any  part  of  them  if  it  could  have  foreseen 
the  adoption  of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment, 
that  could  not  be  taken  into  consideration  in 
determining  the  question  now  before  us. 
Doubtless  manv  statutes  would  not  be  en- 
acted  if  happenings  of  the  future  could  be 
foreseen.** 

But  compare  State  r.  Green,  (1^1)  148 
La.  376,  86  So.  &19,  where  the  court  said 
regarding  the  repeal  of  such  a  state  stat- 
ute: "Act  66  of  1902,  by  prohibiting  the 
selling  of  intoxicating  liquors  w^ithout  a  li- 
cense, implies  the  right  of  any  and  every 
person  to  obtain  the  license.  Such  a  law,  if 
enacted  subsequent  to  the  adoption  of  the 
Eighteenth  Amendment,  would  not  be  '  appro- 
priate legislation."  It  would  be  alieolutely 
violative  of  the  amendment.  The  statute  is 
altogether  inconsistent  with  the  constitu- 
tional amendment,  and  is  therefore  without 
effect.** 

Statute  setting  up  different  standard  as 
to  liquar, —  "  Under  the  existing  laws,  should 
an  effort  be  made  to  enjoin  the  officers  of  the 
United  States  government  from  prosecuting 
in  the  state  of  Texas  an  individiial  who  dealt 
in  an  intoxicating  liquor  fit  for  beverage 
which  contained  more  than  one-half  of  1  per 
cent.,  the  case  of  Rhode  Island  n  Palmer 
would  be  a  conclusive  authority  against  the 
issuance  of  the  injunction.  The  impotence  of 
the  state,  in  view  of  the  federal  law,  to 
render  lawful  the  manufacture,  sale,  or  trans- 
portation of  a  beverage  containing  more  than 
one-half  of  1  per  cent,  of  alcohol  does  not  im- 
ply that  the  state,  in  the  exercise  of  its  judg- 
ment, could  not  elect  to  punish  persons  who 
dealt  in  intoxicants  containing  1  per  cent,  or 
more  of  alcohol.  Its  refusal  to  punish  where 
the  percentage  of  alcohol  was  less  than  1 
per  cent,  would  not  obstruct  or  impede  the 
right  of  the  federal  government  to  do  so 
under  its  own  law.    The  prosecution  by  the 


state  of  those  who  disobeyed  its  mandate 
with  reference  to  intoxicants  containing  1 
per  cent,  or  more  of  alcohol  would  oofnduce 
to  make  effective  the  prohibition  declared  in 
the  amendment  to  the  national  Constitution." 
Ecp  p.  Gilmore.  (1961)  S»  Tex,  Crim.  529, 
228  S.  W.  19^. 

Prohibition  amendmeiit  aa  binding  on  legit- 
lative  bodies,  couite,  etc. —  To  same  effect  as 
1920  Supplement  annotation,  p.  863,  see  Jones 
P.  Cutting,  (Mass.  192il)  1<30  N.  E.  271,  hold- 
ing that  the  fact  that  certain  parts  of  a 
state  statute  are  void  because  in  conflict  with 
this  amendment  does  not  invalidate  the  whole 
statute  where  the  valid  and  enforceable  parts 
of  it  are  so  independent  of  the  inoperative 
portions  as  to  lead  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  would  have  been  enacted  apart  from  the 
latter,  and  the  several  sections  of  the  statute 
are  not  ao  mutually  dependent  upon  each 
other  as  to  require  the  belief  that  they  were 
intended  to  be  an  indivisible  unit. 

The  relation  of  state  and  federal  iiegaUtions 
to  each  other  was  stated  in  Allen  v.  Com., 
(Va.  192)1)  105  S.  IX  589,  as  follows:  "  We 
think  that  there  can  be  no  conflict  between 
the  federal  and  state  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject under  consideration  so  long  as  neither 
state  nor  federal  government  attempts  to 
interdict  the  other  from  dealing  with  the  eon- 
duct  in  question  as  federal  or  state  offenses, 
respectively,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  where 
the  legislation  of  the  state  is  confined  U^ 
punishing  the  conduct  as  state  offenses  and 
the  legislation  of  the  federal  government  is 
confin^  to  punishing  the  same  conduct  as 
federal  offienses,  neither  undertaking  to 
nullify  the  laws  of  the  other  enacted  and 
operating  as  the  expression  of  their  edicts, 
respectively,  promulgating  the  provisions  as 
to  what  shall  be  offenses  against  the  re- 
spective sovereignties  and  the  punishments 
therefor.** 

iii.  ''  co::^ cubbent  pbweb  "  of  oonobgsb  and 
States  to  Entorce  Amendment  by  "Ap- 
pROPBiATE  Legislation  ** 

1.  Power  of  Congress 

Power  of  Congitess  —  In  general —  **  Prac- 
tically the  effect  of  the  Eighteenth  Amend- 
ment was  to  confer  on  Congress  the  same 
powers  to  deal  with  the  manufacture,  sale, 
and  transportation  of  intoxicating  liquors 
intrastate  as  it  formerly  possessed  interstate, 
and  also  to  confer  on  Ccmgress  the  same 
police  powers  therein,  and  in  any  state,  that 
the  several  states  themselves  had  within  their 
own  territorial  limits,  on  the  same  subjects, 
l>efore  the  adoption  of  the  Eighteenth  Amend- 
ment. Taking  this  view,  which  is  a  hurried 
expression  and  construction  of  a  far-reaching- 
condition,  and  of  a  far-reaching  statute,  it 
follows  that  what  a  state  could  do  within 
its  own  territorial  limits  before  the  adoption 
r>f  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  to  stamp  out 
the  manufacture,  sale,  and  transportation  of 
liquor.  Congress  may  now  do. 
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"  It  follows  that  this  is  true,  not  only 
as  to  interstete  (H>inmerce,  but  as  to  intra- 
Htate  commerce.  If  a  state  could,  as  a  part  of 
its  police  powers,  in  furtherance  of  its  efforts 
to  prevent  the  manufacture,  sale,  and  trans- 
portation of  intoxicating  liquors  enjoin  the 
use  of  houses,  premises,  and  places  of  manu- 
facture and  sale  as  a  common  nuisance,  Con- 
gresB  may  now  likewiae  pass  a  law  to  enjoin 
within  anv  state  such  things  as  common 
nuisances."  U.  S.  r.  Cohen^  (E.  D.  Mo.  1020) 
268  Fed.  420. 

**  The  power  conferred  on  Congress  by  sec- 
tion 2  of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  is 
plenary  in  its  nature,  and  commits  to  Con- 
irress  the  discretion  to  determine  the  legis- 
lation necessary  and  appropriate  to  enforce 
the  provisions  of  section  I  of  this  constitu- 
tional amendment.  Unless  the  enactment  has 
no  substantial  relation  to  the  enforcement 
of  the  constituticmal  prohibition  of  the  manu- 
facture, sale,  or  transportation  of  intoxicat- 
ing liquors  within,  the  importation  thereof 
into,  or  the  exportation  thereof  from,  the 
United  States  and  all  territories  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  thereof,  for  beverage  pur- 
poses, a  court  has  no  power  to  determine  the 
wisdom  of  the  pnactment  or  challenge  the 
manner  of  the  exercise  by  Congress  of  the 
authority  and  discretion  confided  to  it  hv 
the  second  section  of  this  constitutional 
amendment."  Rose  r.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th 
Cir.  1921)   274  Fed.  245. 

heqitlatUm  tn/ust  lend  to  aid  enforcement, 
— **  Any  legislation  enacted  by  Congress, 
pursuant  to  the  amendment,  mu9t  be  cal- 
culated to  enforce  it  by  appropriate  means, 
and  not  to  'defeat  or  thwart  the  prohibi- 
tion *  contained  therein.  Rhode  Island  v. 
Palmer.  8upra.  For  the  same  reason,  any 
leerislation  enacted  by  the  state,  or  anv  in- 
(•tnimentality  exerting  the  power  of  the  state, 
must  be  in  aid  of  the  enforcement  of  the 
smendment  or  in  furtherance  of  the  pro- 
hibition therein  commanded;  the  several 
states  have  lost  the  power  to  do  otherwise." 
Px  p.  Crookshank,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1021)  260 
Fed.  080. 

Tntrctstate  transnortation  of  liquor. — Since 
the  adoption  of  the  Eighteenth  Amendtnent 
Congress  can;  deal  not  only  with  interstate, 
but  also  with  intrastate  transportation  of 
liouor.  Street  v.  Lincoln  Safe  Deposit  Co., 
(S.  T>.  N.  Y.   1020)    267  Fed.  706. 

Pfnres  irh4>re  li^fitor  mail  he  poMensed. — 
Tender  the  police  power  dele«rated  bv  the 
Eighteenth  Amendment  Congre««  has  the 
right  to  prohibit  any  transportation  of 
liquors  and  in  order  to  reduce  the  necessitv 
for  transportation  to  a  minimum  it  has  the 
Tx>wer  to  legislate  as  to  the  places  where 
liquor  may  be  lawfullv  possessed.  Street 
V.  Lincoln  Safe  Deposit  Co.,  (S.  D.  N.  Y. 
1020)   267  Fed.  706. 

Tnmuiimi  of  nolirr  poirer  of  niafe. — "  Tn 
the  enfori'o»"«»nt  of  the  powers  conferred  by 
the  Eighteenth  Amendment  ConerpRw  mav  h\- 
vflde  the  fi*»l''  of  the  police  power  o^  the  state, 
and  its  legislation  may  accomplish  the  Fame 


or  similar  purposes  theretofore  accomplished 
by  sttate  legislaticm.  This  results,  not  be- 
cause the  police  power  of  the  state  is  sniper- 
sed<ed.  but  because  the  exerciee  of  the  con- 
stitutional power  has  taken  Congress  into 
the  field  formerly  occupied  exclusively  by 
state  legislation.  This  does  not  mean  that 
the  police  power  of  the  state,  in  whole  or 
in  part,  has  been  taken  from  the  state,  nor 
that  the  police  power  ha»  been  vested  in  the 
ITnited  States.  The  TTnited  S^tee  may  not 
exercise  the  police  power  as  such  within  the 
state,  for  it  'lades  the  police  power.*  TTiis 
was  reserved  to  the  states  bv  the  Tenth 
Amendment;  the  state  does  not  act  under 
the  police  power  upon  an  implied  authority 
to  exercise  a  power  delegated  to  Congress 
until  such  time  as  Congress  shall  see  fit  to 
act.  Hamilton  t?.  Kv.  Dietilleries  Co.,  261 
U.  S.  147,  40  Sup.  Ct.  106.  64  L.  ed.  104; 
Ex  parte  Guerra  (Vt.)  110  Atl.  224.  The 
National  Prohibition  Act  has  not  deprived 
our  state  of  its  right  to  exercise  its  police 
power  in  the  regulation  and  restriction  of 
the  liquor  traiflc. 

"  Section  1  of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment 
*  invalidates  every  legislative  act  —  whether 
by  Conirress,  by  a  state  legislature,  or  by  a 
territorial  assembly  —  which  authorizes  or 
sanctions  what  the  sections  prohibit.'  Na- 
tional IVohibition  Caees,  259  U.  S.  350,  40 
Sup.  Ct.  486,  588.  64  L.  ed.  046.  Unleee  the 
state's  exercise  of  that  power  conflicts  with 
the  constitutional  grant  or  with  the  act 
of  Confess  passed  in  enforcement  of  the 
grant,  its  authoritv  to  act  within  its  police 
power  is  supreme."  f^tate  v.  Ceriani,  (Omn. 
1021)    11,3  Atl.  316. 

"  Tn  the  practical  exercise  of  the  police 
power  prohibitinfr  the  liouor  traffic,  anv 
/conflict  between  the  exercise  of  such  power 
bv  the  federal  government  and  that  bv  a 
Rtate  government  would  have  to  amount  to 
i-epiifmancv  or  conflict  of  such  a  direct  and 
Txwitive  nature  as  that  *the  two  acts  could 
not  be  reconciled  or  consistentlv  stand  to- 
i^ether.*"  Ex  p.  Crookshank,  (S.  D.  Cal. 
1021)   260  Fed.  080. 

2.  Power  of  States 

Power  of  states,  in  general. —  The  pro- 
hibiting bv  national  legislation  of  traffic  in 
liquor  with  more  than  one-half  of  one  per 
centum  of  alcohol  by  volume  does  not  pre- 
vent the  state,  or  the  city  within  the  granted 
nolice  power,  to  decide  upon  measures  that 
«re  needful  for  the  protection  of  its  people 
\yv  prohibiting  possession  or  delivery  of  in- 
toxicants flt  for  beverage  purposes,  under 
the  guise  of  innocent  preparations  not  with- 
in the  Natiopsl  Prohibitiop  Act.  Woods  r. 
Septtle,    (W.  D.  Wash.  1021)   270  Fed.  315, 

The  state  mav  bv  apuronristp  Wislation 
oxert  its  power  to  enforce  article  IS.  either 
*^v  new  legislation  or  annronriate  existing 
legislation.  Neither  article  18  nor  the  Con- 
irress sought  to  destrov  anv  existinar  reme- 
dies bv  a  state  to  curb  the  drink  evil,  and 
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where  existing  remedies  are  provided  by  a 
state,  available  for  the  enfoarcement  at  article 
18,  and  in  harmony  with  the  Prohibition 
Act,  the  power  of  the  state,  through  its 
courts,  may  be  invoked,  and  a  oonviction  in  a 
state  court  for  conduct  which  is  in  violation 
of  the  Prohibition  Act,  is  a  bar  to  a  prosecu- 
tion in  the  federal  courts.  It  seems  mani- 
fest that  it  was  not  the  intent  that  a  person 
should  be  punished  by  the  state  and  federal  < 
law  for  the  same  offense.  U.  S.  v.  Peterson, 
(W.  D.  Wash.  1920)   268  Fed.  864. 

Aj9  to  the  effect  of  the  adoption  of  this 
amiendment  on  the  power  of  the  states  it 
has  been  said  that  it  may  not  "  be  main- 
tained with  success  that  in  the  adoption 
and  ratification  of  the  Eighteenth  Amend- 
ment the  several  states  were  surrendering 
any  of  the  powers  theretofore  possessed  by 
them,  respecting  their  own  jurisdiction  to 
prescribe  effective  prohibition  of  that  traffic. 
In  all  that  was  done,  they  were  simply  con- 
ferring upon  the  federal  government  the  like 
power  to  prohibit,  which  theretofore,  in  vir- 
tue of  its  oi^anization  and  the  character  of 
the  powers  reserved  to  the  states,  it  had  not 
possessed.  Hamilton  t?.  Distilleries  Co.,  251 
U.  S.  146,  1^,  40  Sup.  Ct.  106,  64  L.  ed.  — . 
In  other  wordb,  there  was  a  surrendering  by 
the  states  of  the  power  to  permit  the  liquor 
traffic,  but  no  diminution  of  their  power  to 
prohibit  it;  they  accorded  to  the  federal 
government  the  jurisdiction  to  enforce  ab- 
eolute  prohibition  of  the  traffic  (Ruppert  t*. 
Caffey,  251  U.  S.  264,  40  Sup.  Ct.  141,  64 
L.  ed.  — ;  Khode  Island  v.  Palmer,  253  U. 
S.  350,  40  Sup.  Ct.  486,  588,  64  L.  ed.  — , 
decided  June  7,  1920)  ;  but  they  still  re- 
tained the  same  right  to  themselves  (Com- 
monwealth t'.  Nicker  son  [Mass.]  128  N.  £. 
273,  277). 

"As  a  oonfiequence,  in  so  far  as  Congress 
should  fail  successfully  to  provide  for  effec- 
tive prohibition,  the  state  under  its  retained 
right  could  legislate  to  accomplish  that  end. 
In  addition,  pursuant  to  the  express  terms 
of  the  '  concurrent  power '  granted,  the  state 
might  *  by  appropriate  legislation,'  in  con- 
sonance with  congressional  action,  itself 
legislate  in  enforcement  of  the  Eighteenth 
Amendment  within  the  limits  of  its  own 
territory.  Such  I  conceive  to  be  the  general 
effect  of  the  situation  created."  Ex  p. 
Orookshank,   (S.  D.  Cal.  1921)  269  Fed.  980. 

Regarding  the  power  of  the  states  to  enact 
legislation  for  the  enforcement  of  the  Pro- 
hibition Amendment,  the  court,  in  Ex  p. 
Ramsey,  (S.  D.  Fla.  1920)  265  Fed.  9^0,  said: 

"On  June  7,  1920,  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  handed  down  its  decision 
in  the  seven  cases  pending  before  it,  in  which 
the  construction  of  the  Eighteenth  Amend- 
ment and  the  Volstead  Act  was  involved. 
The  court  in  its  ninth  conclusion  say: 

" '  The  power  confided  to  Congress  by  that 
section  [fiction  2  of  the  amendment],  while 
not  exclusive,  is  territorially  coextensive 
with    the    prohibition    of    the    first    section, 


embraces  manufacture  and  other  intrastate 
transaction,  as  well  as  importation,  exporta- 
tion, and  interstate  traffic,  and  is  in  no  wise 
dependent  on  or  affected  by  action  or  in- 
action on  the  part  of  the  several  states  or 
any  of  them.' 

*'  In  considering  the  effect  of  the  Eigh- 
teenth Amendiment,  the  Volstead  Act,  and  the 
recent  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  on  existing  state  l^islation, 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  two  of  the 
seven  cases  were  original  actions  brought 
by  two  states  whose  Legislatures  had  passed 
acts  increasing  the  alcoholic  strength  of  bev- 
erages over  that  given  in  the  Volstead  Act, 
and  these  suits  were  dismissed.  The  reason 
for  such  action,  other  than  those  expressed  in 
the  concurring  opinion  of  the  Chief  Justice, 
is  not  given.  The  Chief  Justice  filed  his 
concurring  opinion,  and,  discussing  the  con- 
tentions  of   counsel   before   the   court   says: 

" '  It  is  said,  conceding  that  the  concurrent 

Sower  given  to  Congress  and  to  the  states 
oes  not  as  a  prerequisite  exact  the  concur- 
rent action  of  both,  it  nevertheless  contem- 
plates the  possibility  of  action  by  Congress 
and  by  the  states,  and  makes  each  action 
effective;  but  as  under  the  Constitution  the 
authority  of  Congress  in  enforcing  the  Con- 
stitution is  paramount,  when  state  legisla- 
tion and  congressional  action  conflict  the 
state  legislation  yields  to  the  action  of 
Congress  as  controlling.  But  as  the  power 
of  both  Congress  and  the  states  in  this  in- 
stance is  given  by  the  Constitution  in  one 
and  the  same  provision,  I  again  find  myself 
unable  to  accept  the  view  urged,  because  it 
ostensibly  accepts  the  constitutional  mandate 
as  to  the  concurrence  of  the  two  powers  and 
proceeds  immediately  by  way  of  interpreta- 
tion to  destroy  it  by  making  one  paramount 
over  the  other.' 

"  The  Chief  Justice,  in  further  announcing 
his  decision,  has  this  to  say: 

" '  In  the  first  place,  it  is  indisputable, 
as  I  have  stated,  that  the  first  section  im- 
poses a  general  prohibition  which  it  was  the 
purpose  to  make  universally  and  uniformly 
operative  and  efficacious.  In  the  second 
place,  as  the  prohibition  did  not  define  the 
intoxicating  beverages  which  it  prohibited,  in 
the  absence  of  anything  to  the  contrary,  it 
clearly,  from  the  very  fact  of  its  adoption, 
oast  upon  Congress  the  duty,  not  only  of 
defining  the  proliibited  beverages,  but  also  of 
enacting  such  regulations  and  sanctions  as 
were  essential  to  make  them  operative  when 
defines!.  In  the  third  place,  when  the  second 
section  is  considered  with  these  truths  in 
mind,  it  becomes  clear  that  it  simply  mani- 
fests a  like  purpose  to  €uljust,  as  far  as 
possible,  the  exercise  of  the  new  powers  cast 
upon  Congress  by  the  amendment  to  the  dual 
system  of  government  existing  under  the 
Constitution.  In  other  words,  dealing  with 
the  new  prohibition  created  by  the  Constitu- 
tion, operating  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  United  States,  without  refer- 
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ence  to  state  lines  or  distinctions  between 
state  and  federal  power,  and  contemplating 
the  exercise  by  Congress  of  the  duty  cast 
upon  it  to  mdke  the  prohibition  efficacious, 
it  was  sought  by  the  second  section  to  unite 
national  and  state  adnninistrative  agencies 
in  giving  effect  to  the  amendment  and  legis- 
httion  of  Congress  enacted  to  make  it  com- 
pletely operative.* 

"  It  is  clear  to  my  mind,  from  the;  con- 
clusions reached  by  the  majority  of  the  court, 
as  ajinounced  in  its  ninth  conclusion,  and 
from  the  discusision  by  Chief  Justice  White 
in  his  concurring  opinion,  that  the  second 
section  of  the  amendment  does  vest  cer- 
tain powers  of  legislation  in  the  states  to 
carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  first  section 
of  the  amendment.  If  I  am  correct  in  this 
conclusion,  does  it  make  any  difference 
whether  the  legislative  action  of  a  state  was 
taken  before  or  after  the  going  into  effect  of 
the  amendment  and  the  Volstead  Act?  I 
think  not.  Of  course,  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  state  could  pass  legislation  which 
would  so  conflict  with  the  congressional 
action  as  to  make  that  a  crime  under  the 
state  law  which  would  not  be  a  crime  under 
the  Volstead  Act.  The  decision  of  that  par- 
ticular question  is  not  involved  in  these  cases, 
and  therefore  I  express  no  opinion  on  that 
subject.  But  if  any  effect  is  to  be  given 
to  the  second  section  of  the  amendment, 
then  surely  a  state  could  pa^s  legislation  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  amendment 
under  the  authority  given  in  the  amend- 
ment itself,  which  wa«  not  in  violation  of 
any  provisions  of  the  Volstead  Act,  and  thid 
it  seems  to  me  could  be  done  either  before  or 
after  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  went  into 
effect. 

"  The  Legislature  of  the  state  of  Florida, 
as  before  noted,  in  December,  1^18,  enacted 
chapter  7790  of  the  Laws  of  Florida,  at  the 
f«pecial  session  called  by  the  Governor,  and 
section  3  of  that  act  provides  that  it  shall 
be  unlawful  for  an^  person,  association  of 
persons,  or  corporation,  or  any  agent  or  any 
employ^  of  any  person,  association  of  per- 
sons, or  corporation,  to  have  in  his,  her, 
their,  or  its  possession,  custody,  or  control, 
in  this  state,  any  alcoholic  or  intoxicating 
liquors  or  beverages,  except  as  hereinafter 
provided.  Section  3  of  title  2  of  the  Vol- 
stead Act  provides  as  follows: 

"  *  No  person  shall  on  or  after  the  date 
when  the  E&ghteenth  Amendment  to  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  goes  into 
effect,  manufacture,  sell,  barter,  transport, 
import,  export,  deliver,  furnish  or  possess 
any  intoxicating  liquor  except  as  authorized 
in  this  act.' 

"  I  fail  to  perceive  that  there  is  any  con- 
flict whatever  between  these  provisions.  In 
fact,  it  might  almost  be  said  that  the  Vol- 
stead Act,  being  parsed  subsequent  to  chap- 
ter 7736,  was  copied  from  such  act.  The 
laws  of  Florida  fix  the  penalty  for  the  vio- 
lation of  that  particular  section  of  the  state 


law,  and  it  is  to  enforce  this  penalty,  as  I 
understand  it,  that  the  informations  ia  these 
cases  were  filed,  and  in  the  first  case  on 
which  the  trial  and  conviction  was  had. 

"  While  it  is  true  that  the  Volstead  Act 
aflixes  aa  the  only  penalty  fc^*  the  possession 
of  alcoholic  liquors  the  forfeiture  of  the 
liquor,  which,  etc.,  and  the  Florida  statute 
provides  a  fine  or  imprisonment,  yet  sudi 
a  difference  in  punishment  does  not  con- 
stitute a  conflict.  As  pointed  out  in  some  of 
the  adjudica/ted  cases,  it  is  not  necessary 
that  the  penalty  should  be  identical.  The 
act  charged,  if  a  violation  of  the  state  law 
and  also  an  act  of  Congress,  may  be  punished 
as  provided  in  the  laws,  state  and  federal. 

"  It  seems  to  me  that  an  indictment  or 
information  which  charged  the  posses&icMi, 
within  the  county,  subsequent  to  the  going 
into  effect  of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment,  (rf 
certain  intoxicating  liquor,  would  charge  an 
offense  against  the  Florida  statute.  If  the 
defendant  in  the  case  relied  upon  showing 
that  his  possession  was  lawful  by  reason  of 
the  provisions  subsequently  contained  in  the 
act,  such  defense  must  be  presented  by  the 
defendant.  It  would  not  invalidate  the  in- 
dictment or  information  because  the  act,  in 
the  Florida  statute,  provides  for  a  lawful 
possession  in  subsequent  sections;  the  ex- 
ceptions not  being  contained  in  the  section 
which  forbids  the  possession  of  intoxicating 
liquors.  It  would  not  be  necessary  to  state 
in  the  indictment  or  information  that  such 
possession  was  not  held  imder  the  authority 
contained  in  the  subsequent  sections,  to  make 
such  indictment  or  information  valid.  If 
the  question  should  arise  as  to  whether  the 
limitation  of  quantity  as  pronounced  in  the 
Florida  statute,  and  the  question  of  right 
of  possession  as  allowed  under  the  Volstead 
Act,  should  control,  it  would  then  be  time  to 
decide  the  question  thus  raised." 

Extent  of  legislation  by  state. — "  It  would 
never  be  competent  for  a  state,  in  a  matter 
respecting  the  use  of  liquor,  to  enlarge  up- 
on right^  limited  by  congressional  action. 
It  might  l^islate  more  rigorously  than  Con- 
gress, in  furtherance  of  more  complete  prohi- 
bition; but,  in  view  of  the  supremacy  of 
Congress  in  the  field,  it  could  not  legislate 
more  libeiially.  Nor  would  the  fact  that 
different,  particularly  more  drastic,  penalties 
are  prescribed'  by  the  inferior  sovereignty, 
necessarily  result  in  their  invalidity.**  Ex 
p.  Crookshank,  (S.  D.  Cal.  1921)  260  Fed. 
980. 

The  police  power  of  the  state  is  paramount 
where  it  does  not  authorize  what  the  Na- 
tional Act  prohibits,  and  through  its  in- 
herent reserve  power  it  has  the  right  to 
legislate  in  such  manner.  The  state  may 
prohibit,  but  it  may  not  authorize.  Woods 
V.  Seattle,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  270  Fed. 
315,  holding  a  city  may  under  power  from 
the  state  prohibit  the  sale  of  Jamaica  ginger. 

"  In  adopting  the  amendTnent.  the  states 
did  not  deprive  themselves  of  the  power  to 
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hiAke  l&ws  for  their  internal  goyernmeot  up- 
on the  subject  of  intoxicating  liquors. 
Though  ccmferring  additional  powers  upon 
Con^^ese,  they  merely  surrendered  the  power 
to  legalize  and  permit  a  traffic  now  forbid- 
den, and  retained  the  right  to  enforce  within 
their  own  territory  provisions  against  viola- 
tions of  the  acts  prohibited  thereby. 

"  The  fact  that  under  the  amendment  Con- 
gress may  enact  a  law,  national  in  its  scope, 
and  that  the  states  may  likewise  enact  laws 
effective  within  their  own  boundaries,*  may 
give  rim  to  a  situation  by  which  the  laws  of 
each  state  may  differ  from  those  of  each 
other,  and  also  differ  from  the  laws  of  Con- 
gress upon  the  same  subject.  Such  state 
laws  may  not  permit  that  which  the  first 
section  oi  the  amendment  forbids,  nor  may 
acts  of  Congress  do  so.  But  so  long  as 
legislation  of  a  state  actually  seeks  to  en- 
force, by  appropriate  legislation  under  the 
seoond  section  of  the  amendment,  what  is 
prohibited  by  the  first,  no  valid  objection 
can  be  made,  even  though  the  state  law  may 
differ  from  that  of  Congress.  The  authority 
of  (the  states  is  not  to  enforce  the  acts  of 
Congress,  but  to  enforce  the  amendment 
itseU.     .    .     . 

"  That  our  prohibition  law  was  enacted 
prior  to  the  adopton  of  the  amendment  does 
not  thereby  render  it  inoperative/'  State  a. 
District  Ct.,  (1921)  58  Mont.  684,  194  Pac. 
308.  See  to  the  eame  effect  State  v.  Turner, 
(Wash.  1921)  196  Pac.  638,  wherein  it  was 
said :  "  Whatever  may  be  the  precise  effect 
of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  and  the  Vol- 
stead Act,  paseed  pursuant  thereto  (Act 
of  Congress,  Oct.  28,  1911>,  c.  85,  41  Stat. 
305),  it  cannot  be  said  that,  so  far  as  the 
statutes  prohibiting  bootlegging  and  coo- 
ducting  illegal  joints  are  concerned,  they  are 
not  in  aid  of  the  enforcement  of  the  Eigh- 
teenth Amendment,  and  the  Eighte^ith 
Amendment  permits  the  pas-Kage  and  the  en- 
forcement of  laws  which  were  enacted  either 
before  or  after  that  amendment  which  tend 
to  the  enforcement  of  the  amendment;  that 
power  being  specifically  reserved  as  concur- 
rent with  the  power  of  the  federal  govern- 
ment." State  t?.  Turner,  supra,  was  followed 
in  State  t?.  Woods,  (Wash.  1921)  198  Pac. 
737. 

Invalid  exception  in  state  statute, — 
Though  a  state  statute  contains  an  exception 
which  is  in  conflict  with  this  amendment  or 
with  the  Volstead  Act,  no  conviction  can  be 
had  in  a  state  court  in  a  case  falling  within 
the  exception.  State  r.  Barksdale,  (1921) 
181  N.  C.  -621,  107  S.  E,  505,  wherein  the 
court  said:  "As  heretofore  stated,  under 
Bhode  Island  v.  Palmer,  supra,  and  other 
like  decisions,  any  and  all  state  legislation 
in  contravention  of  the  Eighteenth  Amend- 
ment and  the  valid  provisionb  of  the  Vol- 
stead Act  passed  to  enforce  same  are  abro- 
gated, and  for  conduct  in  violation  of  the 
criminal  provisions  of  the  Volstead  Act  a 
defendant  can  be  indicted  and  convicted  in 
the  federal  courts,  notwithstanding  that  the 


provisions  of  the  state  law  would  not  incul- 
pate. But  there  is  no  part  of  the  Volstead 
Act  that  provides  for  or  permits  an  indict- 
ment in  the  state  court,  and  we  are  well 
assured  that,  though  an  exception  may  be  in 
violation  of  the  f^eral  law  on  the  subject, 
a  defendant  may  not  be  indicted  and  ccm- 
victed  in  the  atate  court  for  violation  of  a 
state  statute  which  ccmtains  an  exception  ex- 
culpating him  imtil  our  own  Legislature  has 
acted  in  the  matter  and  passed  a  statute 
that  condemns  hiuL  Our  state  police  regula- 
tions must  be  established  by  our  own  Legi^ 
lature." 

Jnzisdiction  to  prosecute. —  The  offense  of 
selling  liquor  unlawfully  may  be  prosecuted 
in  a  state  court  notwithstanding  the  amend- 
ment. Shaw  t?.  State,  (Tex.  1921)  22»  S.  W. 
509.  See  to  the  same  effect  as  to  the  offense 
of  possessing  equipment  for  the  manufacture 
of  intoxicants.  Andres  r.  State,  (Tex. 
1921 )  229  S.  W.  503. 

In  a  prosecution  under  a  state  statute 
where  the  defendant  seeks  his  release  on  a 
writ  of  habeas  corpus  on  the  ground  that 
the  federal  legislation  is  paramount  and 
prevails  over  that  of  the  state  l^slation 
wherever  there  is  conflict,  he  is  not  entitled 
to  his  discharge,  unless  the  state  statute 
is  so  completely  at  variance  with  the  federal 
statute  that  nothing  remains  of  the  state 
statute  under  which  the  relator  may  be 
prosecuted  on  the  indictments  found  against 
him.  Ex  p.  Finegan,  (N.  D.  N.  Y.  1921) 
270  Fed.  665,  wherein  the  court,  in  a  prose- 
cution under  the  Walker  Act  of  New  Yoiic 
State  prohibiting  the  sale  of  beverages  con- 
taining  more  than  2.75  per  cent,  of  alcohol 
by  weight,  said :  "  The  border  line  between 
intoxicating  and  nonintoxicating  beverages 
being  somewhat  uncertain,  this  court  cannot 
say  as  a  matter  of  law  that  2.7<5  per  cent,  of 
alcohol  by  weight  makes  the  beverage  in- 
toxicating, and  therefore  cannot  hold  in  this 
proceeding  that  the  statute  i%  unconstitu- 
tional because  of  conflict  with  the  Eighteenth 
Amendment." 

3.  Power  of  Municipalities 

Delegation  of  power  to  city. — ^A  city  may 
enact  prohibitory  measures  tending  to  enforce 
the  National  Prohibition  Act  where  it  acts 
in  pursuance  of  police  power  granted  by  the 
state  under  the  state  constitution  with  a 
limitation  that  ordinances  shall  not  be  en- 
acted in  contravention  of  the  state  statute. 
Woods  n  Seattle,  (W.  D.  Wash.  1921)  270 
Fed.  316.  And  in  Ex  p.  Crookshank,  (S.  D. 
Cal.  1921 )  269  Fed.  980,  the  power  of  a  city 
to  legislate  subsequent  to  the  Eighteenth 
Amendment  was  recognized  under  a  grant  of 
power  to  legislate  in  regard  to  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  conferred  prior  to  that 
Amendment. 

Compare  U.  S.  r.  Peterson,  (W.  D.  Wash. 
1920)  268  Fed.  864,  holding  that  while  the 
concurrent  power  given  to  the  state  does 
not  authorize  the  state  to  delegate  that 
power   to   municipalities,   and   that   it   is   a 
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power  which  must  h^  ex«rci«ed  by  the  state 
Itself,  yet  the  state  may  confer  power  on 
municipal  courts  and  officers  to  enforce 
under  state  authority  the  provisions  of  this 
Amendment. 

Proaecution  under  ordinance  infringing 
Amendment. —  On  the  prosecution  of  a  per- 
son for  violation  of  the  provisions  of  a  city 
ordinance  relating  to  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
liquors  the  fact  that  such  ordinance  contains 
provisions  relating  to  the  sale  of  liquors 
for  nonbeverage  purposes  pursuant  to  per- 
mits which  may  infringe  on  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  as  pro- 
vided for  |>y  Congress  in  the  Volstead  Act 
is  immaterial.  liJaf  p.  Crooicshank,  (S.  D. 
Cal.    1921)    269  Fed.   980. 

4.  "Concurrent    Power" 

"Concurrent  power." — As  to  the  meaning 
of  the  term  '*  concurrent  power  "  it  has  been 
Bald: 

'^An  interpretation  according  with  the 
court's  conclusions  is  that  the  word  *  concur- 
rent' was  used  in  the  second  section  of  the 
Eighteenth  Amendment  in  the  same  or 
similar  sense  in  which  it  haa  been  used  by 
the  Supreme  Court  as  illustrated  in  Sexton 
c;.  California,  189  U.  S.  324,  23  Sup.  Ct.  543, 
47  L.  ed.  8133.  In  that  case  there  was  a 
conviction  in  the  state  court  for  the  crime 
of  extorting  money  by  threatening  to  falsely 
accuse  a  person  of  an  act  that  was  mode 
criminal  only  by  federal  law.  It  was  urged 
in  the  federal  Supreme  Court  that  the  par- 
ticular acts  of  the  offender  were  denounced 
by  a  federal  law  against  extortion  and 
therefore  cognizable  only  in  the  federal 
courts,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  state  courts. 
Sec.  711,  U.  S.  Rev.  Stat.  In  the  federal 
statute  against  extortion,  referred  to,  there 
was  a  provision  that  nothing  in  the  title 
contained  shall  be  held  to  take  away  or 
impair  the  jurisdiction  of  the  several  states 
under  the  laws  thereof.  The  Supreme  Court 
denied  the  claim  of  a  federal  jurisdiction 
such  as  to  exclude  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
state  court  over  the  acts  in  question,  and 
expressed  itself  in  this  language: 

" '  The  jurisdiction  of  the  state  court  over 
the  crime  of  extortion,  when  perpetrated 
under  the  circumstances  stated  in  the  in- 
dictment, is  at  least  concurrent  with  that 
of  the  courts  of  the  United  States.' 

"  The  conviction  by  the  state  court  was  sus- 
tained as  a  proper  exercise  of  the  sovereign 
powers  of  the  state;  but  the  power  of  the 
federal  government  to  proceed  to  punishment 
for  the  offense  against  its  sovereignty  was 
entirely  unaffected.  Because  both  courts 
may  act  against  the  same  person  for  the 
same  acts,  the  court  used  the  words  con- 
current jurisdiction,  without  introducing 
any  confusion  whatever  into  the  thoug:ht  of 
those  who  are  familiar  with  such  coexisting 
powers   of  state   and   national  governments. 

''Again,  the  same  word  *  concurrent '  is 
used  in  the  same  sense  by  Mr.  Justice  John* 


son  in  Houston  v.  Moord,  5  Wheat,   dd,  5 
L.  ed.  19: 

« <  Why  may  not  the  same  offense  be  made 
punishable  both  under  the  laws  of  the  states 
and  of  the  United  States?  Every  citizen  of 
a  state  owes  a  double  allegiance.  He  enjoys 
the  protection  and  participates  in  the  gov- 
ernment of  both  the  state  and  the  United 
States.  *  •  *  The  actual  exercise  of  this 
oon(mrrent  right  of  punishing  is  familiar  to 
dvery  day's  practice.  The  laws  of  the 
United  States  have  made  many  offenses  pun- 
ishable in  their  courts,  which  were  and  still 
continue  punishable  under  the  laws  of  the 
states.  Witness  the  case  of  counterfeiting 
the  current  coin  of  the  United  States,  nnder 
the  Act  of  April  21,  1806,  in  which  the 
state  right  of  punishing  is  expressly  recog- 
nized and  preserved.  Witness  also  the  crime 
of  robbing  the  mail  on  the  highway,  whidi 
is  unquestionalbly  cognizable  as  highway 
robbery  under  the  state  laws,  although  made 
punishable  under  those  of  the  United 
States.'"  U.  S.  t?.  Holt,  (D.  C.  N.  D.  1921) 
270  Fed.  639. 

"  Section  2,  art.  18,  and  section  2,  art.  6, 
must  have  harmonious  relation,  since  no 
express  declaration  in  the  amendment  was 
made,  nor  are  the  provisions  necessarily  in- 
consistent. The  national  legislation,  there- 
fore, is  paramount,  and  the  state  laws, 
when  in  conflict,  must  yield,  Ballaine  t\ 
Alaska  -N.  Ry.  Co.,  259  Fed.  183,  170  C.  C.  A. 
261,  and  cases  cited.  Much  'bewilderment' 
is  created  by  *  concurrent  power  to  enforce 
by  proper  legislation,'  grairted  by  section  2, 
art.  18.  This  is  a  conferred  power,  not 
upon  courts  of  the  state,  giving  them  con- 
current jurisdiction  to  enforce  a  congres- 
sional act,  but  primarily  a  power  conferred 
upon  the  state  legislature,  and  through  it 
upon  the  state  courts,  by  such  legislation 
as  it  may  enact  in  harmony  with  the  Na- 
tional Prohibition  Act,  to  enforce  ^icle  1^, 
and  while  the  amendment  *  of  its  own  force 
repeals  '  all  inconsistent  laws,  it  preserves 
inviolate  laws  of  the  state  consistent  with 
its  provisions."  U.  S.  t>.  Peterson,  (W.  D. 
Wash.  1920)  268  Fed.  864. 

In  Com  V,  Nickerson,  (1920)  236  Mass. 
281,  128  N.  E.  273,  10  A.  L.  R.  1568.  the 
court,  in  defining  the  word  "  concurrent "  as 
used  in  section  2  of  this  Amendment,  said : 

"  We  are  of  opinion  that  the  word  '  con- 
current '  in  this  connection  means  a  power 
continuously  existing  for  efficacious  ends  to 
be  exerted  in  support  of  the  main  object  of 
the  amendment  and  making  contribution  to 
the  same  general  aim  according  to  the  needs 
of  the  state,  even  though  Congress  also  has 
exerted  the  power  reposed  in  it  by  the  amend- 
ment by  enacting  enforcing  legislation 
operative  throughout  the  extent  of  its  ter- 
ritory. Legislation  by  the  states  need  not 
be  identical  with  that  of  Congress.  It 
cannot  authorize  that  which  is  forbidden  by 
Congress.  But  the  states  need  not  denounce 
every  act  committed  within  their  boiundaries 
which   is  included  within  the  inhibition  of 


NOTES  ON  CONSTITUTION 


877 


the  Volstead  Act,  nor  provide  the  same 
penalties  therefor.  It  is  conceivable  also 
that  a  state  may  forbid  under  penalty  acts 
not  prohibited  by  the  act  of  Congressr  The 
concurrent  power  of  the  fvtates  may  differ 
in  means  adopted  provided  it  is  directed  to 
the  enforcement  of  the  amendment.  Legisla- 
tion by  the  several  states  appropriately  de- 
signed to  enforce  the  absolute  prohibition 
dieclared  by  the  Eighteenth  Amendment  is 
not  void  or  inoperative  simply  because  Con- 
gress, in  performance  of  the  duty  cast  upon 
it  by  that  amendment,  has  defined  and 'pro- 
hibited beverages  and  has  established  regu- 
lations and  penalties  concerning  them. 
State  statutes,  rationally  adapted  to  putting 
into  execution  the  inexorable  mandate 
against  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  for 
beverage  contained  in  section  1  of  the 
amendment  by  diflferent  definitions,  regula- 
tions and  penalties  from  those  contained  in 
the  Volstead  Act  and  not  in  conflict  with 
the  terms  of  the  Volstead  Act,  but  in  har- 
mony therewith,  are  valid.  Existing  laws 
of  that  character  are  not  suspended  or  su- 
perseded by  the  act  of  Congress.  The  fact 
that  Congress  has  enacted  legislation  cover- 
ing in  general  the  field  of  national  prohibi- 
tion does  not  exclude  the  operation  of  ap- 
propriate state  legislation  directed  to  the 
enforcement  by  different  means  of  prohibi- 
tion within  the  territory  of  the  state. 

*'The  power  thus  reserved  to  the  states 
must  be  put  forth  in  aid  of  the  enforcement 
and  not  for  the  obstruction  of  the  dom- 
inant purpose  of  the  amendment.  It  must 
not  be  in  direct  conflict  with  the  act  of 
Congress  in  the  same  field.  Subject  to  these 
limitations  growing  out  of  the  nature  of 
our  dual  system  of  government,  the  power 
of  the  states  is  constant,  vital,  effective  and 
susceptible  of  continuous  exercise." 

In  State  r.  Ceriani,  (Conn.  1021)  113  Atl. 
31ft,  regarding  the  meaning  of  words,  "  Con- 
current power ''  as  used  in  section  2  of  this 
Amendment,  the  court  said: 

"  What  '  concurrent  power '  in  section  2 
means  has  occasioned  very  considerable  dis- 
cussion. Three  constructions  have  been  sug- 
gested, and  each  is  a  possible  construction. 
(1)  That  it  means  joint  power  to  Congress 
and  the  several  states;  (2)  that  it  means  a 
separate  and  independent  power  vested  in 
each;  (3)  that  it  means  a  senarate  and  in- 
dependent power  in  each,  but  that  such  parts 
of  the  state  act  as  conflict  with  the  act  of 
Congress  must  fall,  since  the  National  Act  is 
the  supreme  law  of  the  land.  No  additional 
construction  of  this  term  has  been  suggested, 
and  no  other  seems  permissible. 

The  United  States  Supreme  Court,  in  Na- 
tional Prohibition  Cases.  253  U.  8.  350.  40 
Sup  Ct.  486,  588,  64  L.  ed.  946,  have  decided 
that  — 

*' '  Concurrent  power  *  does  *  not  mean  joint 
power,  or  require  that  legislation  .  .  .  bv 
Confirress.  to  be  eflTertive,  shall  be  approved 
or  sanctioned  by  the  several  states  or  any  of 
them ;  nor    .    .    .    that  the  power    ...    is 


divided  between '  them  '  along  the  lines  which 
separate  or  distinguish  foreifiin  and  interstate 
commerce  from  intrastate  affairs.' 

"[3]  While  the  court  haa  not  gone  further 
and  expressly  defined  the  meaning  of  'con- 
current power'  we  thiTik  it  necessarily  fol- 
lows from  the  decision  that  this  power  is 
not  joint;  that  it  is  a  separate  and  inde- 
pendent power  which  the  Congress  and  th«» 
several  states  exercise  in  the  enforcement  of 
this  amendment.  Each  has  the  right  to  act 
separately  and  independently  in  slU}  of  the 
amendment.  But  neither  can  act  in  repug- 
nance to  it. 

"  Concurrent  power  as  used  in  this  section, 
and  when  read  in  the  light  of  the  context  and 
the  purpose  of  the  amendment,  must  be  held 
to  mean  a  conferred  power  by  this  amendment 
existing  continuously  in  federal  and  state 
T^egislature.  and  equal  in  each,  and  co-operat- 
ing for  the  enforcement  through  appropriate 
lecrialation  of  the  prohibitions  of  the  Eight- 
eenth Amendment.  Commonwealth  v,  Nicker- 
son.  236  Mass.  281,  128  N.  E.  273-. 

"  Between  the  two  points  of  view  that  the 
nower  is  separate  and  independent,  or  that 
it  is  separate  and  independent,  but  that  the 
federal  act  wiP  supersede  anv  state  legisla- 
tion inconsistent  with  it,  we  think  the  latter 
to  be  the  better,  and,  indeed,  the  necessary 
view. 

"Article  6  of  the  federal  Constitution  must 
be  construed  in  harmony  with  all  parts  of 
the  Ei»rhteenth  Amendment.  Section  2  of  the 
Eighteenth  Amendment  j?ives  to  Congress 
and  the  several  states  enual  authority  to  en- 
force this  amendment.  But  when  the  federal 
and  state  acts  conflict,  then  article  6.  which 
provides  that 'the  Constitution  and  the  laws 
.  .  .  .  which  shall  be  made  in  pursuan^^p 
thereof  .  .  .  shall  be  the  supreme  law  of 
the  land,'  make<»  the  federal  act  supreme 
in  those  parti/»ulars  in  which  there  is  con- 
^i'^t.  The  Eighteenth  Amendment  and  article 
6  can  be.  and  hence  must  be,  construed  in 
h«rmoniou8  relation.  Warren  v.  Mayor  of 
CharlcHtown.  2  Grav  (Mass.)  84.  90.  The 
rept  of  the  state  Hpt  remains  in  force.  Stste 
V.  Districts  Court  fMont.)  194  Pac.  .108.  310. 

"Perhnp«  the  difference  in  resulta  would 
not  he  of  preat  practical  imnoTtan^e  if  either 
view  prevailed.  If  the  first  view  b*^  accented, 
then  the  more  restrictive  law  would  in  prac- 
tice.  prevail,  and  the  less  restrictive  be  sut>* 
nlanted  bv  it.  But  if  the  second  view  be 
nr^oepted.  the  net  of  Conprre^s  remains  the 
«unrem<»  Irw  of  the  Innd.  nnd  imiformity  in 
thp  enforcement  of  this  amendment  will  ob- 
tain. 

"  Le^slation  by  tho  state  must  support  the 
nri^^nrv  nurpose  of  the  amendment,  and  can- 
not be  repuenant  to  the  act  of  Congress.  Ap- 
propriatp  le«nsl«tion  bv  a  state  need  not 
cover  sll  that  the  act  of  Concress  doe«».  It 
mav  differ  in  its  definition  of  intoricatina 
linuor  and  in  the  nenalties  it  tirovides.  and 
vet  Rierve  the  purpose  of  helping  to  enforce 
the  amendment." 
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Applying  this  construction  to  a  state 
statute  the  court  further  said :  "  Section 
2792,  Rev.  1918,  provides  that  a  Iicen0e4 
dealer  who  had  filed  his  application  for  a 
renewal  shall  not  be  convicted  pending  the 
decision  upon  his  application.  If  this  sec- 
tion be  in  force  in  its  entirety,  then  sales  of 
intoxicating  liquor  could  be  made,  although 
prohibited  by  the  amendment.  And  this 
shows  clearly  that  so  far  forth  as  this  statute 
would  permit  the  licensed  dealer  to  sell  con- 
trary to  the  prohibitions  of  the  amendment 
and  of  the  National  Act  it  is  invalidated. 
As  to  sales  of  less  than  one-half  of  1  per  cent, 
of  alcohol  it  is  valid,  since  such  sales  are 
not  contrary  to  the  National  Act.  The  sales 
for  which  the  accused  was  tried  and  found 
guilty  were  of  intoxicating  liquor  whose  al- 
coholic contents  were  in  excess  of  one-half 
of  1  per  cent.  The  trial  court  properly 
charged  that  section  2790,  which  the  accused 
was  charged  with  having  violated,  was  at 
that  time  in  force,  and  that  the  fact  that  th^ 
accused  had  made  application  for  a  renewal 
of  his  license  which  was  pending  for  decision 
before  the  county  commissioners  did  not  give 
him  a  right  to  make  such  sale." 

"We  have  found  nothing  in  the  meaning 
of  the  term  'concurrent,'  as  defined  in  the^ 
reported  cases  or  the  dictionaries,  which  leads 
us  to  conclude  that,  as  used  in  the  amend- 
ment to  the  Constitution,  it  wsjb  intended 
that  the  riffht  of  the  states  to  pass  appro- 
priate legislation  to  enforce  the  prohibition 
should  be  more  restrictive  than  the  power 
conferred  upon  Congress  to  affect  the  same 
result,  save  that  the  laws  of  Congress  should 
affect  all  the  people  in  the  U<nited  States, 
while  the  laws  of  the  state  should  affect  only 
thof>e  within  its  boundaries."  Ex  p.  Gilmore, 
( 1921 )  88  Tex.  Crim.  529,  228  S.  W.  199. 

5.  "  Appropriate  Legislation  " 

The  term  ''appropriate  legislation,"  as 
used  in  this  section,  necesGrarily  means  such 
legislation  as  will  tend  to  make  this  con- 
stitutional provision  completely  operative  and 
effective.  Rose  v.  U.  S.,  (C.  C.  A.  6th  Cir. 
1921 )  274  Fed.  245. 

"In  the  exercise  of  its  police  power  the 
state  may  legislate  for  the  enforcement  of 
the  amendment  by  different  means  and  meth- 
ods which  do  tend  to  this  end.  Undoubtedly 
the  power  conferred  upon  the  states  of  en- 
forcing this  amendment  by  appropriate  legis- 
lation contemplated  the  passage  of  new  logis- 
lation  by  the  states  to  provide  such  enforce- 
ment. But  this  does  not  ottempt  to  compel 
it  or  to  control  the  manner  in  which  the 
etate  may  effect  this.  It  impairs  no  right 
theretofore  existing  in  the  state  except  that 
of  acting  in  repugnanx^e  to  the  amendment. 
It  does  not  expressly  require  the  passage  of 
enforcing  legislation,  nor  limit  the  power  of 
the  state  to  the  newly  enacted  lepfislation. 
It  does  not  invalidate  state  legislation  which 
is  not  inconsistent  with  the  amendment  or 
the  National  Prohibition   Act.     Such   state 


legislation,  in  existence  when  the  amendment 
became  effective,  if  it  may  serve  in  the  en- 
forcement of  the  amendment,  is  '  appropriate 
legislation.'  This  term  in  the  Eighteenth 
Amendment  was  used  in  the  same  sense  in 
which  it  waa  used  in  the  Thirteenth  and 
Fourteenth  Amendments,  and  means  such 
legislation  as  niay  make  the  amendment  fully 
effective  and  adapted  to  its  fundamental 
purpose.  Ex  p,  Virginia,  100  U.  S.  339,  344. 
25  L.  Ed.  676;  United  States  v.  Reese.  92 
U.  S.  214,  218,  23  L.  Ed.  563.  The  state 
may  thus  enforce  this  amendment  by  appro- 
priate legislation,  newly  enacted,  or  oy  exist- 
ing legislation."  State  i;.  Ceriani,  (Conn. 
1921)    113  Atl.  316. 

"  The  term  *  appropriate  legislation,'  as 
used  in  other  amendments  to  the  Constitu- 
tion, has  been  construed  by  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  to  mean  legisla- 
tion contemplated  to  make  the  amendment 
fully  effective;  that  is,  legislation  adapted 
to  carry  out  the  objects  the  legislators  had 
in  view.  .  .  .  The  framers  of  the  amendment, 
having  selected  language  specifically  cotff er- 
ring upon  the  states  concurrent  power  to 
enforce  the  prohibition  by  '  appropriate  legis- 
lation,' in  our  opinion  did  not  intend  that 
the  state's  legislation  should  be  identical  with 
that  of  Congress,  nor  that  it  should  be  ctm- 
fined  to  the  enforcement  of  the  laws  of  Con- 
gress. A  general  law  adapted  to  all  parts  of 
the  country,  it  is  conceived,  might  be  inade- 
quate to  meet  the  conditions  requisite  in  the 
enforcement  of  the  prohibition  in  a  given 
state.  Legislation  by  the  state  supplement- 
ing that  of  ■  Congress  would  seem  more  con- 
sistent with  the  intent  of  the  framers  of  the 
amendment.  Should  an  irreconcilabrle  con- 
flict develop,  no  doubt  the  provision  of  the 
federal  Constitution,  making  that  document 
and  the  laws  of  Congress  paramount  would 
prevail.  But  neither  Congress  nor  the  state 
being  able  to  thwart  the  prohibition,  but  be- 
ing empowered  only  to  enforce  it,  the  develop- 
ment of  such  a  conflict  would  appear  remote, 
if  not  impossible.  The  difference  in  the  pen- 
alty prescribed  by  Congress  and  the  state 
would  not  condemn  the  state  law  as  uncon- 
stitutional." Ex  p,  Gilmore,  (1921)  88  Tex. 
Crim.  529,  228  S.  W.  19®, 

1920  Supp.,  p.  821,  amend.  19. 

Amendment  as  within  amending  power  of 
Constitution.— This  amendment  is  within  the 
amending  power  of  the  Constitution  as  set 
forth  in  Article  5  thereof.  Leser  17.  Garnett. 
(Md.  1921)   114  Atl.  840. 

Effect  of  Amendment  on  state  constitution. 
—  In  Opinion  of  Justices,  (Me.  1921)  113 
Atl.  614,  it  was  held  that,  in  view  of  the 
enactment  of  this  amendment,  which  in  effect 
amended  art.  2,  §  1  of  the  Maine  Constitu- 
tion regarding  the  qualifications  of  voters, 
the  Governor  of  that  state  could  appoint  wo- 
men aa  justices  of  the  peace  under  art.  5, 
pt.  7,  §  8,  and  art.  6,  $  5  of  the  constitution 
of  the  state. 

Effect  on  state  election  laws  generally.— 
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This  amendment  automatically  strikes  from 
the  state  laws,  organic  and  statutory,  all  dis- 
criminatory features  authorizing  one  sex  to 
vote  and  excluding  the  other,  or  placing  con- 
ditions or  burdens  upon  one  not  placed  upon 
the  other  as  a  condition  precedent  to  the 
right  to  vote,  but  in  no  wise  interferes  with, 
changes,  or  alters  state  laws  with  reference 
to  elections  that  cannot  and  do  not  amount 
to  a  discrimination  in  favor  of  one  sex 
against  the  other.  It  protects  the  man  and 
woman  alike,  and  a  burden  cannot  be  placed 
upon  one  sex  that  is  not  put  upon  the  other, 
nor  can  a  privilege,  benefit,  or  exemption  be 
given  one  to  the  exclusion  of  the  other.  The 
said  amendment,  by  its  own  force  and  effect, 
strikes  from  section  177  of  our  state  Consti- 
tution the  word  **  male,"  as  used  in  defining 
who  are  or  may  become  electors,  as  well  as 
where  used  in  other  part»  of  our  organic  or 
statutory  laws  when  used  in  connection  with 
the  right  and  qualification  to  vote,  and  also 
strikes  therefrom  the  use  of  the  masculine 
pronoun  wherever  it  appears,  so  as  to  make 
the  same  include  and  appilicable  to  both  sexes 
And  as  the  said  amendment  prohibits  a  dis- 
crimination against  women  by  section  177, 
and  perhaps  other  provisions  of  our  state 
law,  it  likewise  pronibite  a  discrimination 
against  men  by  sections  178  and  1^  of  our 
Constitution,  and  has  the  same  effect  upon 
these  provisions  as  to  the  elimination  of  the 
male  sex  as  when  used  in  section  177  and 
other  provisions.  The  result  is  that  upon 
the  final  ratification  of  the  Nineteenth 
Amendment  it  had  the  efi'ect  of  making  our 
organic  as  well  as  statutory  laws  applicable 
to  men  and  women  alike,  and  placed  all  wo- 
men in  the  state  upon  the  same  footing  with 
men.  Graves  t?.  Eubank,  (Ala.  1921)  87  So. 
587,  wherein  the  court  said  further  as  to  the 
liability  of  a  woman  to  a  poll  tax: 

"  The  result  is  that,  the  Nineteenth  Amend- 
ment becoming  operative  prior  to  the  Ist  day 
of  October,  1920,  all  women  who  were  over 
21  years  of  age  and  under  45  on  said  date 
became  liable  to  the  payment  of  the  poll  tax 
due  on  said  date  and  which  would  become 
delinquent  the  Ist  of  the  following  February 


as  a  condition  to  vote  in  succeeding  elections, 
and  this  appellant,  having  tendered  the  tax 
collector  the  amount  of  her  tax,  is  entitled 
to  the  writ  of  mandamus  compelling  the  ac- 
ceptance of  same  and  the  issuance  to  her  of  a 
receipt  therefor,  and  which  said  writ  was 
erroneously  denied  by  the  trial  court.  It 
must  not  be  understood  from  this  holding 
that  the  court  means  to  intimate  that  any 
vote  heretofore  cast  in  the  November  election 
or  any  other  election  held  prior  to  the  Ist 
day  of  February,  1921,  is  invalid  when  cast 
by  those  who  acquired  the  right  to  vote  by 
virtue  of  the  Nineteenth  Amendment,  but  we 
do  hold  that,  in  order  to  vote  in  future  elec- 
tions occurring  after  the  1st  of  February, 
they  must  have  paid  the  poll  tax  which  be- 
comes delinquent  on  said  1st  day  of  Febru- 
ary.*' 

Amendment  as  qualifying  women  for  jury 
service. —  This  amendment  does  not  operate 
in  terms  or  by  implication  to  qualify  women 
as  jurors.  It  requires  legislation  to  do  that. 
State  V.  James,  (N.  J.  1921)  114  Atl.  553, 
wherein  it  was  held  that  a  male  defendant 
could  not  raise  the  objection  that  women  were 
not  drawn  for  jury  service. 

Where  under  the  statutes  of  a  state  per- 
sons are  selected  for  jury  service  from  the 
qualified  voters  of  the  state,  the  legislature, 
in  view  of  this  amendment,  is  authorized  to 
enact  legislation  so  that  women  may  be  made 
liable  to  jury  duty.  In  re  Opinion  of  Jus- 
tices, (Mass.  1921)   130  N.  E.  685. 

Validity  of  state  statute  requiring  regis- 
trants to  state  age. —  State  statutes  requir- 
ing applicants  for  registration  as  voters  to 
state  their  exact  ages  in  years  and  months, 
do  not  impose  in  any  way  an  injurious,  un- 
reasonable, or  unnecessary  restraint,  impair- 
ment, or  impediment  on  the  exercise  of  the 
elective  franchise.  On  the  contrary,  we  think 
that  it  is  a  reasonable,  uniform,  and  impar- 
tial regulation,  calculated  to  facilitate  and 
secure  the  exercise  of  this  right  and  to  pre- 
vent its  abuse,  and  as  such  does  not  violate 
this  amendment.  State  t\  Hillenbrand,  (Ohio 
1920)    130  N.  E.  29,  14  A.  L.  R.  2S6. 
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Prohibitiofi.    power    of    stipreme    court   to 

issue.  603  note 
Salvage,  579  note 

Saving  of  common-law  remedv.  578  note 
Shipbuildinsr  contracts.  578  note 
State  courts,  lurisdiction,  577  note 
Torts.  579  note 

ADMISSION  TAX 

See  Tax  on  Admissions  and  Dues 

A  RROPI«ANE8 

See  Postal  Skbvtce 

AFFREIGHTMENT   CONTRACTS 

Admiraltv  jurisdiction,  579  note 

AriRTCUIfTURE 

S«»«  Feder\l  Farm  T>oan  Act 

Advances  for  anTionltupal  purposes,  author- 
it  v  of  War  Finance  Corporation,  28-50 

Afirricultural  Rocieties,  exemption  from  in- 
come tax.  149 

Bankruptcv.  farmers  exemnt  from  invol- 
untarv  proceeding,  see  Bankruptot 

Bollworm.  reinrbursement  of  states  for  ex- 
penses in  eradicating,  4-5 

Bureau  of  marfcets  and  crop  estimates, 
powers  and  duties.  3 

Contracts  for  eale  of  grain  for  future  de- 
li verv,  see  Ftttttre  Trading  Act 

Cornerinar  grain,  prevention,  7 

Cotton,  reimbursement  of  staffs  for  ex- 
penses in  eradicating  pink  bollworm,  4-5 

Crop  estimates,  powers  and  duties  as  to.  3 

Depression  in  agricultural  sections,  joint 
resolution  for  relief  not  affected  by  ter- 
mination of  war,  315 

Evidential  effect  of  certificates,  3 
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AGRICULTTTItE  —  ( ConVd) 
Exportation  of  products,  financing  by  War 

Finance  Corporation  authorized,  26 
Fkirs 

Admissions  to  or  public  performances  for 

benefit  of  agricultural  fairs,  exemption 

from  admission  tax,  191 

Exemption    from   special    tax   on   public 

exhibitions,  197 

Farmers*  associations  exempt  from  income 

tax,  150 
Farm  loans,  see  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act 
Farm  products,  see  Perishable  farm  prod- 
ucts   received    in    interstate    commerce, 
infra 
Grain 

Official  grades,  contracts  adding  terms  to 

description,  339  note 
Sale    for    future    delivery,    see    Future 

Trading  Act 
State    inspection    act    held    invalid,    330 
note 

Inspection  of  grain,  state  act  held  invalid, 
3i39  note 

Land  banks,  see  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act 

Manipulation  of  prices  of  grain,  preven- 
tion, 7 

Markets  and  crop  estimates,  powers  and 
duties  of  bureau,  3 

Perishable  farm  products  received  in  inter- 
state commerce,  certificates  as  to  qu&lity 
and  condition,  3 

Pink  bollworm,  reimbursement  of  states  for 
expenses  in  eradicating,  4-5 

Produce  of  farms  received  in  interstate  com- 
merce, 3 

Relief  of  dwpression  in  agricultural  sec- 
tions, authority  of  War  Finance  Cor- 
poration, 28-30 

Sales  of  ^rain  for  future  delivery,  see  Fu- 
ture Trading  Act 

States,  reimbursement  for  expenses  in 
eradicating  pink  bollworm,  4-5 

Taxing  contracts  for  sale  of  grain  for 
future  delivery,  see  Future  Trading  Act 

War  Finance  Corporation,  advances  for 
agricultural   purposes   aivthorized,  28-30 


Bone  dry  law  of  Alaska,  536  note 

Boundary  line  between  Alaska  cuid  Canada, 
appropriation  for  expense  of  establish- 
ing, 67 

Courts,  see  District  courts,  infra 

District  court  commissioners,  juri«diction, 
341  note 

District  courts 

Attorney  general  authorized  to  designate 

places  for  holding  court,  12 
Divisions  of  district,  12 
Esrtabliehment,  11-12 
Fairbanks,  annual  term  of  court  held  at, 

12 
Juneau,  anniial  term  of  court  held  at,  12 
Jurisdiction  of  courts  establiehed,  11-12 
Nome,  annual  term  of  court  held  at,  12 
Number  of  district  judges,   12 
Places  of  holding  court,  12 


—  iConVd) 
District  courts —  (Cont'd) 

Salaries  of  diatrict  judges,  12 

Terms  .of  court,  12 

Valdez,  annual  term  of  court  held  at.  12 
District  judges,  see  District  courts,  supra 
Fishing  out  of  season,  continuance  of  prose- 
cution, 341  note 
Government  railroad,  disposal  of  proceeds 

of  sale  of  material  for  temporary  work 

and  structures,  Id 
Hospitals,  admission  of  patients.  13 
Intoxicating  liquors 

Boiie  dry  law,  536  note 

Territorial  prohibition  act  not    repealed 
by  national  act,  341  note 
Judges    of    district    court,     see     District 

courts,  supra 
Judicial  district,  divisions,  12 
Legislative  power,  limitation,  341   note 
License  tax  law  not  impairment  of  fish  law. 

340  note 
Mining  claims,  session  law  as  to  forfeiture 

held  invalid,  341  note 
Railroads 

Apipropriation  to  complete  construction 
and  equipment  between  Seward  and 
Fairbanks,  14 

Sale  of  material  for  temrporary  work  and 
structures,  disposal,  13 
Reindeer 

Appropriation  for  support  of  reindeer 
stations,  19 

6ale  of  males  belonging  to  govern^nient, 
use  of  proceeds,  13 
Taxation 

Federal  and  territorial  taxe^  not  double 
taxation,  340  note 

Taxation  in  excess  of  19^,  ^41  note 

Uniformity  of  taxation,  341  note 
Terms  of  district  court,  see  District  court*. 

•supra 
"  United    States  *'    as     including    Ala^a. 

revenue  act,  122 

AU£lf  PBOPEBTT  CUSTOBIAH 

See  Trading  with  Enemy 

Retention  of  seized  property  until  satis- 
faction of  claims  against  enemy  govern- 
ment, 69 

AlflEKS 

See  Chinese  Exclusion;  Citizenship: 
Immigration  ;    Naturalization 

Copyright,   right  to  obtain,   411    note 

Definition  of  "  alien  "  in  act  limiting  im- 
migration,   106 

Diseased  alien  seamen,  expenses  of  treat- 
ment in  hospitals,  282.  282  nr>te 

Inheritance,   treaty  rights,   342  note 

Passport  requirement  continued  in  force. 
251 

Patent  rights  of  alien  enemy  used  by 
United  States  government  after  com- 
mencement of  European  War,  254 

State  regulation  of  proof  of  citizenship. 
849  note 

Treaty  right  to  hold  realty,  342.  83«  note 

War  risk  insurance,  enemy  alien  dis- 
charged irom  military  or  naVal  forces,  327 
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AIXOTMENT8 

Indian  lantlf>  see  Indians 


See  Diplomatic  and  Oonsulab  Officers 

AMERICAlf  liEGIOK 

Gifts   to   Legion,  deduction  in   computing 

income  tax  of  donor,  137 
Public  performances  for  benefit  of,  exenup- 

tion  from  admission  tax,  191 

AMERICAlf   If  ATIOlf  Ali  RBD   0R088 

Executive  committee  of  central  committee, 
quorum,   18-19 

AMOUNT  Uf  OONTBOVERST 

See  District  Courts;  Removal  or  Causes 

AlfIMAI«8 

Diseased  animal« 

Contractual  obligation  of  United  states 

to  pay  for  seized  serum,  343*  note 
Destruction,   32   note 

Inspectors'  duties,  943  note 

Sale  or  exschange  of  live  stock  at  Leaven- 
worth penitentiary,  authorization  by 
attorney  general,  263 

Stockyard  companies  regulated,  see  Stock- 
yards 

Transportation 
Care  in  transit,  942  note 
EKtenaion   of   time   for    unloading,    942 
note 

AKTI-DUMPIlfG  ACT 

See  Customs  Duties 

Additional     duties     imrposed     to     protect 

domestic  (products,  37 
Appraisers,   duty   to    inform    Secretary   of 
Treasury    as    to    sales    price    of    goods 
imported,  37 
Ascertainment  of  amount  of  special  duty, 

37 
Cost  of  iproduction 

Appeals    and    protests    to    review    ap- 
praiser's determination,  41 
Mod)B  of  ascertainment,  30 
Drawbacks,  law  governing  right  to,  41 
Dumping  investigation,  37 
Duration  of  act  extended,  45-46 
Exporter's  sales  price 
Cause  of   difference   between   exporter's 
sales  price  and  foreign  market  value 
as  aifetoting  valuation,  38 
Mfode  of  aocertainiment,  98 
Extension  of  period  of  act.  45-56 
Foreign  market  value 

Afypeal     from     determination     of     ap- 
praisers, 41 
Excess  over  purchase  price  or  exiporter's 
sales     price    as    affecting     valuation, 
37-38 
Mode  of  ascertainment,  39 
Protest    against   determination    of    ap- 
praisersy  41 
Imports  to  be  sold  at  less  than  fair  value, 

aFcertainment  of  fact,  37 
Investigation:^   bv   Secretary  of   Treasury, 
37 


AlfTI-BUMPIKG  ACT—  {Confd) 

Period  of  act  extended,  45-46 

Protection    of    domestic    products,    ascer- 
tainment of  necessity,  97 

Protection   of  domestic  products   as   pur- 
pose of  act,  37 

Purchase  price 

Cause    of    difference    between    purchase 
price    and    foreign    market    >^lue    as 
affecting  valuation,  37-^8 
Mode  of  ascertainment,  38 

Purtpose    of    act,    protection    of    domestic 
'products!,  97 

Sales  of  foreign  goods  for  less  than  value, 
act  designed  to  prevent,  37 

Special  dumfping  duty  imposed,  37 

« 

ANTITHU8T  'LA'W  , 

See  Trade  CbMBi nations  and  Trusts 

APARTMEHT    BITCLBIlfG 

See    Rent    Rboulation    in    District    or 
Columbia 

APPEAL  AND  ERROR 

See  Circuit  Court  of  Appbai^;  Supreme 

Oourt 
Admiralty,    case   not   subject   to   remand, 

642  note 
Allowance    of    writ    of    error,    effect,    638 

note 
Aippeal  distinguished  from  writ  of  error, 

649  note 
Assignment  of  errors,  filing,  698  note 
Bond 

Security    for    damages    and    costs,    630 
note 

United  States  not  required  to  give,  639 
note 
Cases  tried  by  court  below  without  jury, 

639  note 
Contempt,  mode  of  reviewing  proceedings, 

649  note 
Distinction    between    writs    of    error    and 

appeals,  643  note 
Elxcessive  verdict,  642  note 
Findings  of  fact,  642  note 
Habeas  corpus  reviewable  on  appeal   and 

not  by  writ  of  error,  607  note 
Hearing  and  determimaition,  641  note 
Injunction,    review    of    restraining    order, 

633  note 
Matters  reviewable,  641  note 
Modification    of    decision    appealed    from, 

641  note 
Municipal    ordinance,    mode    of    reviewing 

determination  as  to   validity,   642  note 
Pointed  transcript,  638  note 
Questions  of  faot  and  evidence,  641  note 
Record',  motion  for  new  trial,  698  note 
Remand,  642  note 
Review,  641  note 
SVpecial  findings,  642  note 
■Hiiniersedeas  bond,  summary  judgment  on, 

639  note 
Time  for  taking  appeal,  etc.,  to  supreme 

court.   644  note 
Writ  of  error  distinguished  from  appeal, 

643  note 


d84 


INDEX 


APPROPRIATIONS 

See  National  Budoet  system 

Aid  and  information  to  congressional  com- 
mittee, duty  of  bureau  of  budgets  to 
give,  60 

American  prisoners  in  foreign  countries, 
49 

Approaches  to  national  cemeteries,  ex- 
penditure of  appropriations,  17 

Army,  support  for  fiscal  year  ending  June 
30.  1922,  318 

Boundary  between  Alaskn  and  Canada,  ex- 
penses of  survey  and  mAips,  67 

Bureau  of  budget,  exspensee  of  establish- 
ment and  main'tenance,  60 

Claims  for  property  destroyed  or  injured 
in  military  service,  22 

Diplomatic  and  consular  service,  46  et 
seq. 

Estimates  of  appropriations,  see  National 
Budget  Systjcm 

Ext^enditures  not  to  exceed  appropria- 
tions, 43^  note 

Forest  roads  and  trails,  construction  and 
maintenance.   102 

General  accounting  office,  appropriations 
available,  64 

Hospital  facilities  for  persons  ser\'"ing  in 
World  War,  105 

Hygiene  of  maternity  and  infancy,  90  et 
seq. 

Indian  schools,  disposition  of  money  after 
discontinuance  of  fichools.   Ill' 

Pan-American  Postal  Congress,  263 

Pan-American  Union,  286 

Public  health  service,  exipenditure  for  ad- 
vertising limited,  90 

Public  officers  and  employees,  payment  of 
connpensation,  276 

Railroad  in  Alaska,  additional  appropria- 
tion. 14 

Refunding  taxes  illegally  assessed  or  col- 
lected, 217-218 

Reindeer  stations  in  Alaska,  13 

Retirement  of  employees  in  civil  service, 
19-fil 

Sales  of  railroad  matorials  in  Alaska,  ad- 
dition to  arppropriation  for  construction 
of  road,  13 

Treasury  Department,  transfer  of  ajpnro- 
t>riations  to  General  Accounting  Office, 
64 

Veterans'  Burea.u,  323 

ABBITBATIOlf 

Claims  between  Great  Britain  and  United 
States,   salaries  of   agency.  67 

Controversies  with  railway  employees,  646 
note 

ABCHITEOT  OF  THE  OAPITOI< 

See  Public  Pbopeett,  Buildtnob  and 
Obottn^s 

ABOENTIlf A 

Ambassador    extraordinary    and   minister 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Pan -American  Postal  Congress  at  Buenos 

Aires,  263 


ABIZOlfA 

Comfpact  with  certain  otl;er  states  for  ap- 
portionment of  \^*aters  of  Colorado 
River,  280 


Port  Logan  H.  Roots^  land  and  buildings 
appropriafted  to  additionel  hospital 
facilities,   104r-105 


ARMKGTOir      MEMORIAIi      ABfPHI- 


See  Gemetebibs 

ARMS 

6ee  Beabitto  Abm.'*. 


See  Articles   of  War;    Militakt  Acad- 
emy;     National     Guard;      Selective 
Draft;  Veteran's  Bttbeaxj 
Air  service,  see  Aviation 
Aliens,    discharge    from    enlistment,    803 

note 
Animals,  see  Horses,  infra 
Appropriations  for  support  of  army,  318 
Army  Nurse  Corps  (female),  right  to  com- 
(pensation    under    War    Risk    Insuranoe 
Act,  328 
Armv  transports,  transportation  of  public 
officers  and  employees  of  Porto  Rico^  31P 
Chemical   warfare   service,   cost  of   trans- 
porting civilian  emiployees  and  materials 
for  manufacturing  activities,  919 
Civilian  employees,  cost  of  transportation, 

how  paid,  310 
Claims  for  property  destroyed  in  military 
service 
Adiu«tment   of   claim   by   Secretary   of 

War  as  final,  22 
Appropriation  for  payment  of  claims,  22 
Ca-Dtured   property  as   subject  of   reim- 
bursement,  22 
Circumstances  of  loss  authorizing  reim- 
bursement, 21 
Destruction     of     property     to     prevent 

capture  by  enemv,  22 
Enlisted  men  entitled  to  reimbursement, 

21 
Nurses   (female)    entitled  to  reimburoe- 

ment,  21 
Officers  entitled  to  reimbursement,  21 
Payment  of  claims  after  allowance,  22 
Payment    of    value    of    or    damage    to 

articles   destroyed  or   injured.   21 
Persons  entitled  to  reimibiirsement,  21 
Repeal  of  prior  act  for  adjui^tment  and 

payment  of  claims,  22 
Replacing     in    kind     articles    lost    or 

injured,  21 
Secretary  of  War  authorized  to  examine 

and'  adjust  claims,  22 
Time  for  presentation  of  claims,  22 
Clerks   at  headquarters   of   tactical   divi- 
sicms,  assignment  to  bureaus  of     War 
Department  prohibited,  319 
Colors,  standards  and  guidons  of  demobil- 
ized organizations,  disposition,  317 
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—  {Cont'd) 
Deceased  members,    memorialB   to   or   en- 
tombment   of    in    Arlington    Memorial 
Amphitheater,  16-17 
Deserters 

Exclusion  from  citissenship,  402  note 
Induction      into     military     service     as 
essential    to    commission    of    offense, 
805   note 
Intent    as    ewential    to    desertion,    804 

note 
Status   not   affected   by   termination    of 
war,   69-70,   316 
Donations  of  animals     for  breeding  pur- 
poses, authority  of  secretary  of  war  to 
accept,   320 
Draft  law,  see  Selectivb  Draft 
Enlisted  men 
Age  of  enlistment,  903  note 
Allowance  on  enlistment,  provision  for, 

repeal,  918 
Clothing  accounts,   regulations   for  set- 
tlement,    319 
Discharge,    effect    of    pending    prosecu- 
tions  for  military   offences,   S03   note 
Discharge  of  aliens,  803  note 
Discharge  of  men  under  18  years  of  age, 

318 
Dist'harges  to  reduce  number  in  regular 

army.  318 
Instructors  in   vocational  training,   311 
Issuance    of    uniforms    after    discharge, 

provision  repealed,  31ft 
Minors,  enlistment  of,  803  note 
Numiber  in  regular  army,  314s  318 
Transportation  on  discharge,  318 
Entombment     of     deceased     members     in 
Arlington        Memorial        Amphitheater, 
16-17 
Flying  cadets,  nnmiber  authorized,  318 
Fuel,  purchase  by  secretary  of  war,  319 
Hi«rhway«    in    military    reservation    and 
highways  used  principally  for  military 
purposes   not    placed    under    control    of 
Secretary    of     Agriculture    by     Federal 
Highway  Act,  95-96 
Horses 

Encouragement    of    breeding    of    riding 

horses,  320 
Transportation  of  mounts  belonging  to 
officers,    803   note 
Laborers     at     headquarters     of     tactical 
divisions,  assignment  to  bureau  of  War 
Department  prohibited,  310 

Medical  Reserve  Corps,  pay  and  allow- 
ances of  officers  and  nurses  in  army  hos- 
pitals,  318 

Memorial  to  deceased  members  in  Arling- 
ton Memorial  Amphitheater,  16-17 

Messengers  at  headquarters  of  tactical 
divisions,  assignment  to  bureaus  of  War 
Department  prohibited,  319 

Motornpropelled  vehicles,  purchase  re- 
stricted to  experimental  purposes,  319 

Nurse  corps,  see  Army  Nurse  Corps  (fe- 
male), supra 

Officers 

Instructors   in   vocational   training,   311 


ARMT—  {C<mt*d) 

Officers— (Cont'd) 

Transportation  of  mounts  belonging  to 

officers,  803  note 
Transportation,   right   to  srpecial   rates» 
728  note 

Ordnance  department,  cost  of  transport- 
ing civilian  employees  and  materials 
for   manufacturing  activities,   319 

Public  performances  for  benefit  of  sokliers 
or  veterans,  exemption  from  admission 
tax,  191 

Regular  army,  number  of  enlisted  men, 
314,  318 

Riding  horses,  encouragement  of  breed- 
ing, 300 

^eacoast  fortifications,  cost  of  transport- 
ing civilian  employees  and  materials, 
319 

Supplies,  purchase  of  fuel,  319 

Transportation  of  civil  employees  and 
materials,  appropriation  cnargeable, 
319 

Transportation  of  troops,  liability  of  rail- 
road for  negligence,  803  note 

Transports,  see  Army  transports,  supra 

L'niforms,  repeal  of  provision  for  issuance 
after  discharge,  319 

T'nknown  soldier  killed  in  World  War, 
burial  in  Arlington  Memorial  Amphi- 
theater, 17 

AiPREST 

Hearing  on  arrest  without  warrant,  right 
to,  416  note 

ART 

Gifts  or  bequests  for  encouragement  of  art 
exempt  from  state  tax,  178 

ARTICI«E8  OF  "WAXL 

Courts-martial,  see  Courts -mabtial 
Limitations   on    prosecution,   effect   of  ex- 
piration of  enlistment,  810  note 
Military  courts,  see  Oourts-mabtial 
Military  prisoners   as  subject  to  military 

law%  806  note 
Persons  subject  to  military  law,  military 
prisoners,  806  note 

ASIATIC  BARBED  ZONE 

See  Immiobation 

ASSOCIATIONS 

Aote  or  omissions  of  agents,  liability  under 
Future  Trading  Act,  6 

Bankruptcy  of  unincorporated  companies, 
involuntary  proceedings,  34<0  note 

"  Corporation  in  Revenue  Act  as  includ- 
ing associations,  122 

"  Person  "  within  meaning  of  Future  Trad- 
ing Act,  6 

ATTACHMENT 

Bond  for  release  of  property  attached  In 
postal  suits,  344  note 

ATTOBNET  GENBBAI. 

Compensation  of  foreign  counsel  employed 
by  attorney  general,  233 
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ATTORNEY   GEIfERAI«— (Cont'd) 

Member  of  commission  for  enforcement  of 
Future  Trading  Act,  8 

Packers,  prosecution  for  violation  of  law, 
300 

Prosecution  of  proceedings  under  rent  regu- 
lation act  pending  at  termination  of  act, 
52 

Sale  or  exchange  of  live  stock  at  Leaven- 
worth penitentiary,  authorization,  263 

Stockyards,  prosecution  for  violation  of 
law,  30O 

ATTOBNET8  AT  I.AW 

Disbarment,  obstruction  of  draft  as  ground 
for,  804  note 

AUDITORS 

Powers  and  duties  of  auditors  of  Treasury 
Department  transferred  to  General  Ac- 
counting OfKce,  61 

AUDITORS  OF  TREASURY 

Powers  and  duties  transferred  to  General 
Accounting  Office,  61 


AUSTRIA-HUNGARY 

Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 

Claims  against,  retention  of  seized  property 
until  satisfaction,  69 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 

Retention  of  seized  property  until  satisfac- 
tion of  claims  against  Austria-Hungarian 
government,  69 

War  w^ith  United  States  terminated,  68 

AUTOMOBIUBS 

Tax  on  sale  or  lease  of  motor  vehicles  and 
accessories,  1<92 

AVIATION 

Aviation  stations,  taking  of  tide  lands, 
344  note 

Enlistment  of  flying  cadets,  number  author- 
ized, 318 

BAH.  AND  RECOGNIZANCE 

Action  on  forfeited  bond  or  recognizance, 

415  note 
Deposit  of  money  in  lieu  of  security,  415 

note 
Duty  to  admit  to  bail,  345  note 
Excessive  bail  prohibited,  848  note 
Habeas  corpus  to  review  findings,  415  note 
Historical  review,  345  note 
Money  deposited  in  lieu  of  security,  415 

note 
Penalty  of  recognizant^e  remitted 

Construction  of  statute,  345  note 

Discretion  of  court,  345  note 

Penalty  alone  remitted,  345  note 

Time  of  applying  for  remission,  345  note 

Wilful  default,  345  note 
Remission  of  penalty  of  recognizance,  see 

Penalty  of  recognizance  remitted,  supra 
Right  to  bail,  345  note 
Validity  of  bond  or  recognizance,  415  note 


See  District  Odubts 

BANKRUPTCY 

Actions,  see   Suits  by   and   against  bank- 
rupts, infra;  Trustee,  infra 
Acts  of  bankruptcy 

Corporation,  application  for  dissolution, 

348  note 
Corporations,  acts  of  liquidating  commis- 
sioners, d48  note 
Preferential  transfers,  347  note 
Receiver  applied  for  or  appointed  "  be- 
cause of  insolvency,"  348  note 
Adjudication 

Creditor's    right    in    voluntary    case   to 

oppose  adjudication,  362  note 
Petition  to  revise  order  vacating  adjudi- 
cation, 368  note 
Refusal    to   set    aside    adjudication,  re- 
view, 368  note 
Vacating  judgment  pro  confesso,  362  note 
Administration  of  estate,  see  Estates,  infra 
Adverse  claims,  jurisdiction,  363  note 
Agriculturists   not  subject  to   involuntary 

proceedings,  349  note 
Allowance  of  claims,  see  Claims,  infra 
Appeals 

Allowance  or  rejection  of  claims,  368  note 
Bankruptcy     proceedings,     controversies 
arising  in  bankruptcy  proceedinga  dis- 
tinguished from  proceedings  in  bank- 
ruptcy, 366-367  note 
Circuit  court  of  appeals,  jurisdiction,  366 

note 
Decisions  appeala^ble,  366  note 
Discharge,    order   granting   or    refusing, 

368  note 
Exclusiveness  of   remedy,  36&-d66  note, 
368  note 
Appraisal  and  sale  of  property 
Confirmation  of  sale,  396  note 
Sales  free  from  incumbrances,  306  note 
Setting  aside  sales,  306  note 
Arrest  of  bankrupt 

Exemption  from  arrest,  351  note 
Imprisonment  as  included  in  word  '' ar- 
rest,'* 351  note 
Judgment  for  negligent  injury  as  delit, 

351  note 
Release  from  imprisoiiiment  in  poor  debt- 
ors proceedings  under  state  law,  351 
note 
Assets 

Contingent  assets,  value  on  queatiiMi  of 

insolvency,  346  note 
Fair  valuation  on  determination  of  in- 
solvency vel  n<mj  346  note 
Assignment  for  benefit  of  creditors 
Discharge,  ground  for  refusing,  369  note 
Right  to  exemption  not  affected  by,  350 

note 
Validity,  388  note 
Attachment,  lien.  380  note 
Attorney  for  creditors,  right  to  extra,  al- 
lowance, 397  note 
Attorneys'  fees  as  preferred  claim,  387  note 
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B  ANKRITPTOT  —  ( Con  fd ) 
Bankrupt 

Arrest,  exemption  from,  351  note 
ExaminAtion    before    adjudication,     362 

note 
Examination,  waiver  of  privilege  as  to 

self-incrimination,  3«51  note 
Persons  who  may  become  bankrupts,  348 

et  seq,,  note 
Preferential    transfer    as    act    of    bank- 
ruptcy, 347  note 
Books  of  account,  failure  to  keep  as  ground 

for  refusing  diecharge,  357  note 
Business  of  bankrupt,  continuation  by  trus- 
tee, 347  note 
Circuit  court  of  fbppeals,  jurisdiction,  366 

note 
daime 

Allowance  of  claim,  376  et  acq.,  note 
Amendment  of  proof  of  claims,  377  note 
Amendment  of  proofs,  374  no1>e 
Appeal  from  iJlowance   or  rejection   of 
claims,  368  note 

Attorney's  fees,  priority,  387  note 
Contraxrts  and  open  accounts  as  provable 

claims,  385  note 
Oontribution  by  creditors  to  expense  of 

litigation  by  trustee,  387  note 
Conversation,    claim     for    as    provable, 

386-386  note 
Costs  incurred  by  creditor  in  recovering 

funds    for    common    benefit,    right    of 

priority,  387  note 
Costs  of  obtaining  judgment  as  provable 

cktim,  386  note 
Debts  provable,  385  note 
Disallowance  with  reservation,  375  note 
Enybezslement,    claim    for    as    provable, 

385-386  note 
ELCtension  of  time  for  filing  claims,  376 

note 
Filing  claims,  duty  of  referee,  375  note 
Larceny,  claim  for  as  provable,  385-386 

note 
Manner  of  proof,  374  note 
Open   accounrts  as  provable  claims,   385 

note 
Persons  entitled  to  prove  claims,  375  note 
Priority,  386  note 
Proof  and  allowance,  374-375  note 
Provable  debts,  385  note 
Renting  contracts  as  provable  claims,  385 

note 
Secured    claims,    determining    value    of 

securities,  376  note 
Street    cleaning    contracts    as    provable 

claims,  385  note 
Taxes  as  entitled  to  priority,  386  note 
Time  for  proving  claims,  376  note 
United  States  Shipping  Board  Emergency 

Fleet   Corporation,   debt   to,   not   debt 

due  to  United  States,  388  note 
Wages  of  employees  as  preferred  claims, 

387  note 
Clerks,  filing  fees,  374  note 


B  AN  KRUPTOT  —  (Cont'd) 
Codebtors  of   bankrupts 

Discharge   of    bankrupt    corporation    as 
releasing  individual  liability  of  officers 
and  directors,  360  note 
Discharge  of  contractor  as  affecting  lia- 
bility of  surety  on  contractor's  bond, 
360  note 
Compositions 
Offer  at  meeting  of  creditors,  353  note 
Practice   in    cases   of   composition,   353- 
354  note 
C^ompromise 

Application  for  authority  to  compromise, 

368  note 

Consideration   for  compromise,  368  note 
Determining  advisability  of  compromise, 

36>8  note 
Jurisdiction  of  court,  368  note 
Notice    to    creditors    of    proposed    com- 
promise of  controversy,  377  note 
Concealment  of  assets 
Defenses,   failure   of  trustee   to   qualify, 

369  note 

Ground  for  refusing  discharge,  350  note 
Trustee's  appointment,  proof  in  prosecu- 
tion for  concealment,  309  note 
Contem.pt 

Evasive  testimony,  372  note 

Violation   of   order    against   interference 

with  assets,  372  note 
Controversies   arising   in   bankruptcy   pro- 

c^eedings,  jurisdiction,  366  note 
Conversion,   liability  not   releajeed   by   dis- 
charge, 360-361  note 
C*orporation8 
Acts  of  bankruptcy,  348  note 
Application    for    dissolution    as    act    of 

l>ankruptcy,  348  note 
Debts  of  officers  created  by  fraud,  etc., 

not  released  by  discharge,  361  note 
Discharge    of    corfMration    as    releasing 

individual     liability    of     officers    and 

directors,  350,  360  note 
Domieil  of  corporations,  346-347  note 
Liquidating    commissioners,   acts   of,   as 

acts  of  bankruptcy,  348  note 
President's  right  to  oppose  petition  filed 

by  directors,  378  note 
Principal  place  of  business,  346-347  note 
Receivership  as  affecting  right  to  become 

voluntary  bankrupt,  349  note 
Receivership  under  state  law,  397  note 
Voluntary  bankruptcy,  power  of  direct- 
ors, 348  note 
Voluntary    petition,    authorisation,    378 

note 
Courts 

Ancillary  jurisdiction,  347  note 
Ancillary     jurisdiction     of     bankruptcy 

courts,  347  note 
Conjsent  to  jurisdiction,  364  note  - 
Equitable  jurisdiction,  346  note 
Exemptions,  determination  of  claims  to, 

347  note 
Jurisdiction  bv  (X)n8ent,  364  note 
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BAHKRUPTCT—  {Cont'd) 
Ck)urU— (Cont'd) 

Jurisdiotion,  place  of  doing  business  of 
corporation,  346  note 

JoirisdiKstion  to  reopen  estate,  347  note 

Nonresident    pajrtner,    jurisdiction   over, 
350  note 

Plenary  juriediction,  364  note 

Reopening  estate,  power,  347  note 

Summary  and  plenary  jurisdiction,  364 
note 
Creditors,  finding  as  to  status  of  petitioner, 

conclusivenesfl,  346  note 
Creditors'   meetings,   final  meeting,   neces- 
sity, 374  note 
Debts 

See  Claims,  supra 

DischargeaJble  debts,  see  Discharge,  infra 
Destruction  of  property  as  ground  for  re- 
fusing discharge,  359  note 
Directors  of  corporations,  see  Corporations, 

8upra 
Discharge 

Alteration   of   books   as   ground  for   re- 
fusal, 357  note 

Appeal  from  order  granting  or  refusing, 
^8  note 

Application  for  discharge,  notice  not  re- 
quired, 359  note 

Oodebtor's  liability  not  affected  by  dis- 
charge, 360  note 

Concealment    of    financial    condition    as 
ground  for  refusal,  357  note 

Concealment  of  property  as  ground  for 
refusal,  359  note 

Conversion  of  property,  liability  not  re* 
leased,  360^361  note 

Corporate  officers,  d^bts  created  by  fraud, 
etc.,  not  discharged,  361  note 

Debts    not    affected    by    discharge,    360 
et  acq.,  note 

Delay    in    applying    for    discharge    as 
ground  for  refusal,  356  note 

Destruction    of     cancelled     checks     and 
stubs  as  ground  for  refusal,  357  note 

Destruction  of  property  as  ground  for 
refusal,  359  note 

Failure   to   keep   books    of   account   as 
ground  for  refusal,  357  note 

Fiduciaries,  debt«  created  by  fraud,  etc., 
not  discharged,  361  note 

General   assignment   as   ground   for   re- 
fusal, 369  note 

Grounds  for  refusing  discharge,  356  note 

Historical  review,  354  note 

Judgment    for    negligent    Injiiry    as    re- 
leased, 351  note 

Laches  as  ground  for  refusing  discharge, 
356  note 

Liability  for  obtaining  money  by  fraud 
not  affected  by  discharge,  360  note 

Misappropriation  of  funds,  liability  not 
released,  360  note 

Moral  obligation  as  supporting  promise 
to  pay  discharged  debt,  360  note 

Nondischargeability  of  debt   determined 
on  application  for  discharge,  360  note 


—  (Cont'd) 
Discharge —  (Cont'd) 
Notice  of  application  not  required,  359 

note 
Notice  to  creditors  of  application,  377 

note 
Objections  to  discharge,  356  note 
Obtaining  credit  by  false  statement  as 

ground  for  refusing  discharge,  358  note 
Obtaining  money  or  property  on   false 

statement  as  ground  for  refusal,  357- 

359  note 

Offenses  constituting  ground  for  refus- 
ing discharge,  356  note 

Officers  and  directors  of  corporation  as 
released  by  discharge  of  corporation, 
350  note 

Officers,  debts  created  by  fraud,  etc.,  not 
discharged,  361  note 

Personal  injuries,  liability  not  released, 

360  note 

Refusal  of  discharge,  grounds,  356  note 

Removal  of  property  as  ground  for  re- 
fusal, 359  note 

Revival  of  discharged  debt,  360  note 

Right  to  discharge,  355  note 

Specification  of  objections  to  discharge. 
356  note 

Siunmary  jurisdiction  over  bankrupt 
after  disdiarge,  355  note 

Support  of  wife  or  child,  liability  not 
released,  361  note 

Wilful   and  malicious  injuries,  liability 
not  affected  by  discharge,  360  note 
Equity,  see  Courts,  supra 
Equity  rules  as  governing  proceedings,  361 

note 
Estate,  reopening,  347  note 
Examination  of  bankrupt 

Application  for  examination,  363  note 

Incriminating  evidence,  363  note 

Power  to  order  before  adjudication,  362 
note 
Exemptions 

Assignability  of  right  to  exemption,  350 
note 

Claim  of  exemption  as  essential  to  main- 
tenance of  right,  351  note 

Execution  creditor's  right  against  ex- 
empt property,  350  note 

Homestead  exemptions,  351  note 

Homestead  purchase  with  nonexempt 
fimds,  350  note 

Jurisdiction  of  bankruptcy  court,  347 
note 

Mortgage  on  exempt  land,  374  note 

Recognition  of  federal  and  state  exemp- 
tion laws,  350-351  note 

State  exemption  laws,  recognition  by 
bankruptcy  court,  350-351  note 

Trustee's  power  to  set  aside,  374  note 

Voluntary  assignment  as  affecting  right 
to  exemptions,  360  note 

Waiver  of  right  to  exenoiption,  350  note 
''  Fair  valuation  "  of  assets  in  determining 

insolvency,  346  note 
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B  AlfKRUPTCT  —  {Cont'd) 

False    oath   as   grotind    for   refusing    dis- 

eharge,  356-357  note 
False  statement,  obtaining  money  or  prop- 
erty by,  2t^  ground  for  refusing  discharge, 
357-3i5«  note 
Farmers  not  subject     to  involuntary  pro- 
ceedings, 340  note 
Fees 

Filing  fees,  374  note 
Receiver's  fees,  374  note 
Fiduciaries,    debts    crea/ted    by    fraud    not 

released  by  discharge,  361  note 
Financial   condition  of   bankrupt,  conceal- 
ment as  ground  for  refusing  discharge, 
357  note 
Fractions  of  day  in  computing  time,  369 

note 
Fraud 

Exemption  claim  as  affected  by  fraud, 

350  note 
Liability  for  obtaining  money  by  fraud 

not  affected  by  discharge,  860  note 
Obtaining  money  or  property  by  fraud 
as  groimd  for  refusing  discharge,  357- 
359  note 
Fraudulent  conveyances 

Ohattel    mortgage   not    recorded   within 

four  months,  389  note 
General    assignment    made    within    four 

months,  388  note 
Jurisdiction    of    bankruptcy    court,    397 

note 
Recovery  of  property  fraudulently  trans- 
ferred, 364  note 
Trustee's  right  to  set  aside,  396  note 
G-arnishment  lien  of  garnishment,  389  note 
General  orders,  force  and  effect  of  general 

order  No.  6,  369  note 
General  purposes  of  act,  346  note 
Homestead,  see  Exemptions,  supra 
Husband's  liability  for  support  of  wife  not 

released  by  discharge,  361  note 
Insolvency 

Contingent  assets,  valuation,  346  note 
"  Fair  valuation  "  of  assets,  346  note 
Jury  trial  in  involuntary  cases,  362  note 
Presumption   as   to  insolvency  prior   to 

adjudication,  362  note 
Solvent  person   as   voluntary  bankrupt, 

348  note 

Intervention,    discretion   as   to   allowance, 
361  note,  381  note 

Involuntary  bankruptcy 
See  Acts  of  bankruptcy,  supra 
Amendment  of  petition,  381  note 
Attachment   creditors,   petition   by,    379 

note 
Corporations,  d49  note 
Creditors   entitled  to    file   petition,    379 

note 
Exceptions,  349  note 
Farmers,  purpose  of  exception,  349  note 
Insurance  companies  not  subject  to  s.H, 

349  note 

Jiiry  trial  on  issue  of  insolvency,  362  note 
Mining  corporations,  349  note 


BAHKRUPTCT  —  iCont*d) 

Involuntary   bankruptcy —  (Cont'd) 
Number  of  creditors  required  to  join  in 

petition,  379-380  note 
Opposition  to  petition,  who  mav  make, 

381  note 
"  Persons  engaged  chiefly  in  farming  or 

the  tillage  of  the  soil,"  who  are,  349 

note 
Persons  subject  to  act,* 349  note 
Petitioner,   conclusiveness   of  finding  as 

to  status  as  creditor,  346  note 
Petition,  form  and  contents.  880  note 
Petition,  who  may  file,  379  note 
Purpose  of  excepting  farmers  from   in- 
voluntary proceedings.  349  note 
Unincorporated  companies,   349  note 
Issues  of  fact 

Insolvency    prior    to    adjudication,    362 

note 
Jury  trial  on  question  of  insolvency,  362 

note 
Judgments 

Discharge    not    release   of    judgment   in 

action  for  fraud,  360  note 
Lien  of  judgment,  389  note 
Negligent  injury,  judgment  for,  as  debt 

released   by  discharge  in   bankruptcy, 

351  note 
Jury  trial 

Issue  of  insolvency  in  involuntary  cases, 

362  note 
Waiver  of  right  to  jury  trial,  362 
Liens 

Attachment  liens,  389  note 
Conditional   sale  void  under   local   stat- 
ute, 388  note 
Garnishment  liens,  389  note 
Judjgment  liens.  389  note 
Preservation  of  liens  given  in  good  faith, 

388  note 
Stay  of  proceedings  on   valid  lien,   352 
note 

Limitation  of  actions,  suits  by  trustee,  353 
note,  364  note 

Liquidating  comsnissioners,  see  Corpora- 
tions, supra 

Mining  corporations,  involuntary  bank- 
ruptcy, 349  note 

Misappropriation,  liability  not  released  by 
discharge.  360  note 

Moral  obligation,  promise  to  pay  dis- 
charged debt.  300  note 

Motive  for  voluntary  petition.  348  note 

Negligence,  judgment  for  negligent  injury 
as  debt  released  by  discharge  in  bank- 
ruptcy, 351  note 

Notice  of  application  for  discharge,  359 
note 

Offenses 

Concealment  of  assets,  prosecution,   369 

note 
Discharge  refuse^l  for  offenses  punishable 

by  imprisonment,  356-357  note 
Making  false  oath,  advice  of  counsel  as 

defense.   309  note 
Officers  of  corporations,  see  Corporations, 
suprd 
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BANKRUPTCY—  {ConVd) 
Parent's  liability  for  support  of  child  not 

released  by  discharge,  361  note 
Partnership 

Adjudication  against  firm  as  entity,  350 
note 

Nonresident   partner,    jurisdiction    over, 
350  note 

Petition  by  one  partner,  350  note 

Solvent  partner's  lia;bility  as  affected  by 
bankruptcy  of  copartners,  350  note 

Surety  for  debts  of  firm,  liability  as  af- 
fected by  bankruptcy  of  partners,  360 
note 
Perjury 

False  answer  on  examination  of   bank- 
rupt, 69i9  note 

Ground  for  refusing  discharge,  356-367 
note 
Personal  injuries,  liability  not  released  by 

diseharge,  360  note 
Persona    engaged    chiefly    in    farming    or 

tillage   of   the    soil   not  subject   to   in- 
voluntary proceedings,  349  note 
Persons  who   may   become  bankrupts,  see 

Bankrupts,  supra 
Petition 

Amendment  in   involuntary  proceedings, 
381  note 

Corporations,  authorization  of  voluntary 
petition,  378  note 

Dismissal  of  petition,  381  note 

Form   and   contents    of   petition    in    in- 
voluntary proceedings,  380  note 

Involuntary    proceeding,    who    may    file 
petition,  379  note 

Opposing  petition,  378  note 

Opposing   petition    in    involuntary    pro- 
ceeding, 381  note 

Petitions  in  different  districts,  effect  of 
general  order  No.  6,  369  note 

Sufficiency  of  statements  in  petitioner's 
claim,  361  note 

Verification,  form,  3fil  note 
Petition  to  revise 

Exclusiveness  of  remedy,  365-366  note 

Review  of  order  to  vacate  adjudication, 
368  note 
Pleading 

Answer,  sufficiency,  361  note 

Disposal  of  case  on  failure  of  parties  to 
plead,  362  note 

Necessity  of  pleading,  361  note 

Time  to  plead,  361  note 

Verification  of  petition,  361  note 
Porto  Rico,  procedure  in,  711  note 
Preferences 

Aot  of  bankruptcy,  effect  of  preferential 
transfer,  347  note 

Attorney's    fee,    retention    not    preferen- 
tial, 382  note 

Banking   transactions   as   creating   pref- 
erences, 382  note 

Conditional  sale  as  creating  preferences, 
381  note 

Diminution  of  estate  as  element  of  pref* 
erences,  383  note 

Elements  of  preference,  383  note 


B  ANKBUPTOT  —  {Cont'd) 
Preferences —  {OofU*dt) 
Payment  as  creating  preference,  381-382 

note 
Persons  having  right  to  object  to  trans- 
fer, 347  note 
Reasonable  cause  to  believe  transaction 

wx)uld  effect  preference,  38^3  note 
Recovery   of   voidable    preferences,    364, 

384  note 
State  statutes  as  affecting  preferential 

transfers,  381  note 
Suspicion  that  transaction  would  efl'ect 
.preference  held   insufficient,  384   note 
Transfer  of  property  as  creating  prefer- 
ence, 381  note 
Voidability  of  preferences,  383  note 
Preferred  claims,  see  Claims,  supra 
Presumptions,  insolvency  prior  to  adjudica- 
tion, 362  note 
Priority  of  debte,  see  Claims,  supra 
Proceedings 

Answer,  sufficiency,  361  note 
Appearance,  necessity,  361  note 
Equity  rules  as  governing,  361  note 
Intervention,  361  note 
Petition,  sufficiency,  361  note 
Pleading,  necessity,  361  note 
Pleadings,  time  te  plead,  361  note 
Verification  of  petition,  361   note 
Promise  te  pay  dieoharged  debt,  validity, 

360  note 
Proof  and  allowance  of  claims,  see  Claims, 

supra 
Purpose  of  act,  346  note 
Receivers 
Application   for   or   appointment  of  re- 
ceiver "  because  of  insolvency  "  as  act 
of  bankruptey,  348  note 
Fees,  374  note 
Officers  of  court,  347  note 
Powers  and  duties  generally,  347   note 
Reclamation  proceedings,  392  note 
Referee 

Approval    of    trustee    selected,    372-a73 

note 
Oontempts  before  referee,  372  note 
Determining   status   of   alleged   secured 

claims,  372  note 
Enjoining  suit  in  stete  court,  372  note 
Jurisdiction   te   review  order  of   court, 

371  note 
Review  of  referee's  order,  371   note 
Stenographers,       authorizing       employ- 
ment, S72  note 
Summary  jurisdiction  a»  te  claims,.  372 

note 
Surcharging  trustee,   power   of   referee. 

371-372  note 
Turning  property  over   to  trustee,   372 

note 
Weight  of  referee's  findings  of  fact,  371 
note 
Removal  of  property  as  ground  for  refus- 
ing discharge,  350  note 
Reopening  estate 

Discretion   of  court,  347   note 
Petition,  fonn,  347  note 
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B  ANKRI7PTOT  —  ( Cont'd ) 
Reopening  estate —  (Cont'd) 
Procedure,  347  note 
Review  of  order,  347  note 
Revival  of  discharged  debt,  360  note 
Sales,  see  Appraisal  and  sale  of  property, 

supra 
Schedules 

Ebcemptions  waived  'by  failure  to  claim 

in  Bcliedules  filed,  351  note 
Privilege  againet  aelf-incrimination  not 
waived  by  filing  achedulea,  351  note 
Self-incr'imination,    privilege    not    waived 

by  filing  schedulee,  351  note 
State  courts,  jurisdiction,  365  note 
Stay    of    proceedings,    see   Suits    by    and 

against  bankrupts,  infra 
Stenographers,  f€e  held  not  unreasonable, 

372  note 
Suits  by  and  agiainst  bankrupts 
Application  to  state  court  for  stay,  352 

note 
Stay  as  dependent  on  di^'chargability  of 

debts,   352   note 
Stay  of  proceedings  on  valid  liens,  35d 

note 
Stay  of  suits  against  bankrupts,  power 

to  grant,  351   note 
Substitution   of   trustee  as  plaintiff  in 

action  by  bankrupt,  353  note 
Suit    commenced    after    discharge,    362 

note 
Suits  required  to  be  stayed,  351  note 
Support  of  wife  or  child,  liability  not  re- 
leased by  discharge,  361   note 
Taxes,   priority,   386   note 
Time,  fractions  of  day,  369  note 
Title   to  property 

Book  acounts  as  property.  390  note 
Conditional  sales,  effect,  3^  note 
Contingent  interests  not  pro|)erty  with- 
in meaning  of  act,  300  note 
Contractual    interests    and    obligations, 

304    note 
Defeasible  title   as  remaining  in   bank- 
rupt until  adjudication,  392  note 
Equities,  trustee's  title  subject  to,     390 

note 
Exempt  property,  title  as  remaining  in 

bankn^,  392  note 
Fire  ineurance  policies,  304  note 
Incumbrances,  trustee's  title  subject  to, 

390  note 
Liens,    trustee's    title    subject    to,    390 

note 
Life  insurance,  effect  of  right  to  change 

beneficiary,   394-395  note 
Nature  of  trustee's  title,  390  note 
Pledged   property,  394  note 
Property     retained     in     possession     of 

seller,  393  note 
Real  property,  interest  in,  393  note 
Reclamation   proceedings,   392  note 
Time  of  passing  of  title,  391  note 
Transfers   and    incumbrances    ineffective 

as  to  creditors,  393  note 
Trust  funds  and  deposits,  394  note 
Vested  interests  only  oonsidered  by  act, 
39Q  note 


—  iCanrd] 
Transfer    by    bankrupt,    see    Preferences, 

supra 
Transfer  of  cat<es,  370  note 
Trustee 

Actions  by  trustee,  jurisdiction,  363 
note 

Actions  by  trustee,  limitation,  353  note 

Actions,  right  to  bring,  373  note 

Approval  by  referee  of  trustee  selected, 
372-373  note 

Continuation  of  bankrupt's  busine^, 
authorization  by  court,  347  note 

Creditors,    representation    of^    373   note 

ExemptioDfii,  power  to  set  aside,  374 
note 

Failure  to  qualify  as  defense  in  prose- 
cution for  concealing  assets,  369  note 

Limitation  of  actions,  364  note 

Pleading  in  action  by  trustee,  364  note 

Proof  of  appointment  in  prosecution  for 
concealment  ol  assets,  369  note 

Recovery  of  preferential  and  fraudulent 
transfers,   364  note 

Refunding  money  received  through  mis- 
take, 347  note 

Rights  not  affected  by  state  laws,  373 
note 

Rights  of  trustee  greater  than  bank- 
rupt's rights,  373  note 

Sale  of  property,  374  note 

Sale  of  property  not  in  fact  owned  by 
bankrupt,  refunding  price  paid,  347 
note 

Setting  aside  trakisfers  by  bankrupt, 
396    note 

•Substitution  as  plaintiff  in  action  by 
bankrupt,    353  note 

Surcharging,  power  of  referee,  371-372 
note 

Title  of  trustee,  see  Title  to  property, 
supra 

Title  superior   to  unenrolled   judgment, 
373  note 
ITnincorporated     companies^     involuntary 

bankruptcy,   349  note 
Verification  of  petition,  361   note 
Voluntary  bankruptcy 

Adjudication,  creditor's  right  to  op- 
pose, 362  note 

Corporations,  348  note 

Dismissal  of  petition,  361  note 

Motive  as  immaterial,  348  note 

Persons  entitled  to  benefits  of  act,  348 
note 

Petition,  who  may  file,  378  note 

Solvency  of  petitioner,  348  note 
Wages    (A  employees  as   preferred   claim, 

387  note 
Waiver  of  exemptions,   350-351  note 
Wilful    and    malicious    injuries,    liability 

not  released  by  discharge,  360  note 
Witnesses 

Examination  of  alleged  bankrupt  before 
adjudication,  362  note 

Purpose  and  scope  of  examination,  362 
note 
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See  Fedebal  Fabm  Loan  Act;  Federal 
Resebve  Banks;   National   Banks 

Advances  to  banks  by  War  Finanoe  Cor- 
poration for  agricultural  purposes,  28 

Loans  of  money  advanced  by  War  Finance 
Corporation,  rate  of  i&terest,  2S 

Mutual  savings  banks,  exemption  from  in- 
come tax,  149 


Tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery,  see 
Futube  Trading  Act 

BEARHf O  ARMS 

Constitutional  provision  not  limitation  on 
states,  837  note 

BEI.OIUM 

Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 

AmlMissador  extraordinary  and  minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

BENEVOLEKT   ORGANIZATIONS 

£!xemption  from  income  tax,  149 

BEVISRAGES 

See  Tax  on  Beverages 

BXIiIiS  AND  KOTES 

Judgment  on  foreign  bill  payable  in  pounds 
sterling,  ascertainment  ol  amount,  404 
note 

Stamp  taxes,  instruments  required  to  be 
stamped,  207-208 

BIIXS  OF  EXCEPTIONS 

Absence  of  judge,  632  note 
Amendment,  631  note 
Mode  of  signing,  632  note 
Observance  of  rules  of  court,  632  note 
Signature,  necessity,  631  note 
Time  of  signing,  632  note 
What   constitutes   bill   of  exceptions,   681 
note 

BILUI  OF  REAIiTHT 

See  Health  and  Quarantine 

BIIXS  OF  I.ADING 

Carrier's   liability  as   warehouseman,    397 

note 
Delivery  of  goods  by  carrier 

Persons  entitled  to  receive  delivery,  398 

note 
Physical  "  possession  "  of  order  bill,  398 

note 
Right  to  deliver  to  true  owner  without 

bill,  399  note 
Surrender  of  bill  of  lading,  398  note 
Surrender  of  car   at  destination  to  an- 
other carrier  for  further  transiporta- 
tion,  398  note 
Discrepancies  in  elevator  weights,  liability 

of  carrier,  399  note 
Draft  with  bill  of  lading  attached,  shipper 

not  bona  fide  purchaser,  399  note 
Enlarging    description    in    bill,    effect,    399 
note 


BILLS  OF  LABING—  (Oonrd) 

Forgery,  intent  and  presumption  as  to  in- 
tent, 40O  note 

Form,  397  note 

Fraud  by  agent  in  giving  straight  bill  in- 
stead of  order  bill,  400  note 

Loading  goods  by  carrier,  quantity  shipped, 
399  note 

Loading  of  goods  by  shipper,  discrepancies 
in  elevator  weights,  399  note 

Possession  of  order  bill  as  justification  for 
delivery  of  goods  by  carrier,  398  note 

Purpose  and  effect  of  Bills  of  Lading  Act, 
397  note 

Quantity  of  goods  shipped,  ascertainment 
by  carrier,  399  note 

Straight  bill  fraudulently  given  by  agent 
instead  of  order  bill,  400  note 

Surrender  of  bill  on  delivery  of  goods,  308 
note 

Waiver  of  terms  of  bill,  399  note 

Warehouseman,  carrier's  liability  as,  307 
note 

BOARDS 

Federal  farm  loan  board,  see  F^eral 
Fabm  Loan  Act 

BOARDS  OF  TRADE 

Exemption  from  income  tax,  150 
Meaning  of  term  in  Future  Trading  Act,  6 

BOUlflA 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni* 
potentiary,  salary,  46 

bollWorm 

See  Cotton 

BONDED  WAREHOUSES 

See  INTOXICATINQ  Ltquobs 
Withdrawal  of  goods,  208 

BONDS 

Deposit  of  government  bonds  in    lieu-  of 

sureties,  505  note 
Farm  loan  bonds,  see  fteEBAL  Fabm  Loan 

Act 
Liberty  bonds  deposited  in  lieu  of  sureties, 

6d7  note 
Sureties,  deposit  of  government  bonds  in 

lieu  of,  301 

BOOKS  AND  PAPERS 

Departmental  records,  right  of  director  or 
assistant  director  of  budget  to  examine, 
60 

BOUNDARIES 

Alaska  and  Canada,  appropriation  for  ex- 
penses of  survey  and  maps,  67 

State  boundary  waters,  agreements  as  to 
jurisdiction,  286 


Ambassador    extraordinary    and    minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 


Annual  occupation  tax,  106 


INDEX 


898 


BUBOBT 

See  National  Bttdobt  System 

BVEKOS  AIBE8 

Pan-American  Postal  Congress  at  Buenos 
_  Aires,  263 

BUH/DIHG     AND     I.OAN     ASSOCIA- 
TIONS 

Exemption  from  income  tax,  149 

StazQps  not  required  on  stocks  and  bonds, 

203 
Stocks    and    bonds    not    required    to    be 

stamiped,  203 

BUIXJ>iNGS 

See    Public    Propebtt,    Buildings    and 
Gbounds 

BUIiOABIA 

Envoy  extraordinary   and  minister   pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

BtTLIiETIirS 

See  Census 

BUREAU  OF  BimOET 

See  National  Budget  System 

BUREAU       OF      ENORAVINO      AKB 
PRINTIlfG 

See  Public  Pkintino 

BUREAU  OF  IKDIAK  AFFAIRS 

See  Indians 

BUREAU   OF   ICARKETS   Ain>   CROP 


Powers  and  duties,  3 

BUREAU   OF   MINES 

See  MiNEBAL  Lands,  Mines  and  Mining 

BUREAU   OF  ORDNANCE 

See  Navy 

BUREAU  OF  STATISTICS 

Powers  and  duties  transferred  to  bureau 
of  markets  and  crop  estimates,  3 

BURIAI.  OF  BEAD 

See  Cemetebies 

BUSINESS  I.EAOUES 

Exemption  from  income  tax,  150 

CABARET 

Tax  on  cabaret  performances,  191 

CADETS 

See  MiLiTABY  Academy 

CAIRO 

Salary  of  agent  and  consul  general,  47 

CALIFORNIA 

Compact  with  certain  other  states  for  ap- 
portionment of  waters  of  Colorado  River, 
280 

CAMPAIGN    EXPENSES    PUBUCITT 
ACT 

See  KLBonoiTt 


CANADA 

Alien  resident  in  Canada  as  affected  by  act 

limiting  immigration,  107 
Boundary  line  between  Ala«ka  and  Canada, 

a]^ropriation  for  expenees  of  survey  and 

maps,  67 

CANAUI 

See  New  Yobk  Babob  Canal;  Panama 
Canal 

Property  acquired  from  United  States,  per- 
mission to  transfer  to  state  highway 
department,  100 

CANAI.  ZONE 

District  court,  review  of  decisions,  624  note 
"  United  States  "  as  used  in  wet  limiting 

immigration  held  not  to   include  canal 

zone,  106 

CAPITOr 

See  Public  Pbopebty,  Butldinos  and 
Gbounds 

CARMACK  AXENDMENT 

See  Intebstate  Oommebce  Act 


See  Bills  of  Lading;  Fedebal  Oontbol  of 
Tbansfobtation 

Carmack  amendment,  see  Intebstate  Com- 
mebce  Act 

Connecting  carriers,  see  Intebstate  Odm- 
mebce  Act 

Delivery  ol  goods  by  carrier,  surrender  of 
car  at  destination  to  another  carrier  for 
further  transportation,  398  note 

Discriminatory  rates,  see  Intebstate  Com- 
MEBCE  Act 

Excess  charges,  interest  on  judgment  for, 
566  note 

Explosives,  transportation,  see  Explosives 

Free  passes,  prohibition  in  interstate  com- 
merce, 507  note 

Interest  on  judgment  for  excess  charges, 
565  note 

Prostitutes,  transportation  of,  see  White 
Slave  Tbaffic 

Rates  and  charges,  interstate  transporta- 
tion, see  Intebstate  Commeboe  Act 

Rebates,  see  Intebstate   Commebce  Act 

Schedules,  see  Intebstate  Commebce  Aor 

Stamp  taxes  on  passage  tickets,  208 

Tax  on  mileage,  etc.,  proportionate  re* 
fundment  as  to  tickets  and  books  only 
partially  used  before  Jan.  1,  1922,  184  * 

Unjust  discrimination,  eee  Intkbstahe 
Commebce  Act 

Warehouseman's  liability,  effect  of  bills 
of  lading  act,  3^7  note 

CARRYING  WEAPONS 

See  Beabing  Abms 


Approaches  to  national  cemeteries,  ex- 
penditures of  appropriation*  for  main- 
tenance, 17 
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—  {Cont'd) 
^irlington   Memorial   Amphitheater 

Commission   to   recommend   tablets,    in- 
scriptions, interments,  etc.,  16 
Congressional    control    over    memorials 

and  entombments,   16 
Conspicuoufily      distinguished      military 
or  naval  servioe  as  test  of  right  to 
memorial,   16-17 
Depot  quartermaster  of  army  in  Wash- 
ington to  be  executive  and  disbursing 
officer  of  commission.,  16 
Entomibments     regulated     and     limited. 

16-17 
Interments    within    260    feet  from    me- 
morial ^prohibited,    16 
Proposed  miemorialfi  subject  to  approval 

of  oommi8»ion,  17 
Secretary    of    W«r    to    be   chairman    of 

commiseion,   16 
Time  prescribed  for  memorials  and  en- 
tombments, 16-17 
Exemption    of    cemetery    companies    from 

income   tax,    149 
Railroads   in    national   cemeteries   prohib- 
.  ited,   17 

Unknown  American  who  lo»t  life  in 
World  W^ar,  burial  in  Arlington  Me- 
morial Amiphitheater,  17 

OEKsns 

Bulletins  as  evidence.  400  note 
Bulletins,  authority  to  print,  400  note 
Enumeration     of    persons    in    army    and 
navy,  employment  and  comipensation  of 
officers  and  enlisted  men,  18 
Fourteenth     Decennial     Census,     enumera- 
tors for  army  and  navy,   18 
Suspension     of     unnecessary     work     olher 
than   14th  census,   18 

OENTRAX  AMERICA 

Alien  resident  in  Central  America  as  af- 
fected thy  a-ct  limiting  immigration,  107 

OEBTIOBARI 

Circuit  court   of  appeal«,  certiorari   from 

erupreme  court,  610  note 
District    of    Columbia    court    of    appeals. 

review  by  United  States  supreme  court, 

612  note 
Ordinances,    review    as    to    validity,    642 

note 
Review  of  judgment  granting  writ  of  pro- 

hi-bition,  643  note 

OHAMSEBS   OF   COM9CERCE 

Exemption   from   income  tax,   150 


See  American   National  Red  Ososb 

Exemption  of  charitable  institutions  from 
special  tax  on  proprietors  of  theaters, 
public  exhibitions,   etc.,   197 

Oifts  to  charity  exempt  from  estate  tax, 
178 

Public  performances  for  'benefit  of  chari- 
table institutions,  exemption  from  ad- 
miBiion  tax,  191 


CHARTER-PARTIE8 

Admiralty  jurisdiction,  579  note 

CHATTEI.  IfORTOAGES 

Copyright,    law   governing   mortgage,    413 
note 

CHEMICALS 

See  Customs  Duties 


See  Army 

CHIIiD  UIBOB 

Tax   on   employment,   see   Internal  Rev- 
enue 

:;Hiu>REif 

Inunigration   of   children  of   citizens,    107 
Tax    on    employment    of    child    labor,    see 

Internal  Revenue 
Welfare  and  hygiene  of  maternity  and  in- 
fancy, promotion,  90  et  8eq. 

CHIIJ>BEir'8  BUREAU 

See  Health  and  Quarantine;  Labor  De- 
partment 


Ambassadior  extraordinary  and  minister 
plenipotentiary,  ealary,  46 

CHINA 

See   Chines?   Exclusion 

Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 

American  convicts  and  insane  persons  in 
China,  expense  of  maintenance,  49 

Chinese  secretary  and  aaaistant  secretary 
of  legation  to  China,  salary,  47 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

Estate  tax  on  property  situated  in  China, 
collection,   18^ 

Student  interpreters  to  legation,  salaries, 
47 

Ignited  States  Court  for  China,  expenses 
of  judge  and  district  attorney,  291-232 

CHINESE  EXCTLUSION 

Birth  in  United'  States  as  evidence  of  cit- 
izenship, 401  note 

Certificates  of  readmission,  402  note 

Citizenship 

Birth   in   United   States   as   evidence  of 

citizenship,  401  note 
Burden  of  proof,  401  note 
Hearing  and  determination,  401  note 

Domicil,  status  acquired  by.  402  note 

Evidence  of  right  to  remain  in  United 
States,  402  note 

Laborers 

Definition,   402  note 
Prosecution  for  bringing  Chinese  labor- 
ers into  United  States,  401  note 
Wifp  and  minor  ehildren  bom  in  Cliina, 
401  note 

Merchants,  who  are,  402  note 

Readmission  certificate!,  406  note 
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OHIMBSE  EXCLUSION  -^{Canrd) 

Regiatration   of  Chinese  men  attached  to 
military   exipedition    against   Mexico    in 
1916,  19^20 
Return  certificate  as  determining  right  of 

reentry,  402  note 
6tatu8  acquired   by  domicil,  402  note 
Tein|>orary    admission    under    bond,      401 

note 
Wife  and  minor  children  of  Chinese  lab- 
orer lawfully  admitted,  401  note 


See  ToRAcoo  Tax 

OIOARBTTES 

See   TOBACCO  Tax 

CIGARS 

See  Tobacco  Tax 

CIBCUIT   COURT   OF   APPEALS 

Appeal  and  error 

Admiralty  caees,  600  note 

Appellate  jurisdiction  generally,  397 
note 

Criminal  cases,  000  note 

Finality  of  judigment  or  decree  ap- 
pealed from,  598  note 

Future  Trading  Act,  order  on  motion  to 
enforce,  9 

Injunction,  appeal  from  order  refusinor 
di-ssolving  or  refusing  to  dissolve.  601 
note 

Interlocutory  orders  not  appealable, 
59S  note 

Judgments  and  decrees  appealable,  598 
note 

Mandamus  in  aid  of  appellate  jurisdic- 
tion, 598  note 

Orders  refusing  to  designate  f^r  sus- 
pending or  revoking  designation  of 
board  of  trade  as  "  contract  market  '*, 
8 

Order  under  packers  and  stockyards 
act,    292-293 

Patent  cases,  600 

Receiver,  appeal  from  appointment,  001 
note 

Time  of  talcing  appeal.  601  note 
Assignment  of  errors,  filing,  638  note 
Canal   Zone   district  court,  review  of  de- 
cisions, 624  note 
Cases  reviewable,  600  note 
Oertifvinjs    questionfl    to   «upreme    court, 

610'note 
Certiorari   from  supreme  court,  610  note 
District    of    Columbia    court    of    appeals, 
jurisdiction  under  packers  and  stock- 
yards act,  293 

Dismissal  of  bill  as  to  one  of  items,  599 
note 

Dismissal  of  suit  for  want  of  capacity 
in  plaintiff  to  prosecute,  599  note 

Final  decree,  what  is,  698  note 
Final  and  interlocutory  decisions 

Finality  as  test  of  appealability,  598 
note 

Injunction,  598  note 


CIRCUIT      OOmtT      OF      APPEAI<S-« 

iConfd) 

Final  and  interlocutory  decisions — {Cont'd) 
Interlocutory  orders,  598  note 
Intervention  and  interpleader,  598  note 
Judicial  sales,  598  note 
Order  for  return  of  seized  property,  599 

note 
Patent  infringement,  599  note 
Removal   of  ^fendants  to  another  dis- 
trict, 599  note 
Reversal     and     remand     of     cause     of 
Hawaii  SujH-eme  Court,  599  note 

Interlocutory  orders,  see  Final  and  inter- 
locutory judgments  and  decrees,  sttpra 

Jurisdiction,  see  Appeal  and  error,  supra 

Jurisdiction,  see  Final  and)  interlocutory 
judgments  and   decrees,   supra 

Modification  of  judgment  on  appeal,  641 
note 

Porto   Rico  district  court,   review   of  de- 
cisions,  599-^600  note,  607  note 
Preferred  causes 
Appeal  from  order  made  imder  packers 

and  stockyards  act,  292 
Appeals  from  orders  refusing  to  desig- 
nate or  suspending  or  revoking  desig- 
nation of  board  of  trade  as  "  contract 
market  ".  8 
Stay  of  proceedings,  601  note 
Time  for  taking  appeal  or  writ  of  error, 
637-638  note 

CIRCUIT  COURTS 

See  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals 

CIRCUSES 

Definition  of  circus,  197 

Special  tax  on  proprietor,  197 

Tax  paid  in  one  state,  territory  or  District 
of  Columbia  not  to  exempt  exhibitions 
from  tex  in  another  state,  territory*  or 
District  of  Columbia,  1^7 

CITIZENSHIP 

See  Chinese  Exclusion;  Naturalization 
Alien  wife  of  alien  husband,  403  note 
Deserter   from   army  denied   admission   to 

citizenship.  402  note 
Marriage  of  American  woman  to  resident 

foreigner,  403  note 

CIVIC  LEAGUES 

Exemption  from  income  tax,  150 

CIVIL    RELIEF    OF    SOLDIERS    AHD 
SAILORS 

See  Soldiers'  and  Sailors'  Civil  Relief 
Act 

CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Conspiracy  to  deny  civil  rights,  581  note, 

690  note 
Negroes,  exclusion   from   jury  on    account 

of  color,  403  note 

CIVIL   SERVICE 

Accountants  in  General  Accounting  Office, 
examinations,  64 

Employees  of  Bureau  of  Budget  placed  un- 
der civil  service  law,  69 
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CI VQ.  SERVICE  —  ( Cont'd ) 

Employees  of  Rent  Commission  of  District 
of  Columbia  51 

Hospitals,  employees  to  prepare  plans  for 
additional  hospital  facilities,  104 

Retired  employees  employed  in  postal  serv- 
ice, right  to  retired  pay,  262-263 

Retirement  of  employees  in  civil  service, 
appropriation  for,  20-21 

CLAXMB 

Assignment,  railway  company  succeeding 
to  claims  of  another  by  consolidation, 
403  note 

False  claims  against  government,  criminal 
offense,  690-6^1  note 

Payment  of  claims  or  accounts  adjusted  by 
General  Accounting  Office,  62 

Priority  of  debts  due  United  States 
Income  tax,  403  note 
Receivers,  liability  for  income  tax,  403 
note 

Private  property  of  officers,  enlisted  men 
and  nurses  destroyed  in  military  service, 
reimbursement  authorized,  21-22 

Settlement  and  adjustment  in  General  Ac- 
counting Office,  62 

Sureties  paying  claims;  rights  of,  403  note 

War  contracts,  reimbursement  for  losses 
on,  264 

CLATTOK  ACT 

Federal  Trade  Ck>nmii8ftion  Act  distin- 
guished, 523  note 

CliEBXS  OF  COITRTS 

Appointment  of  clerks  of  district  court,  231 
Compensation   of  clerks,  deputies  and  as- 
sistants serving  as  United  Statee  com- 
missioners, 233 
Fees,  deposit  to  secure,  567  note 
Gratuities  from  litigants,  effect  of  accept- 
ance, 233 
Salary  provided  in  lieu  of  fees,  231 

CI.01JD  Olf  TITLE 

Joinder  of  nonresident  defendants,  596  note 

CLUBS 

Income  tax,  exemption,  150 
Tax  on  dues  and  fees,  192 

COAL 

See    Food    and    Fuel;    Mineral   Lands, 

Mines  and  Mining 
Reservations  in  patents  for  public  lands, 

268-269 
Transportation    by   railroad    interested    in 

mine  prohibited,  508  note 

COAST  AKD  GEODETIC  SURVEY 

Assistant  director,  designation  by  Secre- 
tary of  Commerce,  23 

COAST  GUARD 

Turning  Coast  Guard  back  to  Treasury 
Department,  validity  of  presidential 
order,  440  note 


COnfAGE,       MUITS       AMD       ASSAY 
OFFICES 

Dies  for  counterfeiting,  possession  as  crime, 
824  note 

Value  of  foreign  coins,  amendment  and  re- 
peal of  statutes,  23  note 

Value  of  foreign  coins,  how  ascertained, 
42-43 

COLLISIONS 

Anchored  vessels 
.Burden  of  proving  fault,  405  note 
Collision  not  to  be  anticipated,  405  note 
Collision  with  vessel  in  charge  of  tugs, 

fault,  408-409  note 
Duty  of  anchored  vessel,  405  note 
Duty  to  avoid  collision,  405  note 
Sound  signals,  duty  to  give,  406  note 
Danger,  rules  for  avoidance,  408  note 
Ferry  'boats  operating  near  ^ips,  407  note 
Fog,  see  Weather  conditions,  mfra 
Lights 

Colliding    vessels    without    lights    held 

■mutually  at  fault,  408  note 
Flare  up  lights,  propriety  of  using,  406 

note 
Scows,  lights  on,  409  note 
Lookout 
Failure  to  maintain,  404  note 
Neglect  to  maintain   lookout  not  to  be 

exonerated,  409  note 
N^ligence  in  not  maintainix^  lookout, 

404  note 
Poflition  of  lookout,  404  note 
Relief  of  lookout  from  other  duties,  409 

note 
Tug  with  barge  in  tow,  405  note 
Mutual  fault  in  failing  to  take  proper  pre- 
cautions, 405  note 
Narrow  channels 

Keeping  to  starboard  when   "  safe   an 

practicable,"  407-408  note 
Upper  New  York  harbor  as  narrow  chan- 
nel, 408  note 
Overtaking  vessels 

Evidence  as  to  statue,  404  note 
Mutual  fault,  407  note 
Precautions,  effect   of   failure  to   observe, 

404  note 
Sailing   vessels,   see  Steering  and  sailing 

rules,  infra 
St.  Clair  Flats,  collision  in,  405  note 
Signals 

See  Lights,  sitpra 

Anchored    vessel,    duty    to    give    sound 

signal,  406  note 
Colliding    vessels    without    lighiB    held 

mutually  at  fault,  40^ 
Failure  to  act  on  signals,  406  note 
Lights  on  scows,  409  note 
Sound  signals,  see  Signals,  supra 
Speed 

EiVidence  of  speed  in  fog,  405  note 
Full  speed  in  fog  as  negligence,  404  note 
Liability  for  failure  to  lessen  speed,  404 

note 
Moderate  speed   in   fog,  applieaiioii  of 
article  to  sailing  VMMlt,  404  nott 
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COIXI8IONS  ^{Confd) 
Speed  —  (Cont'd) 

Moderate   speed    in   thick   weather,   406 

note 
Steamship    colliding    with    sailing    veaeel, 

presumption  of  fault,  407  note 
Steering  and  sailing  rules 

Avoidance  of  danger,  408  note 
Burdened   vessel,   risk   assiuned   by,  407 

note 
Change  by  agreement,  407  note 
Ferry   boats   operating  near   ships,   407 

note 
Meeting  vessels  to  pass  on  port  side  of 

each  other,  409  note 
Mutual  fault,  406  note 
Privileged  vessel,  duty  of,  407  note 
Privileged  vessel  to  keep  course,  404  note 
Proper   precautions,  duty  to  take,  404 

note 
Sailing   vessel    colliding    with    steamer, 

presumption  of  fault,  407  note 
Sailing  vessels,  moderate  speed  in  fog, 

404  note 
Signals,  failure  to  act  on,  406  note 
Steamer  and  schooner  approaching,  404 

note 
Steamers    crossing,    change    of    steeirlng 

rules  by  agreement,  407  note 
Steamers,  duty  to  keep  out  of  way  of 

sailing  vessels,  404  note 
Steamers  passing  each   other,  effect  of 

inconsistent  pilot  rules,  409  note 
Vessel  required  to  keep  out  of  way,  at- 
tempt to  cross  bow  as  fault,  407  note 
Vessels   running  in  same  direction,  407 

note 
Upper  New  York  harbor  as  "  narrow  chan- 
nel ",  408  note 
Vessels    at   anchor,   see   Anchored  vessels, 

supra 
Weather  conditions 
Pull  speed  in  fog  as  negligence,  404  note 
Moderate    speed    in   thick   weather,   404 

note,  406  note 

COLOMBIA 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

C0I4>BAI>0 

Colorado  River,  apportionment  of  wateiis 
between  certain  states,  ^80 

Compact  with  certain  other  states  for  ap- 
portionment of  waters  of  Colorado  River. 
^80 

Desert  lands,  application  of  act  of  March 
3,  1877,  for  sale  of  desert  lands,  268 

Grand  River,  name  changed  to  Colorado 
River,  280 

COMBiXlrATIONS 

See  Trade  Combinations  and  Trusts 

COMMERCE 

See  Interstate  Commerce 

Advance  by  War   Finance   Corporation  to 

promote  commerce  with  foreign  nations, 

30 

29 


COMMERCE  BEPARTMEHT 

Purchases    from    continent   funds    applica- 
bility of  R.  S.  §  3688,  23 

COMMISSIONERS 

8ee  United  States  Ooumissionebb 

combhtnitt  chests 

Exemption  from  income  tax,  1-50 

COMPTROIXER    OEITERAL    OF   THE 
UKITEB  STATES 

9ee  General  Acxx>untinq  Office 

COMPTROIXER  OF  C1JRREN07 

See  Treasury  Department 
Information  to  aid  War  Finance  Corpora- 
tion, duty  to  furnish,  30 

COMPTROIXER  OF  TREASURY 

Auditors'  powers  and  duties  transferred  to 

General  Accounting  Office,  61 
Office  abolished,  60 

CONDEMNATION  PROCEEDINGS 

See  Eminent  Domain 

CONFERENCES 

International     conferences,    limitation    on 
character  of  expenditures,  40 

CONFORMITT  ACT 

"As  near  as  may  be  ",  628  note 

Bills  of  exceptions,  620  note 

Construction  of  conform itv  act,  628  note 

Costs  and  fees,  62^9  note 

Criminal  cases,  629  note 

Demurrers,  630  note 

Discretion  given  to  courts,  628  note 

Equity  jurisdiction  as  affected  by  act,  629 

note 
Judgments     and     proceedings     subsequent 

thereto,  629  note 
Jurisdiction  of  federal  courts  as  affected 

by  act,  628  note 
Limitation  of  actions,  629  note 
New  trials,  motions  for,  629  note 
Nonsuit,  629  note 
Parties,  630  note 
Pleadings,  630  note 
Writs  and  processes,  630  note 

CONGRESS 

Control  over  memorials,  etc.,  in  Arlington 

Memorial  Amphitheater,  16 
Election   of   senators   and   representatives, 

power  of  congress  over,  819  note 
Election   of  senators,  application   of   Cor- 
rupt Practices  Act  to  election  by  popu- 
lar vote,  868  note 
House  of   Representatives,   index  |>o  daily 
calendar   to  be   printed   on   Monday   of 
each  week,  25 
Joint  resolutions 

Committee  appointed  to  reorganize  ad- 
ministrative branch  of  sovernment, 
241-25 
Relief  of  d^reseion  in  agricultural  sec- 
tions, 26 
Termination  of  war  with  Germany  and 
Austro-Hungary,  68 


898 


INDEX 


CONOBE88  —( Cont'd ) 
Taxing  power,  see  Taxation 
War  power,  duration,  446  note 
War,  power  to  declare,  825  note 

CONORSSnOKAIi  MEDAIi  OF  HONOR 

Award  to  unknown  British  and  French 
soldiers  buried  in  Westminster  Albbey 
and  in  the  Arc  de  Triomphe  respectively, 
316 

OONJVirCTIOUT 

District  of  Connecticut 
Accommodations  provided  for  court,  234 
Establishment  of  district,  234 
Place  of  holding  court,  234 
Terms  of  court,  234 

comfEornro  oarbiers 

See  INTEBBTATE    COMMERCE   ACT 

OOKftCIENTIOUfl   OBJECTORS 

See  Wab  Risk  Insubance 

CONSOLIDATION  OP  CAUSES 

Appealability  of  order,  631  note 
Contempts    for    violating    injunction,    631 

note 
Discretion  of  court,  630  note 
E^ect  of  consolidation,  630  note 
Power  of  court,  630  note 
Propriety   of   consolidation,    630  note 
Purpose  of  consolidation,  630  note 

CONSPIRACT 

See  Seditious  Conspibaot 

Bribery  of  United  States  oflScer,  696  note 

Definition,  692  note 

Evidence,  6M  note 

Indictment,  693  note 

Offense  against  United  States,  conspiracy 

to  commit,  691  note 
Overt  act,  692  note 
Trial,  695  note 
Venue,  693  note 

CONSTITUTION 

Amendments,  834-835  note 
Duty  of  secretary  of  state  as  to  amend- 
ments, 781  note 

CONSUXS 

See  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Officers 

CONTEMSPT 

Acts  constituting  contempt,  621  note 
Consolidation    of  trials    for   violating   in- 
junction, 631  note 
Criticising  correctness  of  judicial  decisions, 

620  note 

Disobedience   of   injunction    in   patent   in- 
fringement suit,  686  note 
Habeas  corpus  to  review  proceedings,  451 

note 
Injunction   or    information    not  .essential, 

637  note 
Letters  relating  to  litigation  as  contempt, 

621  note 

Power  to  punish,  621  note 
Review  of  proceedings,  643  note 
TriaL  mode  of  proceeding,  637  note 


CONTRACT  MARKETS 

See  Future  Trading  Act 

CONTRACTS 

See  Impairment  of  Obligation  of   Con- 
tracts; Public  Contracts 
Admiralty  jurisdiction,  579  note 
Government  contracts  as  defense  to  non- 
•performance  of  contracts  with  individ- 
uals, 809  note 

CONVICTS 

See  Prisons  and  Prisoners 

Americant  convicts  in  foreign  countries, 
appropriations  for  expense  of  mainte- 
nance, 49 

COPYRIGHT 

Accounting,  see  Injunctions  and  accounting, 

infra 
Aliens,  right  to  obtain  copyright,  411  note 
Assignment  of  motion  picture  rights,  413 

note 
Catalogues  as  subject  of  copyright,  410  note 
Co-autibors   taking  copyright  in   name  of 

one,  410  note 
Damages   for   infringement,   discretion    of 

judge,  412  note 
Disc  records,  410  note 
District  courts,  jurisdiction   in   copyright 

cases,  560  note 
Foreign  books  previously  published  abroad, 

410  note 
Infringement 

Damages   as   discretionary   with   judge, 
4ie  note 

Injunction  and  accounting,  412^13  note 

Jurisdiction  of   infringement  suits,  580 
note 

Pleading,  412  note 

Remedies,  421  note 

Seizure  of  copies,  412  note 
Injunctions  and  accounting 

Administrator's  right  to  sue,  413  note 

Appellate  review,  413  note 

Colorable  imitation  of  play  enjoined,  412 
note 

Complaint  required  to  show  title,  413 

Decree  -in   another   district,   effect,   413 
note 
Jurisdiotion  in  copyright  cases,  580  note 
"  Manufactured "  goods,  disc  reoordd,  410 

note 
Mortgage  of  copyright,  413  note 
Motion  picture  rights,  assignment,  413  note 
Musical    compositions,    disc    records,    410 

note 
Partnership,  right  to  obtain  copyright  in 

firm  name,  411  note 
Persons  entitled  to  obtain  copyright 

Aliens,  411  note 

Partnership,  411  note 
Pleading  in  infringement  suits,  412  note 
Renewal 

Disposition  of  right  by  will,  411  note 

Ebristing  copyrights,  persons  entitled  to 
renew,  411-412  note 

Notice  of  copyright  after  renewal  by  ex- 
ecutor, 411  note 

Persons  entitled  to  renew,  411  not« 
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COPTBIOHT  *  ( Cont'd ) 

Seizure  of  infringed  copies,  412  note 

Subjects  of  copyright 
Books    previously   published    abroad    in 

foreign  language,  410  note 
Trade  catalogues,  410  note 
Trade-mark  directory,  411  note 

Trade  catalogue  as  sulbject  of  copyright, 
410-411  note 

Trade-mark  directory  as  subject  of  copy- 
right, 411  note 

CORK 

Tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery,  see  Fu- 
TUBE  Trading  Act 

OORHEBS 

Preventing  cornering  of  grain,  7 

OOBFORATIOHfl 

See  War  Finance  G6rporatton 
Acts  or  omissions  of  officers  or  agents,  lia- 
bility under  Future  Trading  Act,  6 
Bankruptcy    of    corporations,    see    Bank- 

BtJPTCY 

Bond  and  other  corporate  obligations,  205- 

206 
Capital  stock 

Pledge   of   stock  not   subject   to   stamp 
taxes,  206 

Proxy  to  vote  shares,  stamp  tax,  208 

Stamps  attached  to  stock  book  and  not 
to  certificates  on  original  issues,  206 

Stamp  tax  on  sales  and  transfers,  206 

Stamp  tax  on  stock  certificates,  original 
issue,  206 

Transfer  to  broker  for  sale  not  subject 
to  stamp  taxes,  206 
Capital  stock  tax,  106 
Charter  as  contract  with  state  protected 

from  impairment,  827  note 
Consolidation,  succession  to  claims  of  con- 
solidated companies  against  government, 

403  note 
Definition  of  term  in  Revenue  Act,  122 
Domestic  corporation,  meaning  of  phrase 

in  Revenue  Act,  122 
Federal  corporations,  jurisdiction  of  actions 

'by  or  against,  &73  note 
Foreign  corporation,  meaning  of  phrase  in 

Revenue  Act,  122 
Officers  and  emrployees  as  persons  within 

Internal  Revenue  Act,  212 
Personal  service  corporations,  see  Income 

Tax 
Personal   service  corporation,  meaning   in 

Revenue  Act,  123 
"  Person  "  within  meaning  of  Future  Trad- 
ing Act,  6 
**  Person  "  within  meaning  of  Revenue  Act, 

122 
Proxy  to  vote  at  corporate  election,  stamp 

tax  imposed,  208 
Stock,  see  Capital  stock,  supra 
Taxation  of  capital  stock  tax,  196 
Taxation  of  ineomesi  see  Inooks  Tax 


CORRUPT  TBACnOSS  ACT 

See  Elections 

COSTA  BICA 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipo- 
•     tentiary,  salary,  46 

COST8 

Apportionment,  413  note 

Disclaimer,  failure  to  file  as  affecting  costs, 

413  note 
Final  hearing  in  equity  or  admiralty,  413 

note 

COTTOK 

Pink   bollworm,   reimbursement   of   states 
for  exipenses  in  eradicating,  4-6 

COTTON  rUTUBBfl 

See  Internal  Rjbvidnuib 

COUNCIL  OF  H ATIONAIi  DEFENSE 

Highway  powers  transferred  to  Secretary 
of  i^iculture,  95-^ 

COUNTERFEITINO 

See  Penal  Laws 

Possession    of    counterfeiting    implemente, 
703  note 

COURT  OF  CliAIMfl 

Allegiance  of  daimant,  necessity  of  proof, 

602  note 
Appeals  to  Supreme  Court,  611  note 
Concurrent      jurisdiction      with      district 

courts,  602  note 
Contracts,  claims  founded  on,  602  note 
Interest  on  claims  not  allowed,  when,  236 
Jurisdiction,  claim  for  taxea  illegally  as- 
sessed or  collected,  235 
Ix)yalty  of   claimant,   necessity  of   proof, 

602  note 
New  trial,  discretion  as  to  allowance,  602 

note 
Ownership  of  seised  property,  602  note 
Seized    property,    ownership    at   time   of 

seizure,  602  note 
Tort    liability    againet    government,    624 

note 
Torts,  claims  sounding  in,  602  note 
War  claims,  602  note 

COURTS 

-See  Cjamnr  Ooubt  op  Appeals  ;  Ooubt  of 
Olaimb;    Dtbtriot    Coubts:     ECawau; 

SUFBBME  OODVr 

District  courts  of  Alaska,  see  AuiSKA 

COURTS-ICARTIAI.   (ARBCT) 
See  Abtioles  of  Wax 

Number  of  officers,  807  note 
Composition 

Officers   of   United   States   Guards,    807 
note 

Retired   officers,    806   note 
Delivery  of  offenders  to  civil  authorities. 

807  note 
DismiPsal   of  officer  by  president  without 

trial,  809  note 
Due  procePR  of  law  by  court-martial  sen- 

tence,  844  note 
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COUBTS-MARTIAL  (ARMY) —(Con tVZ) 
Former    jeopardy,    offense   prosecuted    un- 
der another  article,  808  note 
General   oourt-martial,   power   to   appoint, 

807  note 
Habeas   corpus   to   review   judgment,   451 

note 
Jurisdiction 

Marines   detached   for   military   service, 
806  note 

Military  prisoners,  806  note 

Persons    subject    to    military    law,    806 
note 
Marines  detached  for  military   service  as 

triable  by  court-martial,  806  note 
Military      prisoner**      triable      by      conrt- 

martial,  806  note 
Murder  committed   in   time  of  pea(e.   807 

note 
Power  of  congress  to  provide  for  trials  by 

court-martial,   825   note 
Procedure,   HQ^  note 
Review  of  proceedings  by  civil  courts.  806 

note 

CREDITORS'  BILI. 

Interest  on  judgment,  when  allowctl,  565 
note 

Penalty  for  rebates  by  carrier,  enforce- 
ment, 520  note 

CRIERS 

See  District  Cottbts 

CRIMES 

Termination  of  war  with  Germany  as 
affecting  liability  to  ,puni«linicnt  for  cer- 
tain crimes,  316 

CRIMINAI.  I.AW 

See  Penal  Laws 

Aliens  entering  or  leaving  country  during 

war,  420  note 
Arrest  without  warrant,  416  note 
Bail,  deposit  of  money  in  lieu  of  security, 

415  note 
Cruel  and  unusual  punishment  prohibited, 

848  note 
Espionage 

Acquittal  and  conviction  under  separate 
counts,  419  note 

Conspiracy  to  violate  law.  419  note 

Cbnstitutionality  of  act,  417  note 

Defenses,  418  note  • 

"Enlistment"  defined,  417  note 

Evidence,  418  note 

Exclusion     of     offending     matter     from 
mails,  420  note 

False   reports,    etc..    language    not   pro- 
tected by  constitution,  417  note 

Indictment,  417  note 

Instructions,  419  note 

"Military  forces*'  definetl,  417  note 

Offenses  involving  moral  turpitude,  417 
note 

Questione  for  jury,  419  note 

"Recruiting"  defined,  417  note 

Variance,  419  note 

Wilfully  obstructing  recruiting   or   en- 
listment ienrice,  417  note 


CRIMIKAI.  JJLW ^{Cont'd) 

Ehccessive  fines  prohibited,  848  note 
Following  state  practice,  414  note 
Former  jeopardy,  see  Twice  in  Jbopabdt 
Immunity   against  Belf-incriminati(»i,   843 

note 
Indictment 

Oonsolidation   of  indictments,   416  note 

Date,  error  in,  416  note 

Election  of  counts,  416  note 

Joinder  of  offenses,  416  note 

Separate    punishment   for    each    offense, 
416  note 

Tin>e  of  commission  of  offense,  416  note 

Variance,   416  note 
Indictment    or    presentment    essential    to 

prosecution,   842  note 
Jeopardy,  see  Twice  in  Jeopardy 
Jurisdiction,      offenses      against      United 

vStates,  415  note 
Limitation  of  prosecutions  for  offenses  not 

capital,  33 
Mails,  offenses  against,  see  Postal  Service 
Place  of  trial 

Crimes    committed    on    high    seas,    595 
note 

Offenses  begun  in  one  district  and  oom- 
pleted  in  another,  595  note 
I^ostal  offenses,  see  Postai^  Service 
Preliminary  examination,  415  note 
Removal  of  accused  to  trial  district,  415 

note 
Right  to  jury  trial,  830  note 
Rights  of  accused 

Accusation    by    indictment    or    informa- 
tion, 842  note 

Confrontation  with  witnesses,   847   note 

Information    in    nature    of    accusation, 
847  note 

Place  of  trial,  846  note 

Self-incrimination,     protection     against, 
843  note 

Speedy  and  public  trial,  846  note 

Trial  by  jury  of  vicinage,  846  note 
Self-incrimination,     immunity    from,     843 

note 

CROP  ESTIMATES 

See  AORICUI.TURE 

CRUELTY 

Gifts  and  bequests  for  prevention  of 
cruelty  to  children  or  animals  exempt 
from  estate  tax,  178 

Public  performance  for  benefit  of  societies 
for  prevention  of  cruelty  to  children  or 
animals,  exemption  from  admission  tax. 
1»1 

CUBA 

Alien  resident  in  Cuba  as  affected  by  act 
limiting  immigration,   107 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

C1TRRBHCT 

Foreign  coIum,  atcertftinment  of  ymlue, 
42-43 


INDEX 


901 


OnSTOMHOirSS  BB0KE!RS 

Annual  occupation  tax,  197 

CUSTOMS  DITTIES 

Acids,  427  note 

Nitric  acid  mixed  with   sulphuric  acid, 
421  not« 
Additional  duties  for  undervaluation,  433 

note 
Ad  valorem  duties,  export  value  as  basis 

of  assessment,  41-42 
Alizarin,  435  note 
Allowance    for   breakage   or    leakage,   423 

note 
American  goods  returned,  free  entry,  427 

note 
Animals    for    breeding   purposes,    rate    of 

emergency  duty,  35 
Antidumping,    see   Dumrping   duties,   infra 
Appeal  from  determination  of  appraisers, 

see  Dumping  duties,  infra 
Apples-,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  36 
AppliquM  articles,  426  note 
A'ppraisal 

Allowance  for  breakage  or  leakage,  423 
note 

Cost  of  production,  433-434  note 

Decision  by   court   of   customs   appeals, 
434  note 

Depreciated    currency,    consular    certifi- 
cate as  to  value,  433  note 

Elements  of  dutiable  value,  434  note 

Inspection  of  books  of  exporters  and  im- 
porters, 4^-44 

Invoice  as  evidence,  423  note 

Invoices,  siatentcuts  required,  42 

Presumption  in  favor  of  collector's  find- 
ing, 425  note 

Unusual  coverings  on  imported  merchan- 
dise. 434  note 
Artificial  fruits^  flowers,  etc.,  425  note 
Assessment,  see  Ad  valorem  duties,  supra ; 

Appraisal,  supra 
Baggage 

Advance  notice  of  arrival,  433  note 

Special   duties,  435-436  note 

Unloading  at  'night,   pay  of  inspectors. 
433  note 
Bamboo  pipe  stems,  427,  420  note 
Beans,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Beef,  rate  of  emergen cv  duty,  35 
Bill  of  lading 

Definition  of  bill  of  lading,  431  note 

Holder    of    indorsed    bill    deemed    con- 
signee, 431   note 
Boiler  parts,  430  note 
Bonded  warehounes.  application  for  estab- 
lishment. 434  note 
Bone  watch  charms,  426  note 
Books 

Everyman's  library,  424  note 

Professional  journals,  428  note 

Textbooks.  424.  428  note 
Breakage,  allowance  for,  423  note 
Butter   and    sulistitutes   therefor,    ralo    of 

emergency  duty,  36 
By-produjct  lignum  extract,  421,  42^*  nt'tt' 


CUSTOMS  DUTIES— (Cont'd) 
Carpets  and  rugs 
Chenille  carpete  and  rugs,  424  note 
Handmade  rugs,  424  note 
Machine-made    chenille   wool   rugs,    424 

note 
Rugs  for  fioors,  424  note 
Cattle     for     breeding    purposes,     rate    of 

emergency  duty,  36 
Cattle,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Cheese    and    substitutes    therefor,   rate   of 

emergency  duty,  36 
Chemical  compounds 

Chemically     con^pounded     articles     dis- 
tinguished from  chemical  compounds, 
421  note 
Dutiaible  articles,  421  note 
Chemicals,   see  Dyes  and  chemicals,  infra 
Chenille 

Carpets  and  rugs,  424  note 
Hemp  chenille,  425  note 
Machine-made    chenille   wool    rugs,    424 
note 
Cherries,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  38 
Chicle,  refined  and  crude.  421   note 
Classification  for  duty 
Classification   of   article  as  nonentuner* 

ated,  427  note 
Commercial  designation,  effect,  428  note 
Pleading  fftatutory  provision  in  making 

protest,  427  note 
Presumption     in     favor     of     collector's 
classification.  425  note 
Cleaned  and  dried  fish  sounds,  421  note 
Cocoanut  oil,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Collection    under    Emergencv    tariff    act. 

36-37 
Containers  of  tea,  429  note 
Cop.per 
Construction   of  provision   as  to  copper 

ore  and  products,  428  note 
Copper  matte,  428  note 
Corn,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Cotton 

Cloth  colored  and  uncolored,  423  note 
Invoice  as  evidence  of  dutiable  characer, 

423  note 
Manufactures   of   cotton,   rat«   of   emer- 
gency duty.  35 
Rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Cottonseed  oil,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Crushed  limestone.  428  note 
Dairy  products,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  36 
Dumping  duties 

Appeal     from     determination     of     ap- 
praisers, 41 
Appeals  and  protests,  41 
Appraisement   for   (purpose   of    imposing 

special  duties.  37 
Appraisers'  duties,  40 
Appraisers,  reports  as  to  exporter's  sales 

price  of  imported  articles.  37 
Bond  and  oath  on  entry.  40 
Cost  of   production,   mode   of  determin- 
ing,  39 
Drawlmcks,  41 

Duration   of  antidumping  act  extendeil, 
45-46 
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CUSTOMS  DUTIES '(Con^ci) 
Dumping  duties  —  ( Oonfd ) 

Duty  imposed,  ascertainment  of  amount, 
37 

Exporter,  who  is,  40 

Export  sale  price,  mode  of  determining, 
38 

Foreign  market  value,  considerations  in 
determining,  37-38 

Foreign  market  value,   mode  of   deter- 
mining, 39 

Investigation  as  to  necessity  of  imposi- 
tion, 37 

Oath  and  bond  on  entry,  40 

Period    of    antidumping    act    extended, 
45-46 

Protest    against    determination    of    ap- 
praisers, 41 

Protests,  41 

Punchase  price,  mode  of  ascertaining,  38 

Secretary  of  Treasury,  investigation  as 

to     necessity     of     imposing     special 

duties,  37 

Duration  of  emergency  tariff,  34 

Dyed  straw  millinery  ornaments,  425  note 

Dyes  and  chemicals,  refusal  of  entry  for 

period  of  six  months,  44-45 
Embroidery,  426  note 
Emergency  tariff 

Animals  for  breeding  purposes,  35 

Apples,  36 

Beans,  35 

Beef,  35 

Butter  and  substitutes  therefor,  36 

Cattle,  35 

Cattle  for  breeding  purposes,  35 

Cheese  and  substitutes  therefor,  36 

Cherries,  36 

Cocoanut  oil,  35 

Com,  35 

Cotton^  35 

Cotton  manufactures,  35 

Cottonseed  oil,  35 

Dairy  products,  36 

Expiration  of  emergency  act,  36 

Filler  tobacco,  36 

Flax  seed,  35 

Ground  beans,  35 

Guam  not  subject  to  emergenev  tariff, 
34-35 

Indian  corn,  35 

Lamb,  35 

Lemons,  35 

Maize,  35 

Manufactures  of  wool,  36 

Meats,  prepared  or  preserved,  35 

Melada,  36 

Milk,  fresh,  36     . 

Milk,  preserved  or  condensed,  36 

Molasses.  36 

Mutton,  85 

Olive  oil,  35 

Olives,  36 

Onions,  35 

Paddy  {rice  having  outside  hull  on),  35 

Peanut  oil,  35 

Peanuts,  35 

Pork,  35 


OUSTOICS  DUTIES— ((^Af<l) 
Emergency  tariff —  {Confd) 

Potatoes,  35 

Rice,  35 

Rice  flour,  35 

Semolina,  35 

Sheep,  35 

Sheep  for  breeding  purposes,  35 

Sirups  of  cane  juice,  36 

Soya  bean  oil,  35 

Sugar,  36 

Suspension  of  existing  rates,  36 

Tobacco,  36 

Veal,  35 

Wheat,  35 

Wheat  flour,  36 

Wool,  35 

Wirapper  tobacco,  36 
Engine  parts,  430  note 
Entry 

Additional  duties  for  undervaluation,  433 
note 

False  invoice,  evidence,  432  note 

Manifest  clerical  error  in  diange  of  in- 
voice value,  432  note 

Statements  required  at  time  of  entry,  42 

Undervaluation,    additional    duties    pre- 
scribed, 433  note 
Everyman's  library  and  textbooks,  424  note 
Exemptions  from  emergency  duties,  animals 

for  breeding  purposes,  35 
Ebcport  value 

Basis  of  assessing  ad  valorem  duties,  41 

Mode  of  determining,  41 

Value  deflned,  42 
Export   value   as    basis    of    assessing    ad 

valorem  duties,  see  Ad  valorem  duties, 

9upra 
Extnu^ts 

By-product  lignum  extract,  421,  4fi9  note 

Nutgall  extract,  421  note 
Fashion  plates,  424,  430  note 
Ferrosilicon,  422  note 

Filler  tobacco,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  36 
Fish 

Cleaned  and  dried  flsh  sounds,  421  note 

Hydrogenated  fish  oil,  421  note 
Blax  seed,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Foreign    coins,    ascertainment    of    Talue, 

42-43 
Forfeitures 

Burden  of  proof,  435  note 

Good  faith  of  owner  of  vehicle,  435  note 

Intoxicating  liquors,  provision  for  for- 
feiture repealed  by  prohibition  act,  435 
note 

Vehicles  used  to  evade  law,  435  note 
Fort   Worth,    Texas,    constituted    port    of 

entry,  45 
Free  list 

American  goods  returned,  427  note 

Burden  of  proof  as  to  identity  of  returned 
goods,  427  note 
Gold  and  silver  plate,  422  note 
Ground  beans,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Ground  oat  hulls,  423  note 
Guam  not  subject  to  emergency  tariff,  34-35 
Hemp  chenille,  425  note 
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CUSTOMS  DUTIES— ((7onr<i) 
Imitation  pearls,  425  note 
Imposition  of  duty,  see  Appraisal,  9upra 
Indian  corn,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Inspection  of  boake 

Exporters'  Ikk^b,  43 

Importers'  books,  43 
Intoxicating  liqnora,  allowance  for  leakage, 

423  note 
Invoice,  see  Appraisal,  suffra 
Islands   not   subject  to   emergency  tariff, 

34-35 
Ivory,  manufactures  of,  426  note 
Ivory  pendants  and  brooches,  425  note 
Jewelry,  425  note 
Lamb,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Leakage,  allowance  for,  423  note 
Lemons,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Levy  imder  emergency  tariff  act,  3&-^7 
Lignum  extract,  by-product,  421,  429  note 
Limestone,  crushed,  428  note 
Lumber,  squared  timers,  429  note 
Maize,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Manifeet 

Failure  to  list  prohibited  articles,  431 
note 

Purpose    of    requiring   correct  manifest, 
431  note 
Manufactures 

Ivory,  426  note 

Wool,   duty   under   Underwood   act,   424 
note 

Wool,  emergency  duty,  36 
Marine  surface  condensers,  422  note 
Meats,  prepared  or  preserved,  rate  of  emer- 
gency duty.  35 
Mechanically  ground  wood  pulp,  424  note 
Melada,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  36 
Merchandise 

Opium  as  merchandise,  431  note 

Statutory  definition,  430  note 
Milk 

Fresh  milk,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  36 

Preserved    or    condensed   milk,    rate    of 
emergency  duty,  36 
Millinery 

Dyed  straw  millinery  ornaments,  425  note 

Fashion  plates,  430  note 

Models  of  women^s  wearing  apparel,  430 
note 

Presumption  in  favor  of  collector's  classi- 
fication, 425  note 
Models  of   women's  wearing  apparel,   430 

note 
Molasses,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  36 
Muttoh,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Needlecaees,  422  note 
Nitric  acid  mixed  with  sulphuric  acid,  421 

note,  427  note 
Nutgall  extract,  421  note 
Oat  hulls,  ground,  423  note 
Oils 

Fluid  at  ordinary  temperatures  as  deter- 
mining character,  421  note 

Hydrogenated  fish  oil,  421  note 

Olive  oil,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 


CUSTOMS  DUTIES— (Cont'd) 
Olives,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  36 
Onions,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Opium  as  merchandise,  431  note 
Paddy   (rice  having  outside  hull  on),  rate 

of  emergency  duty,  35 
Payment 
Burden  of  proof  of  reliquidation,  435  note 
Oonclusivenesa  of  settlement,  434  note 
E)meTgency  tariff  act,  36-37 
Nature  of  reliquidation  for  fraud,  434 
note 
Peanut  oil,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Peanuts,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Pearls,  imitation,  425  note 
Penalties 
Contraband    articles    unloaded    without 

permit,  433  note 
Eimergency  tariff  act,  36-37 
Failures  to  have  correct  manifctst,  431 

note 
Selling  or  buying  goods  liable  to  seizure, 
435  note 
Philippine  Islands  not  subject  to  emergency 

tariff,  34-35 
Plated  articles,  4^2  note 
Platinum 

Ck»mmercial     designation     corresponding 

with  tariff  designation,  428  note 
Sheet  platinum,  428  note 
Pork,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Port  of  entry,  Fort  Worth,  Texas,  consti- 
tuted, 45 
Potatoes,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  85 
Professional  journals,  428  note 
Protection  of  domestic  products,  see  Dump- 
ing duties,  8upra 
Protests 
See  I>umping  duties,  supra 
Persons  authorized  to  make,  434  note 
Pleading  statutory  provision  aa  to  classi- 
fication, 427  note 
Pulp  felts,  worn  out,  430  note 
Reeds 
Bamboo  pipe  etems,  429  note 
Caiinese  reeds,  423  note 
Reeds  cut  into  lengths,  429  note 
Round  reeds  in  the  rough,  423  note 
Refined  and  cruded  chicle,  4<21  note 
Rice  flour,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Rice,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Rugs,  see  Carpets  and  rugs,  supra 
Search  of  vehicles  and  persons,  application 

of  statute,  435  note 
Seizure,  see  Forfeitures,  supra 
Semolina,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Sheep  for  breeding  purposes,  rate  of  emer- 
gency duty,  35 
Sheep,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Slioddy,  420  note 
Silver  plate,  422  note 
Sirups   of  cane  juice,  rate  of  emergency 

duty,  36 
Smokers'  articles,  426-427  note 
Solder  reclaimed  from  brass  shells,  322  note 
Soya  bean  oil,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
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CUSTOMS  DUTIES— ((7onr<i) 

Special  dumping  duty,  see  Dumping  duties, 

aupra 
Squared  timbers,  429  note 
Statements  reijuired  at  time  of  entry,  42 
Straw 

Dyed  straw  articles  not  in  natural  state, 
426  note 

Dyed  straw  millinery  ornaments,  425  note 

Merchandise  composed  of  strips  of  colored 
fttraw,  427  note 

Millinery   ornaments   in   chief   value    of 
straw,  426  note 

"  Natural  state,"  426  note 

Presumption  in  favor  of  collector*^  cla'»si- 
fication,  425  note 

Split  straw  and  chip  material,  426  note 
Sugar,  rate  of  emergency  duty  36 
Suspension  of  former  rates  during  period 

of  emergency  tariff  act,  36 
Synthetic  alizarin,  435  note 
Taxable    articles,    see    Dutiable    articles 

supra;  Emergency  tariff,  supra 
Tea  containers,  429  note 
Temporary   duties  on   certain  articles,  34 

et  seq. 
Tobacco  pipes  and  stems,  426-427  note 
Tabacco,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  36 
Tuscan  red,  435  note 
Tutuila   not    subject   to   emergency    tariff, 

34-35 
Undervaluation,     additional*    duties     pre- 
scribed, 433  note 
Unlading 

Contraband    articles    unloaded    without 
permit,  433  note 

Pay  of   inspectors  of   baggage   unloaded 
at  night,  433  note 
Value  defined,  42 
Veal,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Vehicles  used  to  evade  law,  forfeiture,  435 

note 
Virgin    Islands   not   subject   to   emergency 

tariff,  34-35 
Waste,  429  note 
Watch  charms,  bone,  426  note 
Wheat  flour,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Wheat,  rate  of  emergency  duty,  36 
Wood  pulp  mechanically  ground,  424  note 
Wool 

Machine   made    chenille   wool    rugs,    424 
note 

Manufacture  of  wool,  424  note 

Rate  of  emergency  duty,  35 
Worn  out  pulp  felts,  430  note 
Wrapper  tobacco,  rate  of  emergency  duty, 

36 

CTCIfOlTE  INSURANCE 

Income    tax,    exemption    of    mutual    com- 
panies, 150 

CZEOHO-SLOVAKIA 

Acquisition  of  legation   or  iH)n8ular  build 
ing«  and  grounds,  appropriation,  4fi 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 


DAMAGES 

Income  tax  not  imtposed  on  damages  for 
personal  injuries,  134 

DEAB  BODIES 

See  Cemeteries 

DEATH  BT  WBONGFUI.  ACT 

Admiralty  jurisdiction,  580  note 

DECEDENTS'  ESTATES 

See  Estate  Tax;  Incx)me  Tax 

DEOOBATIONS 

Medals  for  personnel  of  merchant  marine 
for  acts  during  war  with  Germany,  see 
Shipping  and  Navigation 

DEEDS 

Stamp  taxes  imposed  on  deeds,  208 

DEFRAUDINO  GOVEBNMENT 

Limitation  of  prosecutions,  33 


Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 

DENTISTS 

Special  tax  on  administration  of  products 
of  opium  or  coca  leaves,  200 

DEPABTMENT  OF  COHMEBCE 

See  CoMMEBGE  Depabtment 

DEPBIVATION    OF    IiIFE,    IJBERTT 
OB  PBOPERTT 

See  Due  Process  of  Law 

DESCENT  AND  DISTBIBUTION 

Income  tax  not  imposed  on  property   ac- 
quired by  descent,  1^4 

DESEBTEBS 

_  See  Army  ;  War  Risk  Insurance 

DESTBUOTION     OF    PBOPEBTT     IN 
MII.ITABT  SEBVICE 

Reimbursement  of  officers,  enlisted  men  and 
nurses,  21-22 

DEVISES 

See  Wills 

DIPIiOMATIC    AND    CONSUI.AB    OF- 
FIOEBS 

Action  on  official  bond,  436  note 
Agent  and  consul  general 
Salary  of  agent   and   consul  general  at 

Cairo,  4i7 
Salary  of  agent   and   consul   general   at 
Tangier,  47 
Am'bassadors,  envovs  and  ministers 
Appropriations  for  salaries,  46 
Salaries   of    anrbaseadors    extraordinary 

and  plenipotentiary,  46 
Salaries    of    envovs    extraordinarv    niid 

minisyters  plenipotentiary,  46 
Salary  of  minister  resident  l^)d   coiibul 
general  to  Liberia,  4^ 
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TICBRB ^  (Confd) 
Argentina,  ambassador  extraordinary  and 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Austria 

Acquisition  of  l^ation  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 
Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary', salary,  46 
Belgium 
Acquisition  of  embassy  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation 
Minister   extraordinary   and   plenipoten- 
tiary, salary,  46 
Bolivia,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister 

plenipotentiary-,  salary,  46 
3razil,     ambassador     extraordinary     and 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Buildings    for    diplomatic     and    consular 

establishments,  appropriations,  48 
Bulgaria,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minis- 
ter plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Chile,  ambassador  extraordinary  and  pleni- 
potentiary, salar}',  46 
China 

Acquisition  of  embassy  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 
Chinese  assistant  secretary  of  legation  to 

China,  salary,  47 
Chinese  secretary  of  legation  to  China. 

salary,  47 
Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 
Student  interpreters  to  legation,  salaries, 
47 
Columbia,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minis- 
ter plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Commission  for  acquisition  of  buildings  for 
diplomatic  and  consular  establishments, 
48 
Consuls 

Action  on  official  bond,  436  note 
Bills    of   health    for   vessels    bound    for 
ports  of  the  United  States,  its  posses- 
sions or  dependencies,  issuance,  90 
Bills  of  health  for  vessels  bound  for  ports 
of  the  United   States,   its  possessions 
or  dependencies,  issuance,  90 
Citizenship,  49> 

Clerks  at  consulates,  appointment,  49 
Consuls  general 

Salary  of  consul  general  at  Cairo,  47 
Salary  of  consul  general  at  Liberia,  46 
Salary  of  consul  general  at  Tangier,  47 
Costa  Rica,  envoy  extraordinary  and  min- 
ister plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Cuba,    envoy    extraordinary    and    minister 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Czecho-Slovakia 

Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings, appropriation,  48 
Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 
Denmark,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Dominican   Republic,  envoy   extraordinary 
and  minister  plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 


DIPLOMATIC  AND  CON8UI.AR  OF- 
FICERS* (C<mt'd) 

Ecuador,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 

Finland,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

France 
Acquisition  of  buildings  and  grounds  for 

embassy,  appropriation,  48 
Ambassador  and  plenipotentiarv,  salary, 

46 

Oermanv 

Acquisition  of  embassy  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 
Ambassador  extraordinary  and  plenipo- 
tentiarv, salnrv.  46 
Croat  Britain 

Acceptance  of  gift  of  land  and  buildings 

for  embassv,  48 
Ambassador   extraordinary   and  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 
Greece,  acquisition  of  legation  or  consular 

buildings,  appropriation,  48 
Guatemala,  envoy  extraordinary  and  min- 
ister plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Haiti,    envoy    extraordinary    and   minis-ter 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Honduras,  envoy  extraordinarv  and  minis- 

ter  plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Hungary 

Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 
Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 
Immigration,    government    officials,    their 
families,  etc.,  not  counted  in  computing 
percentage  of  aliens  admitted,   107 
Interpreters,  salaries,  47 

Italy 

Acquisition  of  embassy  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 
Ambassador  extraordinary  and  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 
Japan 

Ambassador  extraordinary   and  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 
Japanese  assistant  secretary  of  embassy 

to  Japan,  salary,  47 
Japanese  secretary  of  embassy  to  Japan, 

salary,  47 
Student  interpreters  to  embassv,  salaries, 
47 
Liberia 

Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  4S 
Minister  resident  and  consul  general,  sal- 
ary, 46 
Luxemburg,  envoy  extraordinary  and  min- 
ister plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Mexico,     ambassador     extraordinary     and 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Netherlands,  envoy  extraordinary  and  min- 
ister plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Nicaraugua,  envoy  extraordinary  and  min- 
ister plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
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DIPIiOMATIC    AUB    CONSUI«AB    OF- 
FICERS— {Ctmt'd) 
Norway 

AcquiBition  of  legation  or  confiular  build- 
ings, appropriation,  48 
Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 
Panama,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Paraguay,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minis- 
ter plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Persia 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 
■Interpreter  to  legation  and  consul  gen- 
eral, salary,  47 
Peru,   envoy   eartraordinary    and    minister 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Poland,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Portugal,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

Bumania 

Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings, appropriation,  48 

Envoy  eartraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 
Salaries 

Agente  and  consuls  generals,  47 

Ambassadors  extraordinary  and  plenipo- 
tentiary, 46 

Envoys    extraordinary    and    plenipoten- 
tiary, 46 

Interpreters,  47 

Minister  resident  and  consul  general,  46 

Secretaries  in  diplomatic  service,  47 
Salvador 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

Improvement    of    grounds    of    legation 
building,  appropriation,  48 
Serbs,  Croats  and  Slovenes 

Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings at  Belgrade,  appropriation,  48 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

Siam 
Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 
Interpreter  to  legation  and  consul  general 
to  Bankok,  salary,  47 

Spain,  antbassador  extraordinary  and  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

Sweden,  envoy  extraordinary  and  minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

Switzerland,  envoy  extraordinary  and  min- 
ister plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

Turkey 

Ambassador  extraordinary  and  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 
Student  interpreters  to  embassy,  salaries, 

47 
Turkish  assistant  secretary  of  embassy  to 

Turkey,  salary,  47 
Turkish  secretary  of  embassy  to  Turkey, 
salary,  47 
Uruguay,   envoy   extraordinary   and   min- 
'  ister  plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 


DIPI.OMATIO   AUB    CON8in.AB    OF- 
FICERS —  ( Confd ) 
Venezuela,  envoy  extraordinary  and  min- 
ister plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

DISCOVERT 

Jurisdiction  of  federal  courte,  49&  note 

DISMISSAL 

Adequate  remedy  at  law  as  ground  for  dis- 
missing suit  in  equity,  622  note 

Discontinuance  of  libel  in  personam,  628 
note 

DISTUXED   SPIRITS 

See  INTERNA!,  Rbvejiue;  Intoxioatiko 
LlQUOB;    TA2    ON   BeVEBAGES 

DISTRICT  ATTORNEYS 

Assistants 
Compensation,  232 

Per  diem  allowance  in  lieu  of  subsist- 
ence, 23^2 

Per  diem  allowance  in  li«u  of  subsistence, 
232 

Special  assistante,  powers  of,  568  note 

United  States  Court  for  China,  expenses 
of  district  attorney  away  from  Shang- 
hai, 231-232 

DISTRICT  COtlRTS 

See  Removai^  of  Causes 
Administration    of    estates,     jurisdiction, 

570-571 
Admiralty  jurisdiction,  577  note 
Amount  in  controversy 

Ascertainment  of  value,  571  note 

Cases  requiring  jurisdictional  amount^ 
571  note 

Good  will,  value  of,  571  note 

Money  demands,  571  note 

Pecuniary  value,  necessity,  571  note 

Pleading  amount  by  plaintiff,  571  note 

Quieting  title,  571  note 

Unfair  competition,  571  note 
Ancillary  proceedings 

Enforcement  of  liens,  577  note 

Injimction  against  interference  with  re- 
ceiver, 677  note 

Jurisdiction  generally,  577  note 

Pleading,  577  note 
Assignees,    jurisdiction    of   suite   by,    576 

note 
Civil    rights,    conspiracy   to    violate,    581 

note 
Clerks 

Acceptance  of  gratuities  from  litigants, 
effect,  233 

Appointment  by  judge,  231 

Compensation,  salarv  instead  of  fees, 
231 

Deputies  and  assistants  serving  as 
United  States  commiR^i oners,  compen- 
sation, 233 

Salary,  231 
Commerce,  jurisdiction  of  suits  under  laws 

relating  to,  673  note 
Connecticut 

District  of  Connecticut  established,  234 

Place  of  holding  court,  234 

Terms  of  court,  234 
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Copyright  laws,  jurisdiction  of  suits 
under,  580  note 

Criers  and  bailiffs,  attendance  and  vaca- 
tion, 232 

Districts,  eee  Judicial  districts,  infra 

Diverse  citizenship 
Alignment  of  parties,  573  note 
Amendment  of  complaint,  623  note 
Arrangement  of  parties  as  to  adverse  in- 
terests, 574  note 
Class  suits,  574  note 
Corporation  as  citizen,  574  note 
Indispensable  parties,  fi|74  note 
Interveners,  576  note 
Real  and  nominal  parties,  574  note 
Representative  parties,  576  note 
Several   parties   plaintiff  or   defendant, 

574  note 
State  as  citizen,  574  note 
Stockholders^  suits,  574  note 
•Substituted  parties,  576  note 

Emergency  Fleet  Corporation,  jurisdiction 
of  suits  by  or  against,  573  note,  581  note 

Equity  jurisdiction,  570  note 

Establishment  and  divisions  of  district  of 
Alaska,  see  Alaska 

Federal  Elmployers'  Liability  Act,  applica- 
bility to  Porto  Rico  as  federal  question, 
573  note 

Federal  farm  loan  bonds,  jurisdiction  of 
actions  involving,  573  note 

Federal  Reserve  Bank,  jurisdiction  of  suits 
by  or  against,  573  note,  581  note 

Fi*aud,  jurisdiction  to  grant  relief,  570 
note 

Hawaii 
•Compensation  of  clerk  of  district  court 

and  assistants,  232 
Condemnation     of     fisheries     in     Pearl 
Harbor,  Island  of  Oahu,  72 

Indian  lands,  jurisdiction  of  suits  con- 
cerning allotments,  582  note 

Injunction  against  enforcing  judgment 
fraudulently  obtained  in  state  court,  614 
note 

Injunction  against  unfair  competition, 
amount  in  controversy,  571  note 

Judicial  districts 
Connecticut   to  constitute    one    district, 

234 
New  Mexico  to  constitute  one  district, 

234 
New   York,    southern   district,    jurisdic- 
tion of  offenses  on  high  seas,  507  note 

Jurisdiction 

Administration     of     decedents*     estates. 

570-^71  note 
Admiralty  jurisdiction,  577  note 
Amount  in  controversy,  571  note 
Ancillary  proceedings,  577  note 
Assignees,  suits  by,  576  note 
Civil  rights,  conspiracy  to  violate,   581 

note 
Commerce,  suits  under  laws  relating  to, 

573  note 
Conspiracy    to    deny    civil    rights,    581 
note 


DISTRICT   OOVnm -^  {amt*d) 
Jurisdiction —  {Cont'd) 

Copyright  laws,  suits  arising  under,  580 
note 

Diverse  citizenship,  571,  573  note     * 

Emergency  Fleet  Corporation,  suits  by 
or  against,  573  note,  581  i;ote 

Exclusive  jurisdiction,  612  note 

Federal  corporations,  suits  by  or 
against,  579  note 

Federal  employees  liability  act,  suits 
under,  573  note 

Federal  farm  loan  bonds,  suits  involv- 
ing, 573  note 

Federal  reserve  banks,  suits  by  or 
against,  573  note,  581  note 

Fraud,  relief  against,  570  note 

Injunction  against  enforcement  of  rates 
fixed  by  state  public  utility  commis- 
sion, 570  note 

Internal  revenue  cases,  580  note 

Interstate  conunerce  laws,  suits  for  vio- 
laticm,  581  note 

Law  and  equity  jurisdiction,  570  note 

Limited  jurisdiction,  570  note 

Mandamus  cases,  572  note 

National  banks,  suits  against,  581  note 

Patent  laws,  suits  arising  iinder,  580 
note 

Penalties  under  national  prohibition  act, 
681  note 

Pleading  jurisdiction,  necessity,  570 
note 

Postal  cases,  580 

Probate  administration,  570-^1  note 

Prohibition  act,  penalties  under,  681 
note 

Revenue  cases,  580  note 

State  legislation,  as  affecting  jturisdic- 
tion,  570  note 

Stay  of  execution  pending  trial  in  state 
court  as  affecting  jurisdiction,  577 
note 

Suits  against  national  banks,  581  note 

kSuits  against  United  States,  581  note 

Suits  arising  undter  constitution,  laws 
or  treaties  of  United  States,  572  note 

Suits  arising  under  copyright  laws,  580 
note 

Suits  arising  under  patent  laws,  580 
note 

Suits  arising  under  trademark  laws,  580 

Suits  by  assignees,  576  note 

Suits  for  violation  of  interstate  com- 
merce laws,  581  note 

Suits  of  civil  nature  at  common  law  or 
equity,  570  note 

Taxes  illegally  assessed  or  collected),  con- 
current jurisdiction  with  Court  of 
Claims,  235 

Territorial  extent,  570  note 

Trademark  laws,  suits  arising  under, 
580  note 

Treaties,  suits  arising  under,  572  note 

United  States,  suits  against,  581  note 
Law  jurisdiction,  570  note 
Money   demands,   amount    in   controversy, 

571  note 
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DISTRICT    €)OJTRTB  —  {Cont'd) 

National  prohibkion  act,  jurisdiction  of 
suits  for  penalties,  581  note 

New  trials,  power  to  grant,  ft22  note 

Patent  laws,  jurisdiction  of  suits  under, 
580  note 

Place  of  holding  court,  district  of  Con- 
necticut, 234 

Postal  laws,  jurisdiction  of  cases  under, 
580  note 

Probate  jurisdiction,  570-571 

Prohibition  act,  jurisdiction  of  suits  for 
•penalties,  581  note 

Quieting  title,  amount  in  controversy,  571 
note 

Removal  of  causes  from  state  courts,  see 
Removal  of  Causes 

Revenue  laws,  proceedings  in  aid  of  en- 
forcement,  213 

Suits  arising  under  constitution,  laws  or 
treaties  of  United  States,  jurisdiction, 
572  note 

Suits  in  states  containing  more  than  one 
district,  596  note 

Supersedeas  'bonds,  power  to  render  sum- 
mary judgments  on,  639  note 

Terms  of  court 

District  of  Connecticut,  234 
District  of  New  Mexico.  234 

Trademark  laws,  juripdiction  of  suits 
under,  680  note 

Treaties,  iurisdiction  of  suits  arising 
under,  572  note 

Unfair  competition,  amount  in  contro- 
versv.  571   note 

United!  States,  iuriwliction  of  suits 
against,  581  note 

Venue  in  states  having  more  than  one  dis- 
trict, 506  note 

Wills,  jurisdiction  to  construe,  571  note 

DISTRICT  JUDGES 

Bias  or  prejudice,  affidavit,  568-560  note 

North  Dakota 

Additional  judge  authorized,  2'^ry 
Retirement  of  senior  iudge,  235 

Number  of  district  judges  in  Alaska,  see 
Alaska 

Southern  District  of  West  Virginia 
Additional  judge  authorized,  235 
Retirement  of  senior  judge.  235 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMRIA 

See    Rent    Regulation    in    District    of 

OOLTTMBIA 

Additional  compensation  of  emnlovees, 
274-276 

Bonds  of  district  not  required  to  he 
fitamiped,  203 

Court  of  Appeals 

Appeals  to  United  States  sunreme  court, 

811  note 
Certiorari   from  United   States   supreme 
court,  612  note 

Due  process  of  law  in  district,  844  note 

Employees  of  district,  additional  compen- 
sation. 274-276 

Fire  de^partment  employees,  additional 
compensation,  275 


DISTRICT   OF   COLVMBtA-^  iCon^Vd) 

Gifts  or  bequests  to  district,  exemption 
from  estate  tax,  178 

Income  tax  not  imposed  on  interest  on  ob- 
ligations of  district,  1^ 

Innkeeper's  liability  for  goods  of  guests 
regulated,  50 

Metropolitan  police,  additional  comipenaa- 
tion,  275 

Policemen,  additional  compensation.  275 

Rent  regulation  act  not  affected  by  ter- 
mination of  war,  315 

Stamping  of  district  <bondfl  not  required, 
203 

Supreme  court  of  district,  comtpensation  of 
clerks  and  assistants,  232 

Telegr&ph  or  telephone  service  to  district 
not  taxable,  184 

"  United  States  "  as  including  District  of 
Columbia,  revenue  act,  122 

DIVERSE  CITIZENSHIP 

See  District  Coibtk 

DIVIDENDS 

Earnings  as  source  of  dividends.  123 

DOCUMENTS 

See  Public  Pbintino 

DOHESTIC 

Meaning  of  term  in  Revenue  Act  as  applied 
to  corporation  or  pa.rtnership.  122 

DOmNICAN  REPURLIC 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  40 

DRAINAGE 

Right  of  way  throueli  public  lands  for 
drainage  ditches,  270 

DRINKS 

See  Tax  on  Beverages 

DUE  PROCESS   OF  LAW 

Acquired    territory    within    .protection    of 

constitutional  (provision,  844  note 
Assessments  for  public  improvements,  861 

note 
Banks,  regulation,  867  note 
Constitutional  provision  not  limitation  on 

states,  843  note 
Oourt-martial  sentence  as  due  process  of 

law,  844  note 
Deprivation  of  life  or  liberty,  844  note 
Deprivation  of  property,  845  note 
District    of    Columbia,    residence    within 

constitutional  protection.  844  note 
Electric  companies,  regulation.  857  note 
Eminent  domain  fproceedings,  858  note 
Executive   department,   restraint    on.    844 

note 
Fifth    and    fourteenth    amendments    com- 
pared, 849  note 
Gas  companies,  r^rulation,  857  note 
Grand)  jury,  number  of  grand  jurors,  832 

note 
Habit-forming   drugs,    regulation    of   sale, 
859  note 
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DUE  PROCESS  OF  LAW—  {Gonfd) 

Health  laws,   850  note 

Hearing,  853  note 

Indeterminate  sentences,  853  note 

Insurance  companies,  regulation,  857  note 

Judgments  and  sentences,  853  note 

Judicial  department,  restraint  on,  844  note 

Judicial  (process  not  necesFary,  852  note 

Jury  trial,  852  note 

Land  laws,  fixing  rent  of  farm  lands,  850 
note 

"  Law  of  land "  as  synonymous,  851  note 

Legislative  department,  restraint  on,  844 
note 

Liberty,  deprivation  of,  844  note 

License  taxes,   858  note 

Life,  deprivation  of,  844  note 

Manufacture  and  sale  of  goods,  regulation, 
858  note 

Medicine,  regulation  of  practice,  859 

Municipal  corporations,  <»ontrol  of,  858 
note 

Narcotics,  regulation  of  sale,  85f>  note 

Natural  gas,  regulating  production,  etc., 
858 

Notice  and  opportunity  to  be  heard.   85.^ 
note  . 

Nuisances,  abatement.  854  note 

Occunations,  regulation,  858  note 

Parole  of  convicts,  853  note 

Police  power,  exercise  by  state.  852  note 

Property 

Deprivation  of,  845  note 
Summary  destruction,  854  note 

Railroads 

Erection  and  alteration  of  brid)ges,  85(5 

note 
Rate  regulation,  855  note 
Requiring  alterations   in   crossings,   850 

note 
Requiring  construcrtion  of  side  tracks  or 
switches,  850  note 

Special  legislation,  851   note 

State  action  affecting  life,  literty  or  prop- 
erty, 852  note 

State  control  over  court  procedure,  852 
note 

States  not  affecte<l  by  constitutional  pro- 
vision, 843  note 

Street  railways 

Abolishing  grade  crossings,   85(>  no*e 
Requirinsr  removal  of  tracks,  857  note 

Summary  destruction  of  property,  854  note 

Tax  laws,  850  note 

Telegraph  and  telenhone  companies,  mov- 
ing of  poles  and  wires  to  conform  to 
street  grade,  857  note 

Virgin  Islands  within  protection  of  consti- 
tutional provision.  844  note 

War  as  affecting  guaranty,  844  note 

What  constitutes  diie  process  of  law,  844 
note 

Workmen's  convpensation  acts,  854  note 


EDUCATION 

See  lm)iAN8;  Vocational  KJSHABn.iTATioN 

Art  articles  sold  to  educational  institu- 
tions exempt  from  excise  tax,  lft3-194 

Exemption  of  educational  institutions  from 
special  tax  on  proprietors  of  theatres, 
etc.,  197 

Gifts  or  'bequests  for  edticational  purposes 
exempt  from  estate  tax,  178 

Indian  schools  discontinued,  dispmition  of 
moneys  appropriated.  111 

Public  performances  for  benefit  of  educa- 
tional organizations,  exemption  from  ad- 
mission tax,  191 

School  lands,  see  PuBLrc  Lands 

ELECTIONS 

See  Woman  Sitffbaoe 

Absentee    voting    for    congressman    under 

state  statute,  819  note 
Primary  elections  or  conventions,  power  of 

congress  over,  819  note 
Senators    and     representatives,    absentees 

voting  under  state  statute,  &19  note 
Statement  as  to  campaign  expenses 
Conventions  as  within  scope  of  act,  437 

note 
Mandamus,  act  not  enforceable  by,  437 

note 
Primary  elections  as  within  scope  of  act, 
437  note 


See  OusTOMS  Duties 

ECUADOR 

Envoy  extraordinary   and   minister  pleni-  ^ 
potentiary,  salary,  46 


Mail  matter  or  contents,  704  note 
Military  stores,  equipment,  etc.,  691  note 

EHERGENCT  FLEET  CORPORATION 

Actions  bv  or  against,  jurisdiction  of  dis- 
trict court,  573  note,  581  note 

Actions,  removal  from  state  to  federal 
court,  586  note 

Jurindiction  of  suits  against  corporation, 
581   note 

Removal  of  suits  from  state  to  federal 
court,  586  note 

EMERGENCY  TARIFF 

See  Customs  Dutiks 

EMINENT  DOMAIN 

Condemnation  of  land  for  military  pur- 
poses, construction  of  act,  438  note 

Consequential  injury  as  taking,  846  note 

Constitutional  provision  not  limitation  on 
states,  845  note 

Fisheries  in  Pearl  Harbor,  Island  of  Oahu, 
Hawaii,  condemnation  bv  Ignited  States, 
72 

^>^ates  not  affected  by  constitutional  pro- 
vision, 845  note 

Takinqr.  what  constitutes.   845  note 

Tide  lands,  taking  for  aviation  stations, 
344  note 

EMPLOYEES  OF  €K>VERNMENT 

See  Civil  Sebvtce;  Public  Officers  and 
Employees 

EMPLOYER'S  UABHilTY  ACT 

Applicability  to  railroads  in  Porto  Rico, 
jurisdiction  of  federal  court,  573  note 
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ENEMY  AUENS 

See  Aliens 

ENGLAND 

See  Gbeat  Bbttain 

ENGRAVINO  AND  PBINTINO 

Bureau,  see  Public  Printiwo 


iSee  Customs  Duties 

ENVOYS  EXTRAOBBINABY 

See  DiPLOMATio  Ain)  Oonsuiab  Officers 

EQUAL  PROTECTION  OF  LATXTS 

Antitrust  laws,  864  note 

Assessments   for   local   imiprovements,    867 

note 
Classification    of    subjects    of    legislation, 

863  note 
EuKployer   and   employee,   regulating  pay- 
ment of  wages,  864  note 
Law  unfairly  administered,  863  note 
Manufacture  and  sale  of  goods,  864  note 
Municipal    corporations,    classification    of 

cities,  864  note 
OccupationB,  regulating  pursuit,  865  note 
Police  power,  exercise  of,  863  note 
•Railroad  companies,  regulation,  867  note 
^ate  action  as  affecting  equal  protection, 

863  note 
State   control    over    court    procedure,    864 

note 
Taxation  by  states.  865  note 
Water  companies 
Condemnation  of  plant,  864  note 
Bemoving  pipes  necessitated   by  change 
of  grade,  864  note 
Workmen's  compensation  acts,  864  note 

EQUITY 

Adequate  remedy  at  law,  effect,  620  note 
Concurrent  jurisdiction,  620  note 
Dismissal  of  suit,  adequate  remedy  at  law 

not  ground  for.  622  note 
Equitable  defenses  in  actions  at  law,  623 

note 
Grounds  of  equity  jurisdiction,  620  note 
Jurisdictional  matters,  620  note 
Legal  remedy  arising  after  suit.  620  note 
Supplemental    ibill,    panting    or    refusing 

leave  to  file,  632  note 

ESPIONAGE 

See  Criminal  Law 

ESPIONAGE  ACT 

Conspiracy  to  violate  act,  689  note 

ESTATE  TAX 

Administration  expenses  deducted  from 
gross  estate,  178 

Amount  of  tax,   176 

Appointmeni,  property  passing  under  ex- 
ercise of  power  by  decedent,  178 

Art,  gifts  or  bequests  for  encouragement 
of.  deduction   from  grose  estate.  178 

Assessment  of  tax,  180 


ESTATE  TAX»  {Cont'd) 

Charities,  gift  or  bequest  for  charity,  de- 
duction from  gross  estate,  178 

China,  collection  of  tax  on  property  situ- 
ated in,  183 

Claims  against  estate  deducted  from  gross 
eetate,   178 

Collection  of  tax 

Duty  of  collector,  181 
Proceedings  for  collection,    181 
Property  situated   in   C*hina,   183 

Collector  required  to  make  return,  when, 
180 

Constitutionality  of  estate  tax,  480  note 

Conveyances  to  take  effect  after  death, 
177 

Conveyances  to  take  effect  after  decedent's 
death,  transferee  liable  for  tax,  182 

Cruelty  to  children  or  animals,  gifts  or 
bequests  for  prevention  of,  d^uction 
from  gross  estate,  178 

Curtesy  as  included  in  value  of  gross  es- 
tate, 177 

Debts  of  decedent  deducted  from  gross  es- 
tate, 178 

Deductions  from  gross  estate 
Administration  expenses.  178 
Claims  against  estate,  176 
Debts  of  decedent,  178 
Funeral  expenses,  178 
Income  taxes,  178 
Legacies,  etc.,  for  public  or  charitable 

uses,  178 
Losses  during  settlement  of  estate,  178 
Mortgages  on  property  of  estate,  178 
Nonresidents,  deduction,  179 
Property    inherited,    etc.,    by    decedent 
from  person  dying  within*  five  years 
before  decedent's  death,  178 
Specific  exemption,  170 
Support    of    decedent's    family    during 

settlement  of  estate,  178 
Theft  of  property  of  estate,  178 

Definitions 

"Collector",  176 
"Executor",  175 
"Month",    176 
"Net  estate",  176 

Descended  propertv  deducted  from  gross 
estate,  when,  178 

Devises  to  decedent  deducted  from  value 
of  jfross  estate,  when.  178 

Distributable  interest  of  decedent  as  in- 
cluded in  value  of  gross  estate,  177 

District  of  Columbia «  gift  or  bequest  to 
district  deducted  from  grosR  estate, 
when,  178 

Dower  right  as  included  in  value  of  gross 
estate,   177 

Educational  purposes,  gift  or  bequest  for. 
deduction  from  gross  estate,  178 

Executor 
Inability  to  make  complete  return.  180 
Notice  to  collector  of  fact  of  qualifica- 
tion, 180 
Personal    liability,    discharge    by    pay- 
ment, 181 
Return,  reuqirements  as  to,   180 

Exemptions 
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Funeral  exipenses  deducted  from  gross  es- 
tate, 178 

Gifts  or  bequests  for  purposes  exclusively 
public,   charitable,  etc.,    178 
Persons  dyin^  in  military  or  naval  serv- 
ice,  176-177 
Specific  exemptions,  179 

Gross  estate,  determination  of  value,  177 

Income  taxes  not  deducted  from  gross  es- 
tate,   178 

Inherited  property  deducted  from  gross 
estate,  when,  178 

Insurance  on  decedent's  life  as  part  of 
gross  estate,  178 

Insurance  on  decedent's  life,  benefleiarieB 
liable  for  proportionate  amount  of  tax, 
182 

Joint  Interests  as  included  in  eross  estate, 
177 

Legacies  to  decedent  deducted  from  value 
of  gross  estate,  when,  178 

Lien  for  tax 
Discharge  from  lien,  182 
Duration  of  lien,  182 
Gross  estate  subjeet  to  lien,  182 
Transfer    of    property    by    deoedent    to 
take  effect  after  death,  182 

Literary  'purposes,  gift  or  bequest  for, 
deduction  from  gross  estate.  178 

Lossea  during  eettlement  of  estate  de- 
ducted from  gross  estate,  178 

Military  or  naval  service,  exemptions  of 
persons  dying  in,  176-177 

Mortgages  on  decedent's  property  de- 
ducted from  gross  estate,  178 

Municipality,  gift  or  bequest  to  municipal- 
ity deducted  from  gross  estate,  when, 
178 

Naval  service,  exemption  of  persons  dying 

in,  176-177 
Net  estate 

Basis  of  tax,  176 
Deductions,  491-492  note 
Determination  of  value,  178 
Nonresident  decedents 

Deductions  from  gross  estates,  179-180 
Insurance  on  life  of  nonresident  as  de- 
ducted from  gross  estate,  when,  180 
Missionaries  not  considered  nonresidents, 

when,  180 
Betums  required,  when,  180 
Pavment  of  tax 
Amount  undetermined,  effect,  181 
Collector  to  receive  pa3rment,  181 
Executor,  discharge  of  personal  liability 

by  payment,  181 
Extension  of  time  of  payment,  18) 
Interest  on  delayed  payments.  181 
Person  to  receive  payment,  181 
Receipts,  duty  of  collector  to  give,  181 
Keimbur semen  t  of  beneflciarieH  of  estate 

paying  tax.  182 
Time  of  payment,  181,  492  itoto 
Underpayment,  deficiency  payable  on  de- 
mand, 181 
Penalties  for  violation  of  act,  182 


ESTATE  TAX  —  ( OonVd) 

Powers,  property  passing  under  exercise  of 
power  of  appointment  by  decedent,  178 

Property  subject  to  tax,  177  et  9eq, 

Rate  of  tax,  176 

Recovery  of  back  taxes,  481  note 

Refund  of  tax  on  eontignent  interest, 
laches  in  suing  for  recovery,  481  note 

Religious  purposes,  gift  or  bequest  for,  de- 
duction from  gross  estate,  178. 

Retroactive  operation  of  provision  for 
valuation,  490  note 

Returns 

Collector  required  to  make  return,  when, 

180 
Executor's  duty  to  make  returns,  180 
False  or  incorrect  statement  of  material 

fact,  duty  of  collector,  180 
Form  and  contents  of  return,  180 
Nonresident    decedent,    return    required, 

when,  180 
Penalty  for  failure  to  file  return,  182-183 
Value  of  gross  estate  requiring  return, 
180 

Scientific  purposes,  gift  or  bequest  for,  de- 
duction from  gross  estate,  178 

States,  gift  or  bequest  to  state  deducted 
from  gross  estate,  when,  178 

Territories,  gift  or  bequest  to  territory  de- 
ducted from  gross  estate,  when,  178 

Theft  during  settlement  of  estate,  deduction 
from  gross  estate,  L78 

Transfers  by  decedent  as  affecting  value  of 
gross  estate,  177 

Transfers  by  decedent  to  take  effect  after 
death,  liability  of  transferee  for  tax,  182 

Transfers  in  anticipation  of  death,  492 
note 

Trusts  to  take  effect  after  death  as  affect- 
ing value  of  gross  estate,  177 

Uni^  States,  gift  or  bequest  to  govern- 
ment deducted  from  gross  estate,  when, 
178 

Value  of  gross  estate,  177,  490  note 

Value  of  net  estate,  178 

Violation  of  act,  penalties,  182 

ESTHCATES 

See  National  Budget  Ststem 
Appropriation  for  expenses  of  bureau,  60 
Budget  officers  for  each  department,  desig- 
nation and  duties,  60 
Congressional  committees,  aid  and  informa- 
tion from  bureau,  60 
Departmental  estimates 
Preparation  by  budget  officers,  60 
Revision  by  head  of  department  and  sub- 
mission to  bureau,  60 
Designation  and  duties  of  budget  officers,  60 
Duty  of  bureau  to  give  aid  and  information 

to  congressional  committees,  60 
Duty  of  compilation  transferred  to  bureau 
from  division  of  bookkeeping  and  war- 
rants, 59-60 
F^timates  for  departments 
Preparation  by  departmental  budget  offi- 
cers,  60  ' 
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ESTIMATES—  (Cont'd) 
Estimates  for  departments —  (Cont'd) 
Revision  by  head  of  department  and  sub- 
mission to  bureau,  60 
Form  of  departmental  estimates,  60 
Form  of  supplementary  or  deficiency  esti- 
mates, 60 

EVIDENCE 

Admiralty  cases,  439  note 

Books  and  papers,  see  Pboductiox  of  Books 

AND  Papers,  infra 
Census  bulletins  as  evidence,  400  note 
Commission  on  interrogatories,  439  note 
Copies  of  departmental  records  and  papers, 

439  note 
Copies  of  records,  documents,  etc.,  certified 

by    Comptroller    General    or    Assistant 

Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States, 

62 
Depositions,  commiBsion  on  interrogatories, 

439  note 
Full  faith  and  credit,  foreign  divorce  de- 
cree on  constructive  service,  439  note 
Judicial  notice 

Administrative    rules    under    food    and 
fuel  act,  446  note 
Proclamation  of  president  under  food  and 

fuel  act,  446  note 
Production  of  books  and  papers 

Application  of  statute,  439  note 

Jurisdiction,  439  note 
Records,  proof  of,  439  note 
Unstamped  documents,  504  note 

EXCHAKOES 

Stamp  tax  on  sales  of  produce  on  exchange, 

207 


Amber  smoking  articles,  rate  of  tax,  193 

Ammunition,  rate  of  tax,  193 

Amount  of  tax,  192  et  seq. 

Art  articles,  rate  of  taxation  on  sales  by 

persons  other  than  artists,  193 
Articles  subject  to  tax,  192  et  seq. 
Art  porcelains,  rate  of  tax  on  articles  sold 

by  persons  other  than  artists,  193 
Assessment  by  collector  not  required,   195 
Automatic   slot   device   machines,   rate   of 

tax,  193 
Automobiles  and  accessories,  rate  of  tax, 

192 
Automobile  tires,  inner  tubes,  etc.,  rate  of 

tax,  192 
Automobile  trucks,  wagons  and  accessories. 

rate  of  tax,  192 
Binoculars,  tax  on  sale  or  lease.  194 
Bowie  knives,  rate  of  tax,  1^ 
Brass  or  metallic  knuckles,  rate  of  tax,  193 
Bronzes,  rate  of  tax  on  articles  sold  by  per- 
sons other  than  artists,  103 
Cameras  weighing  not  more  than  100  lbs., 

rate  of  tax,  192 
Candy,  rate  of  tax,  192 
Canoes,  rate  of  tax,  193 
Cartridges,  rate  of  tax,  193 


1  EXCISE  TAXES ^(Confd) 

Cigar  and  cigarette  holders,  rate  of  tax,  193 
Clocks,  tax  on  sale  or  lease,  194 
Computation  of  tax 

Articles  sold  or  leased  at  less  than  fair 
market  value,  193 

Manufacturer,    etc.,    customarily    selling 
both  at  wholesale  and  at  retail,  193 
Daggers,  rate  of  tax,  193 
"  Dealers,"  who  are,  196 
Dirk  knives,  rate  of  tax,  193 
Executory  contract  of  sale  or  lease,  appor- 
tionment of  tax  between  parties,  19d 
Eyeglasses  ornamented,  mounted  or  fitted 

with  precious  metals,  etc.,  exempt  from 

tax  on  sale  or  lease,  194 
Field  glasses,  tax  on  sale  or  lease,  194 
Firearms,  rate  of  tax,  193 
Humidors,  rate  of  tax,  183 
Hunting   and   shooting  garments,    rate  of 

tax,  193 
Hunting  knives,  rate  of  tax,  193 
Imitation  jewelry,  tax  on  sale  or  lease,  104 
Ivory,    articles    made    of    or    ornamented, 

mounted  or  fitted  with,  tax  on  sale  or 

lease,  195 
Jewelry,  tax  on  sale  or  lease,  104 
Knives,  rate  of  tax,  193 
Lenses    for    cameras    weighing    not    more 

than  100  lbs.,  rate  of  tax,  192 
Lieu  tax,  articles  taxed  under  revenue  act 

of  1918,  193 
Liveries,  rate  of  tax,  193 
Lorgnettes,  tax  on  sale  or  lease,  194 
Luxuries,  tax  on  sale  or  lease,  194 
Marine  glasses,  tax  on  sale  or  lease,  194 
Meerschaum  pipes,  rate  of  tax,  193 
Metallic  knuckles,  rate  of  tax,  193 
Motor  boats  not  designed   for  trade,  etc., 

rate  of  tax,  193 
Motorcycles   and   accessories,   rate   of  tax, 

192 
Motor  vehicles  and  accessories,  rate  of  tax, 

192 
Motor  vehicle  tires,  inner  tubes,  etc.,  rate 

of  tax,  192 
Museums 

Art  articles  sold  by  one  dealer  to  another 
for  resale,  193-1  &4 

Art  articles  sold  to  educational   institu- 
tions or  public  museum,  193-194 
Notice    by    collector    to    pay   tax    not    re- 
quired, 195 
Opera  glasses,  tax  on  sale    or  lease,  194 
Ouija  boards  taxable  as  games  or  imple- 
ments with  which  games  are  played,  503 

note 
Paintings,  rate  of  tax  on  articles  sold  faj 

persons  other  than  artists,  193 
Payment  of  tax,  194-196 
Pearls,  tax  on  sale  or  lease,  194 
Penalty  for  nonpayment  of  tax,  195 
Photographic  films  and  plates,  rate  of  tax. 

192 
Pictures,  rate   of  tax  on   articles  sold  bv 

persons  other  than  artists,  103 
Pleasure  boats  and  canoes,  rate  of  tax,  193 
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Porcelains,  rate  of  tax  on  articles  sold  by 
persons  other  than  artists,  193 

Precious  and  semiprecious  stones,  tax  on 
sale  or  lease,  194 

Precious  metals,  articles  made  of  or  orna- 
mented, mounted  or  fitted  with,  tax  on 
sale  or  lease,  194 

Rate  of  tax,  192  et  seq. 

Rate  of  tax  where  manufacturer  custom- 
arily sells  both  at  wholesale  and  retail, 
193 

Retail,  rate  of  tax  where  manufacturer, 
etc.,  also  customarily  sells  both  at  whole- 
sale and  retail,  193 

Returns  by  persons  liable  for  tax,  194 

Riding  habits,  rate  of  tax,  193 

Sculpture,  rate  of  tax  on  articles  sold  by 
persons  other  than  sculptors,  193 

Shells  for  firearms,  rate  of  tax,  193 

Shooting  garments,  rate  of  tax,  193 

Slot  device  machines,  rate  of  tax,  193 

Smokers'  articles,  rate  of  tax,  19i3 

Spectacles  ornamented,  mounted  or  fitted 
with  precious  metals,  etc.,  exempt  from 
tax  on  sale  or  lease,  194 

Statuary,  rate  of  tax  on  articles  sold  by 
persons  other  than  artists,  193 

Stilettos,  rate  of  tax,  199 

Surgical  instruments,  ornamented,  mounted 
or  fitted  with  precious  metals  or  ivory, 
exempt  from  tax  on  sale  or  lease,  194 

Sword  canes,  rate  of  tax,  193 

Tobacco  pipes,  rate  of  tax,  193 

Watches,  tax  on  sale  or  lease,  194 

Wlholesale,  rate  of  tax  where  manufacturer, 
etc.,  also  customarily  sells  at  retail,  193 

Yachts  not  designed  for  trade,  etc.,  rate  of 
tax,  193 

EXECUTIVE  BEPABTMENTS 

See  0[>uiiEBCE  Depabtment;  Intebiob 
Depabtment;  Labob  Depabtment;  Na- 
tional Budget  System^  Navy  De- 
pabtment; Wab  Depabtment 

Annual  and  special  reports,  temporary  din- 
continuance  of  printing,  277 

Books,  papers  and  records,  examination  by 
director  or  assistant  director  of  budget, 
60 

Budget,  see  National  Budget  System 

Budget  ofiicer  designated  for  each  depart- 
ment, 60 

Budget  officers'  duties,  60 

Departmental  estimates,  preparation  and 
submission,  60 

Estimates,  revision  by  head  of  department 
and  submission  to  bureau  of  budget,  60 

Information  for  Comptroller  General,  duty 
of  departments  and  establiehmeuts  to 
furnish,  64 

Information  to  bureau  of  budget,  duty  to 
furnish,  60 

Officers  and  employees  transfer  to  general 
accounting  office,  65 

Printing  for  departments,  advancements  to 
public  printer  pn  account  of  cost,  277 


EXECUTIVE        DEPABTMEITM  — 

(Confd) 

Publications  discontinued,  56 

Regulations  as  part  of  law,  440  note 

Reorganization 
Administrative    service    to    furnish    in- 
formation to  committee,  25 
Committee  appointed  pursuant  to  joint 

resolution,  24 
Compensation  of  assistants,  25 
Employment  of  assistants,  25 
Powers  of  committee,  24 
Redistribution  of  powers  in  interest  of 

efficiency  and  economy,  24 
Reports  to  Congress,  25 

Reports,  temporary  discontinuance  of  print- 
ing, 277 

Study  by  bureau  of  budget  with  view  to 
improvement  of  service,  59 

Typewriting  machines,  limitation  of  pur- 
chase price,  55 

EXECUTORS  AKD  ADMINISTBATORS 

See  Estate  Tax 


Tax   on   public   exhibitions,  see   Intebnal 
Revenue 


See  Appbopbiations 

Estimates  of   expenditures,  see  National 
Budget  System 


Articles  used  by  carriers  for  signal  pur- 
poses, 255 

Black  powder,  transportation  on  passenger 
vessel  or  vehicle  prohibited,  255 

Blasting  caps,  transportation  on  passen- 
ger vessel  or  vehicle  prohibited,  255 

Detonating  fuses 
Definition,  255 
Transportation    on    passenger  vessel   or 

vehicle  permitted,  255 
Transportation    on    passenger   vessel    or 
vehicle  prohibited,  255 

Dynamite,  transportation  on  passenger  ves- 
sel or  vehicle  prohibited,  255 

Fireworks,  transportation  on  passenger  ves- 
sel or  vehicle  permitted,  255 

Fulminate  in  bulk  in  drv  condition,  trans- 
portation  on  vessel  or  vehicle  carrying 
passengers  or  property  prohibited,  256 

Fuses  defined,  255 

Fuses,  transportation  on  passenger  vessel 
or  vehicle  prohibited,  255 

Gunpowder,  transportation  on  passenger 
vessel  or  vehicle  prohibited,  265 

High  explosives,  transportation  on  passen- 
ger vessel  or  vehicle  prohibited,  255 

Injuries  caused  by  violation  of  law, 
penalty,  256-257 

Interstate  commerce  commission  to  make 
regulations  for  transportation,  256 

Liquid  nitroglycerin,  transportation  on 
vessel  or  vehicle  carrying  passengers  or 
property  prohibited,  256 
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Marking  packages  of  explosives  offered  for 
transportation »  256 

Munitions  of  war,  transportation  not  re- 
stricted, 255 

Passenger  trains  not  to  carry  certain  arti- 
cles, 265 

Passenger  trains,  vessels,  etc.,  permitted  to 
carry  small  packages,  255 

Passenger  vessels,  explosives  on,  255 

Penalty  for  false  or  deceptive  marking  of 
package  containing  explosive,  256 

Primers  defined,  255 

Primers,  etc.,  transportation  on  passenger 
vessel  or  vehicle  prohibited,  255 

Regulations   for    safe   transportation,    256 

Samples  of  explosives  for  laboratory  ex- 
amination, transportation  on  passenger 
vessel  or  vehicle  permitted,  255 

Small  arms  ammunition,  tran«portation  on 
passenger  vessel  or  vehicle  permitted,  255 

Smokeless  powder,  transportation  on  pas- 
senger vessel  or  vehicle  prohibited,  255 


Agricultural  products,  War  Finance  Cor- 
poration authorized  to  finance  exporta- 
tion, 26 

Duties  on  exports  from  Porto  Rico  pro- 
hibited, 258 

Refunding  tax  paid  on  exports,  212 

EXPORT  VALUE 

See  Customs  Duties 

EXTRADinOK 

Affidavit 

Necessity,  441  note 

Presumption    from    recital    of    warrant, 
441  note 
Fairness  of  trial  in  demanding  state,  834 

note 
Fugitives  from  justice,  definition,  440  note 
Fugitive  under  conviction  in  asylum  state, 

834  note 
Habeas  corpus  to  review  proceedings,  451 

note 
Indictment,  sufficiency,  440  note 
Jurisdiction  of  courts,  440  note 
Proceedings  before  governor,  441  note 
Review,  441-442  note 
Right  to  demand  and  correlative  duty  to 

surrender,  834  note 
State  and  federal  courts,  jurisdiction,  440 

note 
Subsequent  proceedings  in  demanding  state, 

442  note 
Warrant  of  arrest,  441  note 

FALSE  PERSOKATIOK 

Pretending  to  be  United  States  officer,  690 
note 

TAMILY  AI^rOWANCES 

See  War  Risk  I.NsrRANCK 

FARMERS*  ASSOCIATIONS 

See  AoRirxJLTXJBK 


FARM  I.OAN  AOT 

See  Federal  Farm  LoAisr  Act 

FEDERAL  BOARD  OF  VOCATIONAI. 
EDUCATION 

Powers  of  board  transferred  to  Veterans* 
Bureau,  321 

FEDERAL  CONTROL  OF  TRANSPOR- 
TATION 

Actions    against    railroads    under    federal 

control,  757  note,  758  note 
Adjustment   of    claims    for    compensation, 
termination  of  power  of  board,  757  note 
Baggage,  regulations  limiting  recovery  for 

loss,  756  note 
Board  to  adjust    claims  for  compensation, 

termination  of  powers,  757  note 
Carriers,    see    Guaranty    to    carrier    after 
termination    of    control,    infra;    Reim- 
bursement of  deficits   during  period    of 
control,  infra 
Causes  of  action  arising  out  of  federal  con- 
trol, 527-520  note 
Claims    arising    out    of    federal    control, 
termination  of  power  of  adjusting  board, 
757  note 
Director  general 
Actions  again«t  director  general,  757-768 

note 
Admiralty  proceedings,  758  note 
Cancellation  of  ratings,  judicial  question, 

756  note 
Defenses   available   to   director  general, 

759  note 
Garnishment    against  j  director    general, 

750  note 
Penalties,  director  general  not  liable  to, 

759  note 
Substitution  of  director  general  by  con- 
sent, 769  note 
Venue  of  action  against  director  general, 
759  note 
Effect  of  federal  control,  756  note 
Existing  rates  continued  in  effect,  530  note 
Guaranty  to  carrier  after  termination  of 
control 
Certifying  amount  due  in  whole  or  in 

part,  225-226 
Deferred  debits  and  credits,  estimate  of 

net  effect  of  items,  226-226 
Payment  of  amount  certified  as  due,  225- 
226 
Liarceny  of  goods  in  transit  during  federal 

control,  757  note,  760  note 
New   York   state   barge   canal,   exemption 
from  operation  by  Secretary  of  War,  226 
President's  powers,   execution   by  director 

general  of  railroads,  531  note 
Railroad  board  of  labor  adjustment 
Controversies  within  act.     531  note 
Effect  on  boards  created   by   prior   act, 

531  note 
Reasonableness  of  wages,  jurisdiction  of 
disputes  as  to,  531  note 
Rates  of  transportation,  state  rates  as  af- 
fected by  federal  control  act,  757  note 
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TEDERAJL  OONTROI.  OF  TRAHSPOB- 

TATION— ((7onrd) 
Refunding  carrier's  indebtednero  to  United 

States,  529  note 
Beimburtiement  of  deficits  during  period  of 
control 
Certifying   amount  due   in   whole  or   in 

part,  225-226 
Deferred  debits  and  credits,  estimate  of 

net  effect  of  items,  225-226 
Payment    of    amount    certified    as    due, 
225-228 
Safety  appliance  acts  suspended,  756  note 
Systems  of  transportation,  756  note 
Transportation  act  amended,  225 
Wages  of  employees,  failure  of  receiver  to 
comply  with  order  respecting,  532  note 

FEBERAI.   EMPIiOYEB'S   UABIUTY 
ACT 

See  Employer's  Liabiuty  Act 

FEDERAL  FARM  LOAN  ACT 

Bonds,  eee  Farm  loan  bonda,  infra 
Branch  land  banka,  see  Land  banks,  infra 
Constitutionality,  340  note 
Farm  loan  board,  .power  to  regulate  issu- 
ance of  bonds,  3-4 
Farm  loan  bonds 

Amoiuit  of  series,  3-4,  5 

Denominations,  3-4,  5 

District  court,  jurisdiction,  673  note 

Interest  coupons,  3-4,  5 

Interest,  rate  of,  3-4,  5 

Maximum  and  minimum  perioda,  3-4,  5 

Rate  of  interest,  3-4,  5 
Federal  farm  loan  board,  see  Loan  board, 

infra 
Federal  land  banks,  see  Land  banks,  infra 
Income   tax   not    imposed    on    interest   on 

securities  issued  under  act,  134 
Interest  on  loans,  power  of  loan  board  to 

prescribe,  3 
Joint   stock   land   banks,   exemption   from 

local  taxation,  340  note 
Land  bonks 

Borrowers  required  to  subscribe  to  stock 
in  land  bank,  3 

Branch  banks  in  Porto  Rico,  2-3 

Branch  banks,  limitation  of  amount  of 
loans,  3 

Branches  of   land   banks,   establishment 
within  district,  2 

Deposit  of  government  funds,  amount,  4 

Establishment  of  banks,  power  of  federal 
farm  loan  board,  2 

Exemption  from  local  taxation,  340  note 

Federal  farm   loan   board,  power  to  es- 
tablish land  banks,  2 

Income  tax,  exemption,  150 

Interest     on     deposit     of     government 
bonds,  4 

Interest,  rate  on  loans,  3 

Ix>ans,  borrower  required  to  subscribe  to 
stock  in  land  bank,  3 

Loans,    borrower's    stock    as    collateral 
security,  3 


FEDERAL  FARM  LOAN  AOT^{C(med) 
Land  banks —  {Oonfd) 
Loans   by   branch   banks,    limitation    of 

amount,  3 
Loans,  cancellation  of  stock  subscription 

on  full  payment  of  loan,  3 
Loans  in  Porto  Rico  not  to  run  longer 

than  20  years,  3 
Loans,  regulation  by  federal  farm  loan 

board,  3 
Location  of  land  banks,  2 
Name  of  land  bank  to  include  city  of 

location,  2 
Porto  Rico,  federal   farm  loan  act  ex- 
tended to,  2-3 
Principal  office  of  land  banks,  2 
Stock      subscriptions      by      borrowers, 

amount  required,  3 
Stock  subscriptions  by  borrowers,  divi- 
dends on  stock,  3 
Stock  subscriptions  by  borrowers,  option 
of  borrower  on  full  payment  of  loan,  3 
Loan  board 

Branch    land    banks,   authorizing  estab- 
lishment, 2 
Establishment  of  land  banks,  2 
Interest  on  loans,  powers  as  to,  3 
Land  banks,  power  to  establish,  2 
Porto  Rico,   operation  of  federal   farm 
loan  act  extended  to,  2~S 
Loan  bonds,  see  Farm  loan  bonds,  9upra 
Stock  in  land  banks,  subscriptions  by  bor- 
rowers, 3 

FEDERAL  GO VERIVME M  T 

Enumerated  powers,  819  note 

FEDERAL  HIOH^ITAT  ACT 

See  Highways 

FEDERAL  LAKD  BANKS 

See  Fedebal  Farm  Loan  Act 

FEDERAL  Q17ESTIOK 

See  DiBTBiCT  Coubts  ;  Removal  of  Causes 


Accumulating  checks  on  state  country 
banks  prohibited,  669  note 

Actions  by  or  against,  jurisdiction  of  dis- 
trict courts,  673  note,  681  note 

Actions,  removal  from  state  to  federal 
court,  586  note 

Board,  permitting  reserve  banks  to  dis- 
count notes  for  member  banks,  243 

Depositaries  for  and  fiscal  agents  of  Wat 
Finance  Corporation,     31 

Discounting  notes  for  member  banks,  power 
of  board  to  permit,  243 

Foreign  banking  business,  authority  to 
engage  in,  243-244 

International  financial  operations,  author- 
ity to  engage  in,  243 

Membership,  national  banks,  650  note 

National  banks  required  to  become  mem- 
>)erH,  659  note 

Notes  and  bonds  issued  by  War  Finance 
Corporation,  use  as  security  for  loans 
and  rediscounts,  30-31 
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'{Confd)    " 
Removal    of   suits   from    state    to    federal 

court,  586  note 
Reserve  board,  see  Boards,  supra 
Suits  removable  from  federal  to  state  court, 

586  note 

FEBEBAr  TRADE  COBIMISSION  ACT 

See  Interstate  Commerce  Act 


Attorney's  fee  "  on  trial  before  a  jury  ", 
567  note 

Bills  of  health  for  vessels  bound  for  ports 
of  the  United  States,  etc.,  90 

Clerk's  fees,  deposit  to  secure,  567  note 

Marshal's  fees  in  serving  subpoenas  on  wit- 
nesses not  testifying,  567  note 

Quarantine  fees  imposed  on  ressels,  90 

FEMAI.E  SUFFRAGE 

See  Woman  Suffrage 

FIDUCIARIES 

Taxation  of  income  of  estate,  see  Income 
Tax 


Excessive  fines  prohibited,  848  note 
Kemission  of  fine  under  Lever  Act,  443  note 


FINXAND 

Envoy  extraordinary   and  minister   pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

FIRE  INSURAKCE 

Income  tax 
Deductions  for  additions  to  reserve  fund, 

153 
Exemption  of  farmers  mutual  companies, 

150 


See  District  of  Columbia 

FISH  AHD  FISHERIES 

Acquisition   by   United   States    of   private 

rights  in  Pearl  Harbor,  island  of  Oahu. 

Hawaii,  72 
Interstate    waters,    regulation    of    fishing 

rights  by  agreement  between  states,  443 

note 

FIVE  CrVIUZED  TRIBES 

See  Indians 

FULX 

Tax    on    sales    for    future    delivery,    see 
Future  Trading  Act 

FLORIDA 

School  lands  in  Florida,  survey,  26^ 

FLTINO  CADETS 

See  Armt 


FOOD 

See  Food  and  Drugs  Act 

Adulteration,  danger  to  health  not  essen- 
tial, 444  note 

Packers  regulated,  see  Packers 

State  legislation  as  to  adulteration,  etc., 
validity,  444  note 

Stockyards   regulated,  see  Stockyards 

FOOD  AND  DRUGS  ACT 

Indictment  for  violation  of  act,  444  note 
Intrastate  transaction  not  within  act,  445 

note 
Misbranded  articles  shipped  at  request  of 

government  agent,  444  note 
Misbranding,  445  note 
Release    of    seized    articles,    discretion    of 

court,  445  note 
State  legislation  as  affected  by  federal  law, 

444  note 
Violation  of  law  procured  by  government 

agent,  444  note 

FOOD  AHD  rUISL 

Amendments,  power  of  Gongress  to  enact, 

448  note 
Antitrust  act  as  affected  by  Food  and  Fuel 

Act,  446  note 
Coal,  etate  taxation   as  affected  by  Food 

and  Fuel  Act,  446  note 
Constitutionality  of  act,  446  note,  447  note 
Distilled  spirits,  prohibition  of  use  of  food 

materials,  447  note 
Duration  of  act,  447  note 
Fixing  price  of  sugar,  448  note 
Hoarding 

Contracts  violative  of  act,  446  note 

Effectiveness    of    statutory    prohibiti<m, 
446  note 
Judicial  notice  of  administrative  rules  and 

regulations,  446  note 
Judicial   notice   of   presidential   proclama- 
tion, 446  note 
Jury  trial   of  |>roceedingB  under  act,   447 

note 
License  to  import,  etc.,  implied  revocation, 

444  note 
Necessaries 

Ejuadem  generis  rule  of  construction,  446 
note 

President  authorized  to  fix  prices,   446 
note 

Sugar,  446  note 
Penalty  for  prohibited  acts,  effect  of  fail- 
ure to  provide,  446  note 
Price  fixing,  448  note 
Requisition  of  foods,  etc. 

Prior   contracts   as   affected  by   requisi- 
tion, 447  note 

Right  to  jury  trial,  447  note 

State  control  of  commission   merchants 
excluded,  447  note 
State    corporation    used    as    governmental 

agency,  446  note 
Sugar  as  necessary,  446  note 
Wearing  apparel,  conservation,  448  note 
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FOOD  coNmoi. 

See  Food  and  Fdel 
Duration  of  act  extended,  51 
Operation  of  act  not  affected  by  termina- 
tion of  war,  315 

FOItEIGN 

Meaning  of  word  in  Revenue  Act  as  applied 
to  corporation  or  partnership,  122 

FOREIGN  COINS 

Ascertainment  of  value,  42-43 

FOREIGN  CORPORATIONS 

Capital  stock  tax,  106 
Cutting  timber  on  forest  reservations,  per- 
mits, 304-305 
Income  tax,  d<eductions  allowed,  154 

FOREIGN  GOVERNMENTS 

Income  tax  not  imposed  on  interest  re- 
ceived by  foreign  governments  from 
domestic   investments  or   securities,   134 

damping  of  foreign  government  bonds  not 
required,  203 

FOREIGN  MONET 

Bill  of  exchange  payable  in  foreign  money, 
ascertaining  amount  of  judgment,  404 
note 

FOREIGN  REILATIONS 

See  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Ofttckbs 
Arbitration     of     claims     between     Great 

Britain   and   United   States,  salaries  of 

agency,  67 
War  with  (German v  terminated,  ft8 

FOREST  UkNDS 

Right  of  way  for  irrigation  and  drainage, 
forest  lands  excepted,  270 

FOREST  RESERVES 

Cutting  timber,  permits  to  foreign  corpo- 
rations,  304-305 

FOREST  ROADS 

See  Highways 

Public  lands,  appropriation  for  road  pur- 
poses, 100 

FORGERT 

See  Penal  Laws 

Bill  of  lading,  intent  in  forging  and  nego- 
tiating, 400  note 


See  Twice  in  Jeopabdt 

FORTIFICATIONS 

Cost  of  transporting  ciTilian  employees  and 
materials,  319 

FORT  I.OGAN  H.  ROOT 

Land  and  buildings  appropriated  for  addi- 
tional hospital  facilities,  104-105 

FORT  IttAOKENZlE 

Land  and  buildings  appropriated  for  addi- 
tional hospital  facilities,  104-105 
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FORT  WAIXA  WAIXA 

Land  and  buildings  appropriated  for  addi- 
tional hospital  facilities,  104-105 

FORT  WORTH 

Port  of  entry,  45 

FRANCE 

Acquisition     of     embassy     buildings     and 

groimds,  appropriation,  48 
Ambassador    extraordinary    and    minister 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

FRAUD 

Conspiracy  to  defraud,  692  note 

FRAOT>  AGAINST  GOVERNMENT 

Limitation  of  prosecutions,  33 

FREEDOM  OF  PRESS 

Exclueion    of    seditious    newspapers    from 
mail,  836  note 

FREEDOM  OF  SPEEOHi 

State    statute    prohibiting    language    dis- 
couraging enlistments,  837  note 

FUIX  FAITH  AND  CREDIT 

Children,    conclusiveness    of   decree   as    to 

custody,  832  note 
Confession  of  judgment,  832  note 
Divorce  decree,  conclusiveness,  832  note 
Foreign  judgments,  831  note 
Judicial  proceedings,  831  note 
Jurisdiction,  necessity,  831  note 
Service  of  process,  831  note 

FtTTURE  TRADING  ACT 

Acts  and  omissions 

Associations  liable  for  acts  and  omissions 
of  agents,  6 

Corporations  liable  for  acts  and  omis- 
sions of  officers  or  agents,  6 

Individual  liability  of  officer  or  agent  of 
corporation,  6 

Partnerships  liable  for  acts  and  omis- 
sions of  agents.  6 

Principal  liable  for  acts  and  omissions 
of  agent,  6 

Trust  liable  for  acts  and  omissions  of 
officers  or  agents 
Boards  of  Trade 

Appeal  from  refusal  to  designate  as 
"  contract  market  ",  8 

Appeal  from  suspension  or  revocation  of 
designation  as  "  contract  market ", 
preferred  cause,  8 

Application  for  designation  as  '^  con- 
tract market  **,  7 

Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  review  of  sus- 
pension or  revocation  of  designation 
as  "  contract  market  ",  8 

Conditions  of  designation  as  "contract 
markets",  6-7 

Conditions  of  designation  as  "contract 
market  **,  effect  of  noncompliance 
with,  8 

Contract  markets ",  designation  and 
regulation,  see  Contract  Markets, 
infra 
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FUTUBE  TRABlNG  ACT— [Cont'd) 
Boards  of  Trade —  {Gonfd) 

Contracts  made  through  member  not 
taxable,  when,  6 

Cornering  grain,  prevention  by  govern- 
ing board,  7 

Cornering  grain,  rules  to  prevent  as 
condition  of  designation  as  **  contract 
market",  7 

Definition,  6 

Designation   as   "  contract  markets ",   6 

Designation  as  "  contract  market ",  ap- 
peal from  refusal,  8 

•Governing  board,  preventing  manipula- 
tion of  prices  or  cornering  of  grain. 
7 

Governing  board,  regulation  as  to  keep- 
ing of  records,  7 

Investigation  by  iSecretary  of  Agricul- 
ture, 10 

Manipulation  of  prices,  prevention  by 
governing  board,  7 

Manipulation  of  prices,  rules  to  pre- 
vent as  condition  of  designation  as 
"contract  market",  7 

Membership,  admission  of  prod'ucers' 
associations  as  condition  of  designa- 
tion as  "  contract  market ",  7 

Memorandum  of  transactions,  preserva- 
tion for  prescribed  period,  6 

Memorandum  of  transactions,  require- 
ments as  to,  6 

Notice  and  hearing  in  proceeding  to  re- 
voke or  suspend  designation  as  **  eon- 
tract  market",  8 

Record  of  transactions,  inspection  by 
government  officer,  6 

Records,  keeping  as  condition  of  desig- 
nation as  "contract  market",  7 

Record's  to  be  kept  after  designation  as 
"contract  market",  7 

Redesignation  after  vacating  original 
designation,  0~10 

Reports,  rules  to  prevent  inaccuracy  as 
condition  of  designation  as  "  contract 
market",  7 

Revocation  of  designation  as  "  contract 
market",  8 

Rules  and  regulations  as  aff'ecting  right 
to  designation  as  "  contract  market ", 
7 

Suspension  of  designation  as>  "  contract 
market",  8 

Vacation    of    designation    as    "  contract 
market",  9-10 
Commission    to   suspend    or    rc-voke  desig- 
nation of  "  contract  markets  ",  8 
Constitutionality  of  act,  effect  of   partial 

invalidity,  10 
"  Contract  markets  " 

Appeal  from  refusal  to  designate  or  sus- 
pension or  revocation  of  designation. 
8 

Application  for  designation,  7 

Application  for  vacation  of  designation, 
9-10 

Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  appeal  from 
refusal  to  designate  or  suspension  or 
revocation  of  designation,  8 


FUTURS  TRADING  ACI^—  {Oonrd) 
"  Contract  markets  "—  (Cont'd) 
Conditions  of  designation,  6-7 
Conditions    of    designation    of    contract 

markets,  7 
Cornering  grain,  rules  for  prevention  as 

condition  of  designation,  7 
Designation  of  boards  of  trade  as  "  con- 
tract markets",   authority  of   Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  6 
Designation  of  boards  of  trade  by  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture,  6 
Hearing    and    determination    on    appeal 
from  refusal  to  designate  or  suspen- 
sion or  revocation  of  designation,  8 
Location  and  facilities  of  board  of  trade 
as   affecting   right   to    designation,    7 
Manipulation   of   prices,   rules  for   pre- 
vention as  condition  of  designation,  7 
Membership  in  board  of  trade,  admis- 
sion of  producers'  associations  as  con- 
dition of  designation,  7 
Memorandum  of   transactions  by   mem- 
bers, duty  to  keep,  6 
Notice  of  order  granting  application  to 

vacate  designation,  9 
Orders  of  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  pro- 
vision for  making  effective  as  condi- 
tion of  designation,  7 
Record   of    transactions    of    board    and 
members,  conditions  of  designatiiMi,  7 
Record   of   transactions   of   members,    7 
Redesignation    after    vacating    original 

designation,  9-10 
Reports,  rules  to  prevent  inaccuracy  as 

conditions   of  designation,  7 
Suspension  of  designation,  8 
Transaction    through    member    not   tax- 
able, when,  6 
Vacation  of  designation  on  application 
of  board  of  trade  designated,  9-10 
"Contract  of  sale"  defined,  5-6 
Definitions 
"  Board  of  Trade  ",  6 
"Contract  of  sale",  5-6 
"  Future  delivery  ",  6 
"Grain",  6 
"Person",  6 
Exchanges,  see  Boards  of  Trade,  8upra 
"  Future  deflivery "  defined,  6 
"  Grain  "  defined,  6 
Invalidity  of  part  of  act,  effect  on  other 

provisions,  10 
Investigations  by  Sacretary  of  Agriculture 
Authority  to  make  inyestigations,  10 
Publication  of  results  of  investigations, 
10 
Manipulation    of   price   of   grain,    ground 
for    suspending    trading    privil^es     of 
offender,  8 
Market  conditions,  investigation  by  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  10 
Partial  invalidity  of  act,  effect,  10 
"  Person  "  as  including  associations,  part- 
nerships, corporations  and  trusta^  6 
Punishment    for    violating    provisions    of 

act,  10 
Record  of  transactions,  penalty  for  failure 
to  keep,  10 
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FUTURE  TRADING  ACT—  { Cont'd) 
Report  of  transactions  within  act,  penalty 

for  failure  to  make,  10 
Sales  of  grain  for  future  delivery 

Record  of  transactions,  penalty  for  fail- 
ure to  keep,  10 

Report  of  transactions,  penalty  for 
failure  to  make,  10 

(Sales  by  or  through  member  of  board  of 
trade  designated  as  ^'  contract  mar- 
ket", 6 

Tax  imposed',  6 

Tax,  penalty  for  failure  to  pay,  10 

Transactions  not  taxable,  6 

Transactions  taxable,  6 
Secretary  of  Agriculture 

Appointment  and  removal  of  officers  and 
employees,  11 

Oomfpensation  of  officers  and  employees, 
power  to  tax,  11 

Cooperation  'with,  governmental  agendef 
feideral  and  state,  10-11 

Exipenditures,  power  to  make,   11 
Stampe  as  mode  of  collecting  tax  on  sales 

of  grain  for  future  delivery,  9 
Statistics,    publication    by    Secretary    of 

Agriculture,   10 
Tax  imposed 

Actual  ownership  of  commodity  as  af- 
fecting liability  to  tax,  6 

Amount  of  tax  on  privileges  or  options 
as  to  purchase  or  sale  of  grain,  6 

Board  of  trade,  contracts  made  through 
member  not  taxable,  when,  6 

Collection,  9 

Failure  to  pay,  penalty,  10 

Grower  or  producer  of  grain  not  subject 
to  tax,  6 

Mode  of  collecting  tax  to  be  prescribed 
by  Secretary  of  Treasury,  0 

Nonpayment,  penalty,  10 

Owner  or  renter  of  land  producing  grain 
not  subject  to  tax,  6 

Penalty  for  failure  to  pay,  10 

Person  liable  for  tax,  9 

Regulations  for  collection  of  tax,  pub- 
lication, 9 

Seller  liable  for  tax,  9 

Stamps  as  method  of  collecting  tax,  9 

Time  of  taking  effect  of  tax  provisions, 
10 

Transactions  not  taxable,  6 

Transactions  taxable,  6 
Violation  of  provisions  of  act 

Appeal  from  order  of  commission,  9 

Commission,  hearing  of  complaint  by,  9 

Complaint  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  8 

Hearing  and  determination,  9 

Hearing,  place  of,  9 

Notice  of  hearing,  8-9 

Notice  of  order  of  commission,  9 

Order  of  conunission,  suspension  of  trad- 
ing privileges  of  offender,  9 

Proceedinge  against  violator,  8-9 

Production  of  documents,  9 

Publication  of  facts  disclosed  on  investi- 
gations, 10 

Punishment,  10 


FUTUR£  TRADING  ACT—  {Canrd) 
Violation  of  provisions  of  act —  {Cont'd) 

Referee,     designation    by    Secretary     of 
Agriculture  to  hear  complaint,  9 

Service  of  order  of  commission,  9 

Suspension  of  trading  privileges  of  of- 
fender on  hearing  of  complaint,  9 

Time  of  taking  effect  of  tax  provisions, 
10 

Witnesses,  immunity  of,  9 

Witnesses,    orders    for    attendance    and 
testimony,  9 

GARAGE 

See    Rent    Regulation    in    District   of 
Columbia 

GAS 

Income  tax,  allowance  for  depletion  of  gas 

wells  and  depreciation  of  improvements, 

152 
Reservations  in  patents  for  public  lands, 

268-269 
War  profits  and  excess  profits  tax  on  sales 

of  gas  wells,  175 

GENERAL  ACCQUNTUG  OFFICE 

See  National  Budget  System 
Accountants,  civil  service  examinations,  64 
Administrative  appropriation  and  fund  ac- 
count, power  of  comptroller  general  to 
regulate,  62-03 
Appropriations 
Purposes   for  which  transferred   appro- 
priations are  available,  64-65 
Transfer   from   treasury   department   to 

general  accounting  office,  64 
Assistant    comptroller    general    of   United 

States 
Appointment,  61 
Conduct   involving   moral   turpitude    as 

groimd  for  removal  from  of&^B,  61 
Crime  as  ground  for  removal  from  office, 

61 
Felony  as  ground  for  removal  from  of- 
fice, 61 
Grounds  for  removal  from  office,  61 
Impeachment  as  mode  of  removal  from 

office,  61 
Incapacity  to  perform  duties  as  ground 

for  removal  from  office,  61 
Inefficiency  as  ground  for  removal  from 

office,  61 
Ineligibility  for  reappointment,  61 
Malfeasance  as  ground  for  removal  from 

office,  61 
Neglect  of  duty  as  ground  for  removal 

from  office,  61 
Notice  and  hearing  before  removal  from 

office,  61 
Reappointment  after  removal  prohibited, 

61 
Removal  by  joint  resolutions  of  congress, 

61 
Retirement  at  age  of  70  years,  61 
Salary,  61 

Second  term  prohibited,  61 
Term  of  office,  61 
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GENERAL     ACCOUNTING     OFFICE  — 

{Cont'd) 
Attorneys   to   praotioe   before   office,   regu- 
lations concerning  admission,  63 
Balances   certified    by   comptroller   general 
as    conclusive    on    executive    branch    of 
government,  61 
Books,  papers,  etc.,  in  office  of  comptroller 
of   treasury   transferred   to   general   ac- 
counting office,  81 
Certification    of    balances    by    comptroller 
general  as  conclusive  on  executive  branch 
of  government,  61 
Certified  copies  of  records,  documents,    tc, 

admissibility  in  evidence,  62 
Claims,  settlement  and  adjusting.  62 
Comptroller  General  of  United  States 
Administrative   appropriation   and   fund 

accounting,  power  to  regulate,  62-63 
Admission    of   attorneys  to   practice   be- 
fore office,  power  to  make  regulations, 
63 
Appointment,  61 

Certification  of  balances  binding  on  ex- 
ecutive branch  of  government,  61 
Certification  of  copies  of  records,  docu- 
ments, etc.,  62 
Conduct    involving    moral    turpitude    as 

ground  for  removal  from  office,  61 
Creation  of  office,  61 
Crime  as  ground  for  removal  from  office, 

61 
Direction  and  control  of  office,  60 
Employees  of  office,  power  to  change  num- 
ber, 64 
Employees,   power   to   change   compensa- 
tion, 64 
Felony  as  ground  for  removal  from  office, 

61 
Grounds  for  removal  from  office,  61 
Impeachment  as  mode  of  removal  from 

office,  61 
Incapacity  to  perform  duties  as  ground 

for  removal  from  office,  61 
Inefficiency  as  ground  for  removal  from 

office,   61 
Ineligibility  for  reappointment,  61 
Information,    duty    of    departments    and 

establishmentft  to  furni»h,  64 
Information  for  Bureau  of  Budget,  duty 

to  furnish,  64 
Investigations  and  reports  by  comptroller 

general,  63 
Malfeasance  as  ground  for  removal  from 

office,  61 
Neglect   of   duty  as  ground  of   removal 

from  office,  61 
Notice  and  hearing  before  removal  from 

office,  61 
Officers  and  employees,  power  to  appoint, 

remove,  and  fix  compensation,  63 
Payment  of  adjusted  accounts  or  claims, 

62 
Reappointment  after  removal  prohibited, 

61 
Removal    by    joint    resolutions    of    con- 
gress, 61 


GENERAL     ACCOTTNTING     OFFIClB  ^ 

{Cont'd) 
Comptroller   General  of   United  States  — 
{Cont'd) 
Retirement  at  age  of  70  years,  61 
Revision  of  atat^nents   by   auditors   of 

Treasury  discontinued,  61 
Salary,  61 
Seal  for  general  accounting  office,  power 

to  adopt,  61 
Second  term  prohibited,  61 
Term  of  office,  61 
Comptroller  of  the  Treasury 

Appropriations  for  rent  and  contingent 
and     miscellaneous     expenses     trans- 
ferred to  general  accounting  office,  64 
Powers   and   duties  transferred   to   gen- 
eral accounting  office,  61 
Contingent    expenses,     appropriation     for, 

transfer  from  treasury  department,  64 
Creation  of  office.  60 

Disbursement    of   public    funds,    investiga- 
tions  and    reports    by   comptroller   gen- 
eral, 63 
Employees,  see  Officers  and  employees,  infra 
Establishment  of  office,  60 
Independence  of  executive  departments,  60 
Investigations  and  reports  by  attorney  gen- 
eral, 63 
Laws  governing  departments  and  establish- 
ments to  govern  general  accounting  of- 
fice, 62 
Miscellaneous  expenses,  appropriation   for, 

transfer  from  treasury  department,  64 
Office     accommodations     temporarily     pro- 
vided, 63 
Office   equipment  of   comptroller  of   treas- 
ury   transferred   to    general    accounting 
office,  61 
Officers  and  employees 

Additional  expenses  as  affected  by  date 

of  estaJblishment  of  bureau,  65 
Civil   service   laws  and   regulations   ap- 
plied, 63 
Compensation,  power  of  comptroller  gen- 
eral to  change,  64 
Compensation,  regulation  of  amount,  63 
Comptroller   general   authorized    to    ap- 
poiiit,^  remove,  and  ii^  compensation,  63 
Duties  to  be  performed  as  assigned,  63 
Number   of   employees,   power   of   comp- 
troller general  to  change,  64 
Official   acts  to  have  same  effect  as   if 
performed   by   comptroller  general    in 
person,  63 
Rules   and   regulations   for  carrying   on 

work,  power  to  make,  63 
Transfer  from  executive  departments  and 

independent   establishments,   65 
Transfer  of  personnel  from  office  of  comp- 
troller of  treasury  to  general  account- 
ing office,  60-61  ' 
Payment  of   adjusted   accounts  or   claims, 

how  made,  62 
Personnel  of  office  of  comptroller  of  treas- 
ury  transferred    to   general    accounting 
office,  60-61 
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GEKERAI.     ACCOVKTUra     OFFICE  — 

{Cont'd) 
Receipts  of  goTemment 

IiLveBtigations    and    reports    by    comp- 
troller general,  63 
Rent,    appropriation    for,    transfer    from 

treasury  department,  64 
Reports  by  comptroller  general,  63 
Seal,  power  of  comptroller  general  to  adopt, 

61 
Temporary    office    accommodations,    rooms 

occupied  by  comptroller  of  treasury  and 

auditors,  63 
Time  of  taking  effect  of  act  creating  office, 

65 

GEKERAI.  SirPPI.T  COMMITTEE 

Furnishing    typewriters    to    executive    de- 
partments, 56 


Acquisition  of  embassy  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 

Ambassador  extraordinary  and  minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

Claims  against,  retention  of  seized  prop- 
erty until  satisfaction,  09 

Seized  property  retained  until  satisfaction 
of  claims  against  German  government,  69 

War  between  United  States  and  Germany 
terminated,  68 

GIFTS 

Income  tax  not  imposed  on  gifts,  134 

GOOD  WHiIi 

Amount  in  controversy,  571  note 

GOVERIVMENT  BONDS 

See  Public  Debt 

GOVERNMENT  BUILDINGS 

See  Public  Pbopebty,  Buildings  and 
Grotjitds 

GOVERNMENT  CONTRACTS 

See  Public  Contracts 

Meaning  of  phrase  in  Revenue  Act,  122 

GOVERNMENT  EMPLOYEES 

See  Oivn.  St^rvice;  Public  Offickbs  and 
Kmpi/>yeks 

GRAIN 

Tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery,  ere 
FuTLTJE  Trading  Act 

GREAT  BRITAIN 

Acceptance  of  gift  of  buildings  and  grounds 

for  embassy,  48 
Arbitration     of     claims     between     Great 

Britain   and   United   States,   salaries  of 

agency,  67 
Ambassador    extraordinary    and    ministc'r 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
Conference  for  limitation   of  naval  aruia- 

pient,  2^0 


GREECE 

Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

GUAM 

Elmergency  tariff  act  not  applicable,  34-35 

GVATEMAUL 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

HABEAS  CORF0S 

Appeal   as  appropriate  method  of  review, 

607  note 
Appeal,  right  to,  602  note 
Application  for  writ,  453  note 
Civil  proceeding  reviewable  on  appeal,  607 

note 
Constitution,    law    or    treaty    of    United 

States,  custodv  and  violation  of,  453  note 
Contempt,  review  of  proceedings,  451  note 
Court  martial  proceedings,  review,  451  note 
Errors   and    irregularities    not    reviewable 

on  writ,  440  note 
Extradition,  review  of  proceedings,  451  note 
Federal  interference  with  custody  of  state 

court,  451  note 
Hearing,  scope,  453  note 
Immigration,    review   of    proceedings,    461 

note,  455  note 
Inquiry  as  confined  to  jurisdiction,  449  note 
Judgments  and  sentences  reviewable,  450 

note 
Military  service,  enforcement  of  right  to 

exemption,  804  note 
Petition  for  writ,  4531  note 
Prisoner   in   jail,  right  to  relief,  452^53 

note 
Purpose  of  writ.  449  note 
Review  of  decision  in  habeas  corpus  pro- 
ceeding, 453  note 

Review  of  proceedings  of  special  tribunals, 
451  note 

Scooe  of  writ,  440  note 

Sufficiency  of  evidence,  review  of,  449-450 

Writ  of  error,  habeas  corpus  not  substi- 
tute for,  449*  note 

HAH.  INSURANCE 

Income  tax,  exemption  of  mutual  compa- 
nies. 150 

HAITI 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

HARRISON  ACT 

Sections  1,  6,  re-enacted,  200 

HAWAII 

Agriculture 

Agricultural  experts,  emnloyment,  com- 
pensation and  duties,  SO 

Lease  of  public  laii<l«  for  ajjricnitural 
purposes,    75    rt    ftn/. 

Loans  for  stocking  and  improvement  of 
leased  home  lands,  78 
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—  {Cont'd) 
Alien's  right  to  acquire  interest  in  public 

lands,  84 
Amendment's  to  organic  act 

Aliens,  right  to  acquire  certificate  of 
occupation  or  lease  of  public  lands, 
84 

Citizenship  of  employees  on  public 
works,  87-88 

''Commissioner"  as  used  in  §  73  (a) 
defined,  82 

Conveyance  of  rights  in  public  lands,  84 

Corporations,  ownership  of  real  estote, 
82 

Corporations,  right  to  acquire  certifi- 
cate of  occupation  or  lease  of  public 
lands,  84 

Definitions  of  terms  used  in  organic 
act,  82 

District  attorney,  appointment  and  ten- 
ure, 86-87 

District  court  established,  86 

District  court,  jurisdiction  and  review 
of  decisions,  87 

District  judges,  number  to  be  appointed 
and  salaries,  86 

Executive  power  vested  in  governor,  82 

Funds  arising  from  sale  or  lease  of  pub- 
lic lands,  disposal,  83-84 

Governor  invested  with  executive  power, 
82 

Grants  of  public  lands,  restrictions  im- 
posed, 85 

Harbor  commissioners,  powers  and  du- 
ties, 88 

Homestead  entry  of  public  lands,  sur- 
vey and  opening,  65 

Indebtedness  of  territory,  limitation,  82 

Inheritance  of  rights  in  public  lands,  84 

"Land  board"  as  used  jn  f  73  (a)  de- 
fined, 82 

Lieases  of  public  lands  regulated.  83-84 

Legislature,  salaries  and  mileage  of 
members,  81-<82 

Mortgage  of  rights  in   public  lands,  84 

"Person"  as  used  in  5  75  (a)  defined, 
83 

Preferential  right  to  purchase  land,  84 

Public  debt  of  territory,  limitation.  82 

Public  land  grants,  restrictions  im- 
posed,  86 

Public  land  laws  amended  and  contin- 
ued in  force,  83 

Public  lands,  aliens'  right  to  acquire 
certificate  of   occupation   or  lease,  84 

"Public  lands"  as  used  in  §  73  (a) 
defined,  82 

Public  land's,  disposal  of  proceeds  of 
sales  or  leases,  83-84 

Public  lands,  leases  regulated,  83 

Public  lands,  persons  entitled  to  ac- 
quire, 84 

Public  lands,  preferential  right  of  pur- 
chase.   84 

Public  lands,  rigiht  of  corporations  to 
acquire  certificate  or  occupation  or 
lease,  84 

Public  lands,  survey  and  opening  for 
homestead  entry,  85-86 


— {Canfd) 
Amendments  to  organic  act —  [Cont'd) 
Public  lands,  transfer  of  rights  in,  84 
Pu'Uic  ofiScero,  citizenship,  86 
Public  officers,  qualifications,  86 
Public    officers,    residence    in    territory, 

period  re<^uired,  86 
Public  officers,  salaries,  87 
Public   works,   citijsenship  of  employees 

on,  87-88 
Tenants    in    common    of    public    lanife, 

transfer  of  rights  inter  se,  84 
Territorial   officers,   see   PuMic   Officers, 

infra 
Transfer  of  rights  in  public  lands,  84 
United     States     marshal,     appointment 
and  tenure,  86-87 
Appeals  from  district  court,  87 
Appropriations,    operating   expenses,    etc, 

of  board  of  harbor  commissioners,  88 
Associations,  "person"  within  meaning  of 

term  in  §  73  (a)  of  organic  act,  83 
Board  of  harbor  commissioners 
Annual  reports,  88 
Powers  and  duties,  88 
Bonds,  issuance  by  territorial  legislature 

for  water  development  projects,  80 
Buildings  on  leased  home  lands,  funds  for 

erecting,  78 
Bulkheads,   control   and    management    by 

harbor  commissioners,  88 
Certificate  of  occupation,  see  Public  lands, 

infra 
Churdhes,  right  to  acquire  public  lands  for 

church  buildings,  85 
Circuit  courts,  salaries  of  judges,  87 
Citizenship 

Grovernor  required  to  be  citizen  of  terri- 
tory, 82 
Public  lands,   qualification   for   acquisi- 
tion, 83 
Public  works,  qualification  of  employees, 
87 
Clerk  of  district  court  and  assistants,  com- 
pensation, 232 
Constitutionality   of    act   of    congress    re- 
lating to  territory,  effect  of  partial  in- 
validity, 88 
Corporations 
Escheat  of  excess  real  estate,  82 
"  Person "   within  meaning  of  term   in 

§  73  (a)  of  organic  act,  83 
Power  to  hold  real  estate,  82 
Real  estate,  powef  to  hold,  82 
Transfer  of  interest  in  public  lands  to 
corporation  by  means  ot  mortgage  or 
otherwise,  84 
Demurrage,  regulation,  88 
Descent  and  distribution,  interest  in  pub- 
lic land,  84 
District  attorney 
Appointment,   powers,   and   term  of  of- 
fice, 86-87 
Salary,  87 
District  court 

Apipeals  and  writs  of  error,  87 
Di-i^trict  attorney,   appointment,  pow^s, 
and  term  of  office,  86-87 
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HAWAII-'  iOonfd) 
District  court — {Oonfd) 
District    judges,    number,    appointment, 

powers  and  term  of  office,  8^-87 
Establishment,  86 

United    States    marshal,    appointment, 
powers,  and  term  of  office,  86-^7 
Docks,  control  and  management  by  harbor 

commissioners,  88 
Emoloyees    on   public    works,    citizenship, 

87-88 
Executive  power,  see  Governor,  infn^ 
Factories  right  to  acquire  public  lands  for 

factory  buildings,  85 
Farm  Loan  Act  of  Hawaii  not  applicable 

to  lessees  of  home  lands,  79-80 
Fisheries  in  Pearl  Harbor,  acquisition  Iby 

United  States,  72 
Governor 
Age  required,  82 
Appointment,  82 

Appointment  of  members  of  home  com- 
mission, 73 
Oiairman  of  home  commission,  74 
Citizenship  of  territory,  82 
Commander  in  chief  of  militia,  82 
Expenses,  allowance  for,  87 
Powers  and  duties,  82 
Powers  in  respect  of  home  lands,  75-76 
Private  secretary,  employment  and  com- 
pensation, 87 
Qualifications,  82 
Residence   in   territory   before    appoint- 

ment,  82 
Salary,  87 
Term  of  office,  82 
Harbors   and   harbor   improvements,   pow- 
ers and  duties  of  harlK)r-eommi88ioners. 
88 
Hawaiian  home  loan  fund,  see  Home  loan 

fund,  infra 
Hawaiian   hornet    commission,    see   HomeR 

commission,  infra 
Home  lands 

Available  lands  specified,  74 

Available  land  subject  to  lease  at  timp 

of  enactment,  75 
Board  of  public  lands,  buyers  restricted, 

75-76 
Control  of  commission  to  commence  on 

passage  of  act,  75 
General  lease  subject  to  termination.  77 
Grovernor's    power    as    to    home    lands. 

75-76 
Improvements,    loans    for    purposes    of 

making,  77-70 
Leases,  «ee  Lease  of  home  lands,  infra 
Location  of  available  lands,  74 
Quantity  of  available  lands,  74 
Resumption  by  commission   of  unleaHod 
lands  surrenderpd  to  commissioner  of 
•public  lands,  77 
Sale    and    lease    of   '*  available    lands ", 

statutory  restrictions,  75 
Selection  by  commission.  75 
Situation   of   available   lands,   74 
Status  of  "  available  lands  ",  75 
Surrender    of   unleased    home   lands    to 
pommissioner  of  public  lands^  77 


HAWAII— ((7onf<2) 
•  Home  lands —  (Cont'd) 

Unselected  available  lands,  76 
Home  Loan  Fund 

Acceleration  of  due  date  for  violation  of 

conditions  of  loan,  79 
Actions  by  commission  to  enforce  compli- 
ance with  order,  79 

Amortization  plan  for  repayment  of 
loans,  78 

Amount  of  loans  limited,  78 

Assumption  of  contract  of  loan  by  suc- 
cessor to  borrower's  interest,  78 

Buildings  on  leased  land  as  purpose  of 
loan,  78 

OonditioDs  imposed  on  loans,  78 

Conditions  of  loan,  acceleration  of  due 
date  for  violation,  79 

Conditions  of  loan,  effect  of  violation, 
79 

Death  of  borrower,  successor  permitted 
to  assume  contract  of  loan,  78 

Development  of  home  lands  as  purpose 
of  loans,  78 

Diversion  of  money  from  purposes  of 
loan  prohibited,  78 

Dwellings  on  leased  home  lands  as  pur- 
pose of  loan,  78 

Ejectment  to  enforce  compliance  with 
orders  of  commission,  79 

Enforcement  of  lien,  79 

Establishment,  77 

Extension  of  time  for  payment  of  instal- 
ments by  borrowers,  78 

Farm  equipment  as  purpose  of  loans, 
78 

Forfeiture  of  borrower's  interest  for  vio- 
lation of  conditions,  79 

Forfeiture  of  lease  for  noncompliance 
with  conditions,  disposal  of  forfeited 
lands,  79 

Improvement  of  leased  home  lands  as 
purpose  of  loans,  78 

Instalment  plan  of  repayment  of  loans, 
78 

Insurance  by  borrower  of  improvement 
and    live   stock   on   land,    78-79 

Interest  on  loans,  rate  of,  78 

Lien  for  amount  of  loan,  79 

Limitation  of  amount  of  loans,  78 

Live  stock,  purchase  bv  lessees  of  home 
lands  as  purpose  of  loans.  78 

Loans  from  fund,  purposes,  78 

Mortgage  of  borrower's  interest  in  land 
as  affecting  terms  of  repayment  of 
loan,  78 

Orders  of  commission,  penaltv  for  failure 
of  borrower  to  comply  with,  79 

Pavment  bv  borrowers,  amortization 
plan.  78 

Penalties  for  failure  of  borrowers  to  com- 
ply with  orders  of  commission,  79 

Pledge  of  borrower's  interest  in  land  as 
affecting  terms  of  repavment  of  loan, 
78 

Postponing  payment  of  instalments  by 
•borrowers.  78 

Purpose  of  loans  from  fund,  78 
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—  {Cont'd) 
Home  Loan  Fund —  {C<mVd) 

Rentals  of  public  lands  appropriated  to 
fund,  77-78 

Repayment  of  loans,  amortization  plan, 
78* 

Revolving  fund,  77 

Sources  of  fund,  77 

Transfer  of  borrower's  interest  in  land 
as  affecting  terms  of  repayment  of 
loan,  78 

Violations    of    conditions    of   loan,    pro- 
ceedings before  commission,  79 
Homes  commission 

Actions  to  enforce  conditions  of  loans,  7J) 

Available  lands  placed  under  control  of 
commission,  75 

"  Commission  "  defined,  73 

Compensation  of  employees  and  agents, 
power  to  fix,  81 

Conditions  of  loans  to  lessees  of  home 
lands,  power  to  impose,  78 

Definition,  73 

Employees  and  agents,  power  to  appoint, 
81 

Establishment  of  commission,  73 

Executive  officer,  designation  by  com- 
mission, 74 

Executive  officers  and  secretary  required 
to  give  bond,  81 

Executive  officers  and  secretary,  salaries, 
74 

Expenditures  authorized,  81 

"  Fund  "  defined,  73 

Governor  as  chairman  of  commission,  74 

Governor  author ize<l  to  remove  commis- 
sioner, 74 

Grounds  for  removal  of  commissioner.  74 

"  Hawaiian  home  lands  "  defined,  73 

Homes  commission  act,  power  to  amend 
or  repeal  reserved  by  Congress,  81 

Insurance    of    buildings    and    sto<*k    on 
leased  home  lands  to  secure  loans.  78- 
79 
■  I^ase  of  home  lands,  autliority  to  make, 
76 

Lease  of  home  lands  to  native  Hawaiians, 
76 

Loans  to  lessees  of  home  lands,  authority 
to  make,  78 

Malfeasance  in  office  as  ground  for  re- 
moval, 74 

Membership  of  commission,  73 

"  Native  ITawaiian  "  defined,  73 

Native  Hawaiian  members,  73 

Neglect  of  duty  as  ground  for  removal. 
74 

Officers  required  to  give  official  bonds,  81 

Organic  Act,  definition,  73 

"Public  land"  defined,  73 

Removal  of  commissioners,  74 

Reports  to  legislature,  81 

Rules  and  regulations,  authority  to 
make,  81 

Salaries  of  comnii.ssioners.  74 

SRcretRry,  designation  by  commission,  74 

Statutory  definitions,  73 

Terms  of  office  of  commissioners,  74 


—  {Oanrd) 
Homes  commission —  {Cont'd) 
"  Territory  "  defined,  73 
"Tract"  defined,  73 
Vacancies  in  membership,  how  filled,  73 
Water  and   other  development  projects, 
authority  to  undertake,  80 
Homestead,  see  Public  lands,  infra 
Hotels,  right  to  acquire  public  lands  for 

use  of,  85 
Improvement  of  leased  home  lands,  funds 

for  making,  78 
Indebtedness  of  territory,  see  Public  debt, 

infra 
Irrigation 

Acquisition  of  public  land  for  ditches,  85 
Acquisition  of  public  land  for  irrigation, 

85 
Right    to    use     of    government     owned 
w^aters,  81 
Landings,  control  and  management  by  har- 
bor commissioners,  88 
Lease  of  home  lands 

Acreage  to  be  leased  to  one  person,  76 
Agricultural   lands,   limitation   of   quan- 
tity, 76 
Amount  to  be  leased  to  one  person,  76 
Applications  for  leases,  76 
Attachment    of    lessee's    interest,    when 

permitted,  76 
Community  pastures  adjacent  to  leased 

lands,  77 
Conditions  imposed  on  lessee,  70 
Conditions  of  lease,  forfeiture  for  viola- 
tion. 77 
Conditions,    performance    by    lessee    re- 
quired, 76 
Death  of  lessee,  devolution  of  interest,  76 
Devolution  of  interest  on  d^ath  of  lessee, 

76 
Duration  of  lease,  76 
Execution  sale  on  lessee^s  interest,  when 

permitted,  76 
Forfeiture  for  violation  of  conditions,  77 
Heir    of    lessee,    breach    of    conditions 
within  two  years  after  inheritance,  77 
Heir  of  lessee  not  native  Hawaiian,  77 
Levy    on     lessee's    interest,    when    per- 
mitted, 76 
Limitation  of  quantity,  76 
Mandatory  duty  to  give  lease,  76 
Manner  and  purpose  of  leases,  75 
Mortgage  by  lessee  to  other  than  native 

Hawaiian  prohibited,  76 
Mortgage  to  native  Hawaiian,  approval 

of  commission  required,  76 
Native  Hawaiian,  lessee  must  be,  76 
Occupancy  under  lease  for  part  of  each 

year  required,  76 
Occupancy   under    lease,    time    of    com- 
mencement required,  76 
Pastoral  lands,  limitation  of  quantity,  76 
Pasture  lands  for  common  use  of  lessees, 

77 
Persons  entitled  to  lease,  76 
Purpose  of  leases,  75 
Rent  reserved,  70 
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—  [Cont'd) 
Lease  of  home  lands —  (Confd) 

Sale  agreement  previously  made,  lease 
to  complete,  75 

Subletting  by  lessee  prohibited,  76 

Successors  of  lescrors,  conditions  and  ex- 
tent of  interest,  77 

Taxes,  exemption  for  first  five  years  of 
lease,  76 

Taxes  payable  by  lessee,  76 

Term  of  lease,  76 

Title  to  land  leased,  76 

Transfer  by  lessee  to  other  than  native 
Hawaiian  prohibited,  76 

Transfer  to  native  Hawaiian,  approval 
of  commission  required,  76 

IJn leased  home  lands,  disposal,  77 

Violation     of    conditions     of     lease     as 
ground  of  forfeiture,  77 
Legislature 

Compensation  of  members,  81-82 

Extra  sessions,  no  compensation  allowed 
for,  82 

Members,  salaries  and  mileage,  81-82 

Salaries  and  mileage  of  members,  81-82 
Legislature  authorized  to  issue  bonds  for 

water  development  projects,  80 
Loan  fund,  see  Hawaiian  home  loan  fund, 

supra 
A£arshal    of    the    United    States,    appoint- 
ment, powers  and  term  of  office,  86-87 
Marshal  of  the  United  States,  salary.  87 
Mercantile  establishments,  right  to  acquire 

public  lands  for  use  of,  85 
Militia,  governor  as  commander  in  chief,  82 
Mills,   right   to   acquire   public   lands   for 

milling  purposes,  85 
Mortgage   of   certificate   of    occupation    or 

lease  of  public  lands,  84 
National     prohibition     act     operative     in 

Hawaii,  229 
Organic  Act,   see   Amendments  to   organic 

act,  supra 
Pardons  and  reprieves,  power  to  grant,  82 
"  Partnership  ",    "  person  "   within    mean- 
ing of  term  in  §  73(a)  of  organic  act,  83 
Patents,  see  Public  lands,  infra 
*' Person  "  in   §   73(a)    of  organic  act  as 

including  partnerships,  corporations  and 

associations,  83 
Pilots,  regulation  of  charges,  88 
Pipe  lines,  right  to  acquire  public  lands,  85 
Ports,  control  and  management  by  harbor 

commissioners,  88 
Private    schools,    right   to   acquire    public 

lands  for  school  buildings,  85 
Public  debt 

Issuance  of  bonds  for  water  development 
projects,  80 

Limitation  of  amount,  82 
Public  lands 

Aliens,  transfer  of  certificate  of  occupa- 
tion, lease,  etc.,  to  alien  by  means  of 
mortgage,  lease  or  otherwise  restricted, 
84 

"Available  lands,"  see  Home  lands,  supra 

Board  of  public  lands,  power*  ag  to  home 
landi,  7fi-76 


-^{Oonfd) 
Public  lands—  (Confd) 

Certifleate  of  occupation,  persons  en- 
titled to  receive,  84 

Ohurches,  sale  of  public  lands  for  use 
of,  85 

Citizenship  as  essential  to  acquisition  of 
rights,  85 

"Commissioner"  as  used  in  f  73(a)  of 
organic  act  defined,  82 

Commissioner  of  public  lands,  powers  as 
to  home  lands,  75-76 

Corporations,  transfer  of  certificate  of 
occupation,  lease,  etc.,  to  corporation 
by  means  of  mortgage,  lease  or  other- 
wise restricted,  84 

Definitions  of  terms  used  in  §  73(a)  of 
organic  act,  82 

Devolution  of  right  under  certificate  of 
occupation,  lease,  etc.,  84 

Exchange  of  public  lands  regulated,  85 

Existing  laws  continued  in  force,  83 

Factories,  sale  of  public  lands  for  se  of, 
85 

Funds  arising  from  sale  or  lease,  disposi- 
tion, 83-84 

Grants,  leases,  etc.,  law  governing,  83 

Grants,  persons  entitled  to  receive,  84 

Home  lands  surrendered  to  commissioner 
of  public  lands,  77 

Homes  conmiission,  see  Hawaiian  homes 
commission,  supra 

Homestead,  survey  and  opening  of  lands 
for  entry,  85-86 

Hotels,  sale  of  public  lands  for  use  of,  85 

Inheritance  of  rights  imder  certificate  of 
occupation,  lease,  etc.,  84 

Irrigation  ditches,  sale  of  public  lands 
for  use  of,  86 

"Land  board"  as  used  in  §  73(a)  of 
organic  act  defined,  82 

Lease  by  government  of  land  in  public 
domain,  83-85 

Lease  by  holder  of  certificate  of  occupa- 
tion,  etc.,  84 

Lease  of  home  lands,  see  Lease  of  home 
lands,  supra 

Mercantile  establishments,  sale  of  public 
lands  for  use  of,  85 

Mills,  sale  of  public  lands  for  milling 
purposes,  including  houses  for  em- 
ployees, 85 

Officials  of  land  office,  changes  in  desig- 
nation, 83 

"  Person  "  as  used  in  f  73(a)  of  organic 
act  defined,  83 

Pipe  lines,  right  to  purchase,  85 

Preferential  right  to  purchase,  84 

Private  schools,  sale  of  public  lands  for 
use  of,  85 

"  Public  lands  "  defined,  82 

Pumping  stations,  sale  of  public  lands 
for  use  of,  86 

Railroads,  right  to  a<?quire  land  for 
tracks,  etc.,  85 

Reservoirs,  sale  of  public  lands  for  use 
of,  86 

Sales  restricted  and  regulated,  86 


926 


INDEX 


^  {Cont'd) 
Public  lands—  (Cont'd) 

Schools,  sale  of  public  lands  for  use  of,  85 

Tenants  in  common,  transfer  of  rights 
inter  se,  84 
Public  officers 

Board  of  harbor  commissioners,  powers 
and  duties,  88 

Citizenship  of  territory,  86 

District   attorney,   appointment,   powers 
and  term  of  office,  8&-87 

District    judges,    number,    appointment, 
powers  and  term  of  office,  86-87 

£zecutiTe,  see  Governor,  supra 

Biesidence    in    territory    before   appoint- 
ment, 86 

Salaries,  87 

United     States     marshal,    a{>pointment , 
powers  and  term  of  office,  86-87 
Public  works,  citizenship  of  employees,  87- 

88 
Pumping  stations,  right  to  acquire  public 

lands  for  irrigation,  85 
Quays,  control  and  management  by  harbor 

commissioners,  88 
Bailroads,  acquisition  of  public  lands  for 

tracks,  etc.,  85 
Reprieve,  power  of  governor  to  grant,  82 
Reservoirs,  right  to  acquire  public  lands  for 

construction,  85 
Schools,  right  to  acquire  public  lands  for 

school  buildings,  85 
Seashore,  control  and  management  by  har- 
bor commissioners,  88 
Secretary  of  State,  salary,  87 
Shipping,  powers  and  duties  of  harbor  com- 
missioners, 88 
Supreme  court  of  Territory 

Decisions  as  binding  on  federal  courts, 
454  note 

Salary  of  justices,  87 
Tenants  in   conomon  under  lease,  etc.,  of 

public  land,  transfer  inter  se,  84 
Territorial  legislature  authorized  to  ishuo 

bonds  for  water  development  projects,  80 
Territorial  officers,  see  Public  officers,  supra 
"  United  States  "  as  including  Hawaii,  rev- 
enue act,  122 
United  States  marshal 

Appointment,  powers  and  term  of  office. 
86-87 

Salary,  87 
Voktead    act   distinguished   from    revenue 

law,  454  note 
Warehouses,  regulation,  88 
Water  licenses 

Commissioner  of  public  landn  authorized 
to  issue  licenses,  80 

Conditions  imposed  on  licengeeR,  80 

Definition,  80 

Domestic  use  of  water,  licensefl  aa  affect- 
ing right,  80 

Irrigation,  licenses  as  affecting  right  to 
use  of  water,  80 

"  Surplus  water  **  defined,  80 
Waters 

Appropriations  by  territorial  legislation 
lor  water  projects,  80 


HAWAII—  (Cont'd) 
Waters—  (Confd) 

Bonds  to  carry  on  water  development 
projects,  issuance  by  territorial  legis- 
lature, 80 

Development  projects,  authority  of  homes 
commission  to  imdertake,  80 

Domestic  use  of  water,  water  licenses  as 
affecting  right,  80 

Irrigation,  water  licenses  as  affecting 
right  to  use  of  water,  81 

Public  lands,  acquisition  for  irrigation 
ditches,  reservoirs,  etc,  85 

"  Surplus  water  "  defined,  80 
Wharves,  control  and  management  by  har- 
bor commissioners,  88 

HEAI.TH  AHD  QVA&ANTIinB 

Bills  of  health  for  vessels  bound  for  ports 
in  United  States,  its  possessions  or  de- 
pendencies, 90 
Hygiene  of  maternity  and  infancy,  promo- 
tion of,  90 
Infancy,  see  Maternity  and  infancy,  infra 
Maternity  and  infancy 
Application  of  moneys   appropriated   to 

states,  93 
Apportionment  of  appropriation,  92 
Appropriation  of  moneys  among  different 

states,  91 
Appropriations  for  promotion  of  welfare 

and  hygiene,  90  et  seq. 
Board  of  maternity  and  infant  hygiene, 

creation,  91 
Certifying   amounts   payable    to    states, 

92-93 
Children's  bureau  of  department  of  labor 

to  administer  act,  91 
Employees,  travel  and  other  expenses,  92 
Ehiforcement  of  act,  91 
Expenses  of  employees,  etc.,  92 
Fund  for  administration  of  act  to  pro- 
mote welfare  and  hygiene,  92 
Hygiene,    appropriations   for    promotion 

of,  90  et  seq. 
Plans  of   states  for  carrying   out   pro- 
visions of  act,  submission,  92 
Reports  by  states  receiving  federal  aid, 

93 
Secretary  of  Labor,  authority  to  direct 

activities  of  children's  bureau,  93-94 
State  control  of   administration   of   act 

within  state  limits,  94 
States,  federal  aid  and  cooperation,  91 
Supplies,  expenditures  for  purchase  of,  92 
Public  heidth  service 
Advertising  expenditures  limited,  90 
Appropriations,  expenditure  for  advertis- 
ing, 90 
Expenditures  for  advertising,  limitation, 
90 
Quarantine,  fees  imposed  on  vessels  at  quar- 
antine stations,  90 
Sheppard -Towner  Act,  text  of  act,  89  et  seq. 

HEAZ/EH  Hf SURAN OS 

Income  tax  not  imposed  on  money  reoeived 
under  health  policies,  134 
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HIOH  SEAS 

Grimes  committed  on  high  aeas,  where  tri- 
able, 596  note 


Accounting   diyision,   eatabliahment   nnder 

federal  highway  act,  06 
Appropriations,    certificate    of    dispoeition 

made,  102 
Canal     property     acquired    from    United 
States,  permission  to  transfer  to  state 
highway  department,  100 
Certificate  of  disposition  made  of  appro- 
priations, 102 
Classification  for  federal  aid 
Primary  or  interstate  highways,  96-97 
9e<M>ndary  or  intercounty  highways,  96-97 
Constitutionality  of  federal  highway  act, 

partial  invalidity,  103 
Cbnstruetion  defined,  96 
Council   of   national   defense,   transfer   of 
powers  to  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  95,  96 
Definitions  of  terms  in  federal  highway  act 
**  Construction/'  95 
"  Federal  aid  act,"  95 
"  Forest  roads,"  95 
«  Highway,"  95 
''Maintenance,"  95 
"Reconstruction,"  95 
"  State  funds,"  95 
''  State  highway  department,"  95 
Expenditures  for  administering  proYisions 

of  federal  highway  act,  101 
Failure  of  state  to  maintain  federal  aid 

road,  coneequences,  99 
''  Federal  aid  act,"  definition,  95 
Federal  aid  to  state  projects 
Administering    provisions     of     Federal 
Highway  Act,   deduction   of  expendi- 
tures from  appropriation,  101 
Apportionment  of  aid  between  primary 

and  secondary  highways,  97 
Appropriation  of  public  lands  for  high- 
way purposes,  100 
Approval    of    plans,   specifications,   etc., 

notice  to  state,  98 
Approval  of  projects  in  states  not  per- 
mitted' to  provide  revenue  for  high- 
ways, 103 
Approval   of   projects   receiving   federal 

aid,  9(^>97 

Approval  of  supervision  of  work,  98-90 

Canal    property   acquired    from    United 

States,  permission  to  transfer  to  state 

highway  department,  100 

Classification  of  highways  for  federal  aid, 

96-^7 
Conditions  of  federal  aid,  96-97 
Distribution  to  states  of  supplies  for  con- 
struction and  maintenance,  96 
Estimates,    submission  to   Secretary    of 

Agriculture,  98 
Expenditures     for     administering     pro- 
visions of  federal  highway  act,  deduc- 
tion from  appropriation,  101 
Failure  of  state  to  maintain  federal  aid 
roads,  consequences,  99 


—  iConfd) 
Federal  aid  to  state  projects —  {Cont'd) 

Funds  available  for  carrying  out  pro- 
visions of  federal  highway  act,  101 

Maps  of  federal  aid  roads,  preparation 
and  distribution,  99-100 

Money  available  for  carrying  out  pro- 
visions of  federal  highway  act,  101 

Notice  to  state  of  approval  of  plans, 
specifications,  etc.,  98 

Partial  approval  of  system  designated,  97 

Payment  to  state  of  sum  appropriated 
to  it,  98 

Pajnnent  to  state  on  account  of  construc- 
tion, etc.,  99 

Plans  and  specifications,  submission  to 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  98 

Primary  or  interstate  highways,  classifi- 
cation of  state  highways  for  federal 
aid,  96-97 

Projects  receiving  federal  aid,  96-97 

Proportion  of  fluids  provided  by  federal 
government,  98 

Public  lands  appropriated  for  highway 
pui^oses,  100 

Bailroad  property  acquired  from  United 
States,  permission  to  transfer  to  state 
highway  department,  100 

Recommendations  by  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture for  carrying  out  purposes  of 
federal  highway  act,  100 

Reports  by  Secretary  of  Agriculture  to 
Congress,  100 

Revision  of  system  designated,  97 

Rules  and  regulations  for  carrying  out 
purposes  of  federal  highway  act,  100 

Secondary  or  intercounty  highways, 
classification  of  state  highways  for  fed- 
eral aid,  96-97 

State  funds  for  highway  system,  condi- 
tion to  federal  aid,  97 

Supervision  of  work,  approval  of  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture,  98-99 

System  of  highways,  selection  and  desig- 
nation by  state,  96 

Tolls  not  chargeable  on  federal  aid  roads, 
97 

Types  of  surface  and  kind  of  materials 
for  construction  of  federal  aid  roads,  97 

Width  of  roads,  98 
Federal  highway  act,  94  et  seq. 
Forest  roads 

Appropriation  of  public  lands  for,  100 

Definition,  96 

Reservation  of  materials  for  construction 
of  roads  in  national  forests,  96 

Reservation  of  supplies  for  construction 
and  maintenance,  96 
Funds  available  for  carrying  out  federal 

highway  act,  101 
"  Highway  "  defined,  96 
Maintenance  defined,  96 
Maintenance  of  federal  aid  road,  default 

of  state,  99 

Maps  of  federal  aid  roads,  preparation  and 
^stribution,  99 


928 


INDEX 


—  {Cont'd) 
Moneys  available  for  carrying  out  federal 

highway  act,  101 
National  forests,  see  Forest  roads,  supra 
National    parks,    powers   of    Secretary    of 

Agriculture  not  extended  by  federal  hig'h- 

way  act  to  highways  in  military  or  naval 

reservations,  ©5-96 
Partial  unconstitutionality  of  federal  high- 
way act,  103 
Payment  to  state  of  Bum  apportioned  to  it. 

97 
Pavment  to  state  on  account  of  construe- 

tion,  etc.,  of  federal  aid  roads,  99 
Primary  or  interstate  highways 

Apportionment  of  federal  aid,  97 

Classification  for  federal  aid,  96-97 
Public  lands,  a{>propriation  for  highway  or 

forest  road  purposes,  100 
Public  land  states,  application  of  federal 

highway  act,  98 
Railroad   property   acquired    from   United 

States,  permission   to  transfer  to  state 

highway  department,  100 
Recommendations  of  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture  for   carrying   out  federal   highway 

act,  100 
Reconstruction  defined,  95 
Repeal   of    acts   inconsistent   with    federal 

highway  act,  103 
Research  work  under  federal  highway  act, 

expenditures  for,  101 
Reservations,  powers  of  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture not  extended  by  federal  highway 

act   to   highways   in   military   or   navsd 

reservations,  95-96 
Rules    and    regulations    for    carrying   out 

highway  act,  100 
Secondary  or  inter-county  highways 

Apportionment  of  federal  aid,  97 

Classification  for  federal  aid,  96-97 
Secretary  of  Agriculture 

Accounting  division,  secretary  directed 
to  establish,  96 

Authority  respecting  gtate  appropriation, 
97 

Cooperation  with  state  highway  depart- 
ments and  Department  of  Interior,  96 

Duty  on  failure  of  state  to  maintain  fed- 
eral aid  road,  99 

Powers  of  Council  of  National  Defense 
transferred  to  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
95-96 

Recommendations  for  carrying  out  fed- 
eral highway  act,  100 

Reports  to  congress  as  to  work  done,  etc., 
under  federal  highway  act,  100 

Rules  and  recommendations  for  carrying 
out  federal  highway  act,  100 

Setting  aside  state's  share  of  federal 
fund,  98 

Supervision  of  work  on  federal  aid  roads, 
98 
Setting  aside  state's  share  of  federal  fund, 

98 
State  funds  defined,  95 
State  funds  required  for  fe4eral  aid  roads, 

97 


—  {Omfd) 

"  State  highway  department "  defined,  95 
State  highi^'ay  projects 
Classes  of  projects  receiving  federal  aid, 

96-97 
Cooperation  of  Secretary  of  Agricniture 

with  state  highway  departments,  96 
Funds  provided  by  states  as  condition  of 

federal  aid,  97 
Primary  or  interstate  highways,  classifi- 
cation  of  state  highway  projects,  96-97 
Projects  receiving  federal  aid,  approval 

and  classification,  9(H)7 
Secondary     or     inter-county     highways, 
classification  of  state  highway  projects, 
96-97 
Tolls  not  chargeable  on  federal  aid  roads, 

97 
Types  of  surface  and  kinds  of  material 
for  construction,  etc.,  as  condition  of 
federal  aid,  97 
State  roads,  loan  of  tractors  for  conatruc- 

tion  work,  315 
Statutory  definitions,  95 
Supervision  of  work  on  federal  aid  roads, 

98 
Surplus    supplies    suitable    for    highways. 

transfer  from  Wao*  Department,  96 
Surveys,  plans,  etc.,  of  federal  aid  roads, 
submission  to  Secretary  of  Agricultnre, 
98 
Tolls  not  chargeable  on  federal  aid  roads, 

97 
Types  of  surface  and  plans  of  material  for 

federal  aid  roads,  97 
Width  of  federal  aid  roads,  98 


See  Public  Laitbs 

ROMIOIDE 

See  Penal  Laws 

HONDURAS 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 


Breeding  riding  horses  suitable  for  army 
purposes,  encouragement,  320 

HOSPITAI.8 

Additional  hospital  facilities  for  persons 
serving  in  World  War,  104 

Alien  seamen,  expenses  of  treatment,  282, 
282  note 

Appropriation  for  additional  hospital  fti- 
cilities,  105 

Equipment,  etc.,  transfer  by  War  Depart- 
ment to  Public  Health  Service,  for  hospi'^ 
tal  use,  104 

Property  available  for  use  for  additional 
hospital  facilities,  104-106 

Secretary  of  Treasury  authorized  to  direct 
and  supervise  extension  of  hospital  facili- 
ties, 104 

Teclmical  and  clerical  assistance  in  provid- 
ing additional  hospital  facilities,  employ- 
ment, 104 

Tobacco,  etc.,  abandoned  or  forfeited,  ap- 
propriated for  use  of  inmatM,  121 
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HOTIX8 

See  BsNT   Regulations   in   Distbigt  of 

Columbia 
Liability  of  hotel  proprietors  in  Bistrict  of 

Columbia  for  goods  of  guests  regulated, 

60 

HOT  SPRINGS  RESERVATION 

See  Public  Pabks 

Name   changed  to   Hot   Springs   National 
Park,  276 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES 

Index  to  daily  calendar  to  be  printed  on 
Monday  of  each  week,  25 


Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 


See  Health  and  Quabantine 

IMMIGRATION 

See  Chinese  Exclusion  • 

Actors  not  counted  in  computing  percent- 
age of  aliens  admitted,  108 

Administration  of  immigration  laws  by 
labor  department,  648  note 

Aliens  in  continuous  transit  through 
United  States  not  counted  in  computing 
percentage  to  be  admitted,  107 

Aliens  returning  from  temporary  absence 
abroad  not  counted  in  computing  percent- 
age admitted,  108 

Aliens  sailing  from  foreign  ports  on  or 
before  July  8,  1921,  admission,  109 

Annual  number  of  aliens  of  various  nation- 
alities admitted,  107-108 

Artists  not  counted  in  computing  percent- 
age of  aliens  admitted,  108 

Asiatic  barred  zone,  aliens  from,  computa- 
tion of  percentage  basis  of  admission,  107 

Authority  of  Congress  as  plenary,  455  note 

Bail  and  deportation  proceedings,  455  note 

Basis  of  admission  of  aliens  under  act  limit- 
ing immigration,  see  Limiting  immigra- 
tion into  United  States,  infra 

Brothers  preferred  in  computing  number  of 
aliens  to  be  admitted,  108 

Canada,  residence  in,  as  affecting  percent- 
age basis  of  admission,  107 

Central  America,  residence  in,  as  affecting 
percentage  basis  of  admission,  107 

Children  preferred  in  computing  number  of 
aliens  to  be  admitted,  108 

Chinese,  see  Chinese  Exclusion 

College  professors  not  counted  in  comput- 
ing percentage  of  aliens  admitted,  108 

Commissioner  general  of  immigration,  pow- 
ers and  duties,  102 

Oompensation  of  certain  immigration 
officials,  increase,  106 

CongreMy  authority  as  plenary,  465  note 

30 


IMMIGRATION  —  ( Cont'd ) 
Contract  laborers 

Action  for  wages,  pleading  illegality  of 

contract,  454  note 
Implied  offer  of  employment,  455  note 
Importing     contract     as     misdemeanor, 

construction  of  statute,  455  note 
Pleading  illegality  of  contract  in  action 

for  wages,  454  note 
Cuba,  residence  in,  as  affecting  percentage 

basis  of  admission,  107 
Deportation 
Admission  procured  by  fraud,  458  note 
Bail    and   deportation    proceedings,   455 

note 
Conclusiveness  of  decision,  459  note 
Confinement  of  persons  ordered  deported 

not  illegally  restrained,  461  note 
Counsel,  right  to,  458  note 
Habeas  corpus,  455  note 
Hearing  and  determination.  468  note 
Questions    arising   in    deportation    pro- 
ceedings, 456  note 
Re-entry  after  deportation,  456-457  note 
Release  on  bond,  456  note 
Retrospective  operation  of  statute,  459 

note 

Review  by  Secretary  of  Labor,  461  note 

Review  of  proceedings,  456  note 

Statute  and  treaty  in  conflict,  459  note 

Time  of  entry  as  controlling,  459  note 
Domestic  servants  not  counted  in  comput- 
ing percentage  of  aliens  admitted,  108 
Examination  of  aliens  on  arrival 

Discrimination  in  examination,  468  note 

Examination  l^  one  medical  officer  in- 
stead of  two,  457  note 

Seamen  detained  atliospital,  457  note 
Exclusion 

Advocacy   of   overthrow   of   government 
by  force,  462  note 

Advocacy   of   overthrow  of   government 
by  force,  459  note 

Advocacy    of    unlawful    destruction    of 
property,  459  note 

Alien    seaman    emploved    on    American 
vessel,  456  note 

Chinese,  459-460  note 

Chinese  alien,  45«  note 

Chinese  laborers,  457  note 

Diseased  persons,   456  note 

Japanese  laborers,  460  note 

Japanese    laborers    excluded    by    presi- 
dential proclamation,  455  note 

Medical  treatment  of  excluded  persons. 
461  note 

Person  likely  to  become  public  charge 
456  note  ' 

Power  of  Congress,  456  note 
Prostitutes,  456-457  note 

Finances  preferred  in  computing  number 
of  ahens  to  be  admitted,  108 

Government  officers  not  counted  in  com- 
puting percentage  of  aliens  to  be  ad- 
mitted, 107 

Habeas  corpus  in  deportation  proceedinffs 
461  note,  455  note  ' 

Inspection  <rf  aliens  in  foreign  contiguons 
territory,  increase  of  oompenMtloQ,  106 
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IMMiaiiATIOir  —  {Cont'd) 

Islands,    residence    in,    as    afTecting    per- 
centage basis  of  admission,   107 
Japanese     laborers,     exclusion    by     presi- 
dential 'proclamation,  455  note 
La<borers,  see  Contract  laborers,  supra 
Lecturers  not  counted   in  computing  per- 
centage of  aliens  admitted,  108 
Limiting   immigration  into  United  States 

Actors  admitted  notwithstanding  pre- 
vious admission  of  maximum  number 
of  same  nationality,  108 

Admission  of  maximum  number  of  any 
nationality,  exclusion  of  subsequent 
applicants  for  admission,  107-108 

"Alien"  defined,   106 

Aliens  sailing  from  foreign  ports  on  or 
before  June  8,  1921,  109 

Application  of  act,  provisions  additional* 
to  prior  laws,  108 

Artists  admitted  notwithstanding  pre- 
vious admission  of  maximum  number 
of  same  nationality,  108 

Birth  as  determining  nationality,  107 

Brothers  preferred  in  reckoning  number 
of  any  nationality  to  be  admitted,  108 

Children  under  eighteen  years  of  age 
preferred  in  reckoning  numtber  of  any 
naticmality  to  be  admitted,  108 

College  professors  admitted  notwith- 
standing previous  admission  of  maxi- 
mum number  of  same  nationality,  108 

Computation  of  percentage  of  aliens  ad- 
mitted, 107 

Country  of  birth  as  determining  nation- 
ality, 107 

Definitions  of  terms  used  in  act,  106  . 

Domestic  servants  admitted  notwith- 
standing previous  admission  of  maxi- 
mum number  of  same  nationality,  108 

inceptions  to  rule  of  exclusion  after  ad- 
mission of  maximum  niunber,  108 

Fiances  of  citizens  or  persons  having  ap- 
plied    for     citizenship     preferred     in 
reckoning  number  of  any  nationality 
to  be  admitted,  106 
Immigration  act''  defined,   106 
Immigration  laws"  defined,   106 

Indians  not  within  designation  **  alien/' 
106 

Lecturers  admitted  notwithstanding  pre- 
vious admission  of  maximum  number 
of  same  nationality,   108 

Maximum  number  of  any  nationality, 
effect  of  admission  in  any  year,  107- 
lOS 

Ministers  of  the  gospel  admitted  not- 
withstanding previous  admission  of 
maximum  number  of  same  nation- 
ality, 108 

Monthly  numlier  of  any  nationality  ad- 
mitted, 107-108 

Nationality,  how  determined,  107 

Number  of  aliens  of  any  nationality  ad- 
mitted,  106-^107 

Number  of  persons  of  various  nation- 
alities in  United  States,  statement 
showing,  107 


It 


tt 


IMMiaRATION-  {Oonfd) 
Limiting  immigration  into  United  SUtes  — 

{Oonfd) 
Nurses    admitted    notwithstandmg    pre- 
vious admission  of  maximum  number 
of  same  nationality,  108 
Parents  preferred  in  reckoning  number 
of  any  nationality  to  be  admitted,  108 
Percentage  (basis  of  admitting  aliens  of 

any  nationality,  100-107 
Preferences  in  reckoning  number  of  any 

nationality  to  be  admitted,  108 
Professional  persona  admitted  notwith- 
standing previous  admisaion  of  maxi- 
jnum  number  of  same  nationality,  108 
Rules  and  regulations  for  admission  on 

percentage  basis,  108 
Singers   admitted   notwithstanding   pre- 
vious "admission  of  maximum  number 
of  same  nationality,  108 
Sisters  preferred  in  reckoning  number  of 

any  nationality  to  be  admitted-,  108 
Temptorary  absence   albroad  of  alien  as 
affecting  right  to  return  after  admis- 
sion   of    maximum    number    of    same 
nationality,  108 
Time  of  taking  effect  of  act,  109 
"  United  States  "  defined,  106 
Wives  -preferred  in  reckoning  number  of 
any  nationality  to  be  admitted,  108 
Mexico,    residence    in,    as    affecting    per- 
centage basis  of  admission,  107 
Ministers  of  the  gospel  not  counted  in  com- 
puting   percentage    of    aliens    admitted, 
108 
Monthly  number  of  aliens  of  various  na- 
tionalities admitted,  107-106 
Nationality  of  aliens,  determination  under 

act  limiting  immigration,  107 
Newfoundland,    residence    in,    as    affecting 

percentage  basis  of  admission,  107 
Nurses  not  counted  in  computing  percent- 
age of  aliens  admitted,  108 
Parents  preferred  in  computing  number  of 

aliens  to  be  admitted,  108 
Percentage  baais  of  admitting  aliens,  see 
Limiting      immigration      into      United 
States,  supra 
Preferential   classes   of   aliens    under   act 

limiting  immigration,  107-108 
Professional  persons  not  counted  in  com- 
puting  percentage    of    aliens    admitted, 
108 
Regulation,  plenary  authority  of  Congress, 

455  note 
Residence  in  other  American  countries  as 
affecting  percentage  basis  of  admission. 
107 
Rules  and  regulations,  454  note 
Seamen  detained  at  hospital,  liability   of 

vessel,  457  note 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  statement  of 
number  of  persons  of  various  nationali- 
ties in  the  United  States,  107 
Secretary  of  Labor,  statement  of  number 
of  persons  of  various  nationalities  in  the 
United  States,  107 
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imaoaATION  —  ( Cont'd ) 

Secretary  of  State,  statement  of  number 
of  .persons  of  various  nationalities  in 
United  States,  107 

Singers  not  counted  in  computing  percent- 
age of  aliens  admitted,  108 

Sisters  preferred  in  computing  number  of 
aliens  to  be  admitted,  108 

Time  of  taking  effect  of  act  limiting  im- 
migration, 100 

Touriets  not  counted  in  computing  per- 
centage of  aliens  to  be  admitted;  107 

Travelers  tbrougli  United  States  not 
counted  in  computing  percentage  of 
aliens  to  be  admitted,  107 

Treaties  as  affecting  percentage  basis  of 
admission  of  aliens,  107 

Visiting  aliens  not  counted  in  computing 
peroentaffe  to  be  admitted,  107 

Wives  preferred  in  computing  number  of 
aliens  to  be  admitted,  106 

IltFAIBMEKT    OF    OBUOATIOIC    OF 
CONTRAOTS 

Charter   of   corporation   as   contract,    827 

note 
Charters,  power  to  amend,  827  note 
Contracts  protected,  827  note 
Exemption  from  taxation  as  contract  with 

state,  828  note 
Exemption  laws,  829  note 
Impairment,  what  constitutes,  828  note 
Insurance  companies 

Incontestability  of  suicide  clause  in  life 
policies,  828  niote 

Prescribing  who  shall  be  agents  of  in- 
surer, 828  note 
Lighting   companies,    regulation    of   rates, 

828  note 
Railroads 

Paving  part  of  street  occupied  by  track, 
828  note 

Regulation  of  rates.  828  note 
Remedies,  change  of,  820  note 
Reserved     power     to    amend     or     repeel 

charters,  827  note 
State  laws,  829  note 
Tax  exemption  as  ccmtract  with  state,  828 

note 
Water  <companie8,  grant  of  franchise,  828 

note 
Workmen's  compensation  acts,  prohibiting 

direct  payment  to  injured  employees  in 

certain  cases,  828  note 

IMPORTS 

See  Antidumping  Act;  Oostoms  Dttter 
Articles  simulating  domestic  trade  marks. 

462  note 

Opium,  penalty  for  unlawful  importation. 

463  note 

Regulations  by  Secretary  of  Treasury,  440 
note 

Tax  by  state,  bills  receivable  for  imported 
goods  sold  within  state,  829  note 

XKOOliE  TAX 

AbRcondinar  taxpayers,  proceedings  against, 
164—165 


IHCOME  TAX—  iConVd) 

Accumulation  of  profits,  see  Corporations, 

infra 
Administrative  provisions  of  law,  161  et 

seq. 
Agricultural    organizations    exempt    from 

tax,  149 
Alaska,  salaries  of  officials  and  employees 

taxable,  133-1^4 
Aliens,  see  Individiml  incomes,  infra;  Non- 
resident aliens,  infra 
Alternative  tax  on    pergonal  service  cch*- 

porations,  222 
American    Legion,   gifts   to,  deduction   in 

computing  individual  net  incomes,  137 
Amortization,   deductions    from   corporate 

incomes,  152 
Assessment  by  commissioner,  163 
Assets,  ''capital  assets"  defined,  128 
Bequests,  gain  or  loss  on  sale  of  property 

by  legatee,  124 
Bequests  not  taxable,  134 
Boards  of  trade  exempt  from  tax,  150 
Brokers,  returns  as  to  stock  transactions, 

167 
Building    and    loan    associations    exempt 

from  tax,  149 
Buildings 

Deduction  for  amortization  of  buildings 
acquired  by  corporations  for  war  serv- 
ice, 152 

Deduction  not  allowed  for  cost  of  new 
buildings  or  cofiit  of  improvements,  138 
Business 

Dedtiction  for  amortization  of  buildings, 
etc.,  used  in  war  service,  136-^137 

Expenses  deducted  in  computing  indi- 
vidual net  incomes,  135 

Losses  deducted  in  computing  individual 
net  incomes,  136 
Business  leagues  exempt  from  tax,  150 
Business  profits  taxable,  133-134 
"  Capital  assets  "  defined,  129 
** Capital  deductions"  defined,   128 
"  Capital  gain  "  defined,  128 
"CapiUl  loss"  defined,   128 
Capital  net  gain,  rate  of  tax  on  individual, 

128 
"Ckpital  net  income"  defined,  128 
Cemetery  companies  exempt  from  tax,  149 
Chambers  of  commerce  exempt  from  tax 

150 

Charitable  organizations  exempt  from  tax. 
150,  495  note 

Charities,    deduction    of   contributions    in 
computing  individual  net  incomes,  137 

Children,  deduction  on  account  of  depend- 
ent children,  W9 

Civic  leagues  exempt  from  tax,  150 

Clubs  exempt  from  tax,  150 

Collection  of  tax 
See  Payment  of  tax,  infra 
Absconding  taxpayer,  164-165 
Deficiency  discovered  on  examination  of 

return,  163 
Extension  of  time  of  payment,  164 
Failure  of  taxpayer  to  make  return,  li63 
False  or  fraudulent  return,  proceedings 
i  by  oommissioner,  163 
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XlfOOME  TAX—  {Cont'd) 
Collection  of  tax —  {Cont'd) 
Foreign  items,  108 
Nonpayment  by  taxpayer,  164 
Notice  of  time  for  payment,  164 
Penalty  for  nonpayment,  164 
Proceedings  to  collect  tax,  164 
Tax     discovered     on     examination     of 
return,  163 
Community   chest,  contributions   deducted 
in  computing  individual  net  incomes.  137 
Community  chests  exempt  from  tax,  150 
Compensation  for  personal  service  as  tax- 
able income,  133--I34 
Computation  of  net  income,  see  Oorporate 
incomes,  infra;  Deductions  allowed  cor- 
porations, infra;  Deductions  allowed  in- 
dividuals,   infra;     Individual    incomes. 
infra 
Conspiracy  to  evade  tax,  indictment,  502 

note 
Contributions,  deduction  in  computing  in- 
dividual net  incomes,  IS7 
Corporate  incomes 
Computation  of  income,  151-155 
Deductions,  496  note 
Depletion  defined,  495  note 
Dissolution  of  corporationa  before  enact- 
ment, 494  note 
Gross  income,  151 
Inventory,     requirement     to     determine 

income  of  taxpayer,  126 
Net  income,  150 

"Ordinary  net  income"  defined,  128 
Salaries  paid,  deductions  for,  495  note 
Stock  dividends  not  income,  when,  124 
Corporations 

See   Foreign    corporations,    infra;   Per- 
sonal service  corporations,  infra 
Accumulated   profits,   statement   regard- 
infr,  right  of  commissioner  to  require, 
144 
Accumulation  of  profits  ibeyond  reason- 
able needs  of  business  as  evidence  of 
intent  to  escape  surtax,  144 
Accumulation   of  profits,   right   of   cor- 
poration, 144 
Consolidated  returns  for  1917,  222 
Credit  for  taxes  paid.  155 
Credits  allowed,  see  Credits  allowed  cor- 
porations, infra 
Dediictions  in  computing  net  income,  see 
Deductions  allowed  corporations,  iv^ra 
Dividends,  returns  as  to  payment,  167 
Evasion    of    surtaxes    by    incorporation, 

144 
Exempt  corporations,  495  note 
Exemptions     allowed,     see     Exemptions, 

infra 
Holding   companies,   unreasonable   accu- 
mulation of  profits,   144 
Income   of   corporations,    see   Corporate 

incomes,  supra 
Incorporation  of  individual  or  partner- 
ship business  as  affecting  tax,  149 
Obligation  of  corporation  stipulating  for 
pavment   by   corporation    of    tax   on 
interest,  14i5 
Payment  of  tax  at  •ourcei  165 


IirOOME  TAX—  {Cont'd) 
Cbrporations —  {Cont'd) 
•Rate  of  tax  on  corporate  incomes,  149 
Withholding  tax  on  interest  payable  to 

holders  of  corporate  obligations^   145 
Credits   allowed   corporations 
See    Credits     for     taxes     paid,     infra; 

Exemptions,  infra 
Interest  on  obligations  of  United  States 

and  bonds  of  War  Finance  Corpora- 
tion,  154 
Specific  deductions  according  to  amount 

of  net  income,  154 
War  profits  taxes*  paid,  154 
Credits  allowed  individuals 

See     Credits     for     taxes     paid,     infra; 

Deductions  allowed  individuals,  infrn 
Dependents,  exemptions  allowed  for^  199 
Dividends   received    from   domestic   cor- 
porations, 139 
Interest  received  on  government  securi- 
ties, 139 
Personal  exemptions,  130 
Credits  for  taxes  paid 
Adjustment  of  credit,  146,  155 
Exceptions  to   credits    allowed    citizens, 

146 
Excess    profits    and    war    profits    taxes 

paid,  146,  154,  155,  156 
Income  tax  paid  to  foreign  country  or 

possession  of  United  States,  146 
Proof  of  right  to  credits,  146,  155 
Proportionate  amount  of  credit  allowed. 

146 
Return  for  fiscal  year  as  affecting  right 

to  credit,  146 
Tax  on  income  from  partnership  or  trust 

or  estate  of  decedent  paid  to  foreign 

country,     or     possession     of     United 

States,  146 
Tax  paid  by  resident  alien   to  foreign 

government  allowing  similar  credit  to 

citizens  of  United  States  residing  in 

such  country,  146 
Damage  to  property 
Deduction  from  corporate  income,  152 
Deduction  in  computing  individual  net 

incomes,  136 
Debts  deducted    in    computing   individual 

net  incomes,  136 
Decedents'  estates 
Accumulations  in  trust  as  taxable,  142 
Beneficiaries,  computation  of  net  income. 

143 
Beneficiaries,  credits  allowed,  143 
Capital  net  income,  determination  of  tax 

on,  128 
Contingent  interest,  income  accumulated 

for  beneficiaries  as  taxalile,  142 
Credits  allowable,  143 
Decedent's  estate,  deduction  of  amount 

of  estate  tax,  501  note 
Deductions  from  gross  income,  143 
Distribution    of   income   during  taxable 

year,  deductions  allowed,  143 
Executor  or  administrator  to  pav  tax 

143  ^  ^        ' 

Income  collected  by  «niardian  of  infant 
to  he  held  or  digtributed  at  court  may 
direct,  as  taxable,  148  ^^ 
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IKOOME  TAX—  iOonrd) 
Decedents'  estates —  {Oowt'd) 

Income  held  for  future  distribution 
under  will   or  trust  as  taxable,   142 

Income  received  during  period  of  ad- 
ministration or  settlement  of  estate  as 
taxable,  142 

Income  taxable  as  in  case  of  individuals, 
142 

Income  to  be  distributed  periodically  as 
taxable,  142 

Joint  representatives,  return  by  one  as 
sufficient,  147 

Net  income  of  beneficiaries,  how  com- 
puted, 143 

Ket  income  of  estate,  how  computed,  143 

Net  income  only  as  taxable,  143 

Payment  of  tax  iby  executor  or  adminis* 
trator,  143 

Returns  by  representatives,  1415,  147 

Ketum  to  show  amount  of  income  dis- 
tributaible  to  each  beneficiary,  143 

Taxable  income,  142 

Unborn    or    unascertained    persons,    in- 
come accumulated  for  benefit  of,   as 
taxable,  142 
Deductions  allowed  corporations 

Bad  debts  incurred  by  insurance  com- 
pany, 1<W 

Buildings,  etc.,  acquired  for  war  service, 
deduction  for  amortization,  152 

Business  expenses,  161 

"Capital    deductions''   defined,    128 

Damaged-  property,  162 

Debts  charged  off  as  worthless,  162 

Depreciation  of  property  used  in  busi- 
ness, 162 

Destruction  of  property,  162 

Dividends  received  by  insurance  com- 
pany from  other  corporations,  161 

Dividends  received  from  other  corpora- 
tions, 152 

Eupenses  of  business,  161 

Expenses  of  business  paid  by  insurance 
companies,  169 

Expenses  of  carrying  on  bumness  of  in- 
surance company,  Iftl 

Gas  wells,  depletion  and  depreciation 
of  improvements,  152 

Insurance   companies,    153,    158-161 

Interest  paid,  161,  159,  161 

Interest  paid  by  insurance  company,  161 

Investment  expenses,  insurance  com- 
panies, 169 

Items  deductible,  151 

Items  not  deductible,  154 

liosses,   161,    161 

Machinery  installed  for  war  service,  de- 
duction for  amortization,  152 

Mines,  depletion  and  depreciation  of  im- 
provements. 162 

Net  income  of  insurance  companiies  as 
affecting  amount  of  deduction,  169 

Oil  wells,  depletion  and  depreciation  of 
improvements,    152 

Property  compulsorily  or  involuntarily 
converted  into  ca^,  153-154 

Salaries  of  employees,  151 

Taxes  paid  bv  insurance  companies,  159, 
161 


IHOOME  TAX—  {Cont'd) 
Deductions  allowed  corporations — {Cont'd) 

Taxes  paid   or   accrued,   151 

Vessels  acquired  for  war  service,  deduc-. 
tion  for  amortization,  152 

Wages  of  employees,  161 

Wear  and  tear  of  property,  162,  169,  161 
Deductions  allowed  individuals 

See  Exemptions,  infra 

American  Legion,  gifts  to,  137 

Buildings,  expenditures  for  new  build- 
ings not  deducted,  138 

Buildings,  machinery,  etc.,  acquired  for 
war  service,  deductions  for  amortiza- 
tion, 136-137 

Business  expenses,  136 

"  Capital  deductions  "  defined,  128 

Casualties,  losses  from,  136 

Charitable  purposes,  contributions  to,  137 

Compulsory  or  involuntary  conversion  of 
property  into  cash,  proportionate  de- 
duction of  gain  on  reinvestment,  138 

Contributions,  137 

Damage  to  property,  136 

Debts  charged  off  as  worthless,  136 

Depreciation  of  property  used  in  business, 
136 

Destruction  of  property,  136 

District  of  Columbia,  gifts  for  public 
purposes,  137 

Educational  purposes,  contributions  to, 
137 

Eocpensee  of  trade  or  business,  135 

Family  expenses  not  deducted,  138 

Fire,  losses  from,   136 

Gas  wells,  depletion  and  depreciation  of 
improvements,  137 

Gifts  for  public  or  charitable  purposes, 
137 

Improvements  of  property,  deduction  of 
cost  not  allowed,  when,  138 

Income  of  life  estates  or  terminable  in- 
terests, deduction  for  shrinkage,  etc., 
138-139 

Interest  paid,  136 

Literary  purposes,  contributions  to,  137 

Living  expenses  not  deducted,   138 

Losses  sustained  during  taxable  year,  136 

Mines,  depletion  and  depreciation  of  im- 
provements, 137 

Nonresident  aliens,  extent  of  allowance, 
137-138 

Oil  wells,  depletion  and  depreciation  of 
improvements,  137 

Personal  expenses  not  deducted,  138 

Premiums  paid  on  policy  covering  life  of 
enxployee  not  deducted,  when,  138 

Religious  purposes,  contributions  to,  137 

Kent  paid  for  premises  used  in  business, 
136 

Salaries  or  wages  of  employees,  136 

Scientific  purposes,  contributions  to,  137 

Shipwreck,  losses  from,  136 

States,  gifts  for  public  purposes,  137 

Storm,  losses  from,  136 

Taxes  paid  within  taxable  year,  136 

Territories,  gifts  for  public  purposes,  137 

Theft,  losses  from,  136 
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INCOME  TAX—  iConrd) 
Deductions  allowed  individuals —  (Canted) 

Traveling  expenses  in  carrying  on  busi- 
ness, 195 

United  States,  gifts  to  government  for 
public  purposes,  137 

Vessels  constructed  or  acquired  for  war 
service,  deduction  for  amortisation, 
136-137 

Vocational  rehabilitation  special  fund, 
contributions  to,  137 

Wear  and  tear  of  property  used  in  busi- 
ness, 136 
1>efinitions 

"Capital  assets,"  128 

"  Capital  deductions,"  128 

"  Capital  gain,"  128 

"  Capital  loss,"  128 

"  Capital  net  gain,"  128 

"Dividends,"  123 

"  Fiduciary,"  123 

"  Fiscal  year,"  122-123 

"Gross  income  of  individuals/'  133 

"  Income  tax,"  601  note 

"Net  income  of  individuals,"  133 

"  Net  losses,"  126 

"Ordinary  net  income,**  128 

"Paid,"   123 

"  Personal  service  corporation,"  123 

"  Taxable  year,"  122-123 

"  Withholding  agent,"  123 
Dependents,  exemption  on  accoimt  of,  130 
Destruction  of  property,  deduction  of  value 

in  computing  net  incomes,  136,  152 
Devised  property,  gain  or  loss  on  ftale  by 

devisee,  124 
Devised  property  not  taxable  as  income  of 

devisee,  134 
District  of   Columbia,   income  on   district 

obligations  not  taxable,  134 
Dividends 

Date  of  payment  for  purpose  of  tax,  121 

Definition,  123 

Exemption  from  tax,  130 

Gross  income  as  including  dividends. 
133-134 

Heturns  by  corporations  as  to  payment 
of  dividends,  167 

Stock  dividends  not  taxable,  when,  124 
Doubtful  net  gain,  tax  imposed  on  partner- 
ship assets,  126 
Educational    institutions,   exemption   from 

tax,  150,  405  note 
Education,    contributions    for    educational 

purposes   deducted    in   computing    indi- 
vidual net  incomes,  137 
Estates,  see  Decedenta*  estates,  supra 
Evasion  of  surtaxes  by  incorporation.  144 
Executors    and   administrators,    see   Dece- 
dents' estates,  supra 
Exemptions 

Accident  insurance  money,  134 

Agricultural  organizations,  140 

Aliens,  reciprocal   provision   for  exemp- 

-    tions,  135 

Bequests,  134 

Dgards  of  trade,  150 


IKOOME  TAX—  (Oimt'd) 
Exemptions — >  {Cont'd) 

Building  and  loan  associations,  140 

Building  associations,  dividenda  received 
from,  when  exempt,  135 

Business  leagues,  150 

Cemetery  companies,  140 

Chambers  of  commerce,  150 

Charitable  institutions,  150,  405  note 

Children,  amount  of  exemption  for  each 
dependent  child,  130 

Civic  leagues,  150 

Clubs,  150 

Community  diests,  150 

Credits  allowed  corporations,  154 

Dependents,  amount  of  exemption  for 
each,  130 

Devises,  134 

Educational  organizations,  150 

Farmers'  associations,  150 

Farm  loan  associations,  150 

Federal  land  banks,  150 

Fraternal  beneficial  associations,  140 

Gifts,  134 

Health  insurance  money,  134 

Holding  companies  exempt  from  tax, 
when,  150 

Horticultural  organizations,  140 

Husband  and  wife  living  together, 
amount  of  exemption,  130 

Income  from  public  utility  constructed 
under  contract  with  state,  territory, 
etc.,  when  exempt,  135 

Income  of  foreign  governments  from  in- 
vestments in  domestic  securities,  1<34 

Income  of  state,  territory,  etc.,  from  pub- 
lic utility  or  exercise  of  govemmental 
function,  134 

Indemnity  received  from  shipowners  pro- 
tective association,  135 

Inheritances,  134 

Interest  on  obligations  of  state,  territory, 
municipality,  District  of  Columbia  and 
federal  agencies,  134 

I^bor  organizations,  140 

Ijegacies,  134 

Liberty  bonds,  consolidation  of  exemp- 
tions, 221 

Life  insurance  money,  134 

Literary  organizations,  150 

Mutual  companies  of  various  kinds,  140- 
160 

Nonresident  aliens,  amount  of  personal 
exemption,  130 

Nonresident  alien's  income  from  opera- 
tion of  ships  documented  under  for- 
eign laws,  when  exempt,  135. 

Pensions  from  United  States,  135 

Personal  exemption,  130 

Personal  service  corporations,  no  exemp- 
tion after  Dec.  31,  1021.  150 

Premiums  returned  under  life  insurance 
policies,  134 

Religious  organizations,  150 

Rental  value  of  house  furni9hed  clergy 
man  by  church,  135 

Scientific  organizations,  150 
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INCOME  TAX—  {Conrd) 
Bxemptionfl  —  ( Cont'd ) 
Sick  benefits,  134 

Single  persons,  amount  of  personal  ex- 
emption, 139 
Vocational  rehabilitation  allowances,  etc., 

135 
War  risk  insurance  allowances,  etc.,  135 
Workmen's  compensation,  134 
Extension  of  time  for  filing  returns,  148 
Family  expenses  not  deducted  in  comput- 
ing net  income,  138 
Farmers'  associations  exempt  from  tax,  150 
Farm  loan  associationa  exempt  from  tax, 

150 
Federal  farm  loans,  interest  not  taxable, 

134 
Federal  land  banks  exempt  from  tax,  150 
Federal    judges    and    employees,    salaries 

taxable,  133-134 
Fiduciaries,  see  Trusts,  infra 
Fire,  deduction  of  damage  in  computing  net 

incomes,  136 
"  Fiscal  year  ",  definition,  122-123 
Fiscal  year  system  of  returns,  adjustment 
of  tax  pursuant  to  modification  of  law, 
127 
Foreign  corporations 
Deductions  allowed  in  computing  net  in- 
come, 154 
Gross  income,  151 
Fraternal    beneficial    associations    exempt 

from  tax,  149 
Gains  and  losses 
Ascertainment  of  gain  or  loss,  124 
"  Capital  deductions  "  defined,  128 
"  CSapital  gain  "  defined,  128 
"  Capital  loss  ''  defined,  128 
Determination  of  gain  or  loss,  1S4 
Exchange  of  property,  gain  or  loss  on, 

125-126 
Gifts,  loss  on  sale  of  property  acquired 

by,  134 
Inheritance,  loss  on  sale  of  property  ac- 
quired by,  124 
Inventory  value  as  basis  for  determin- 
ing gain  or  loss,  124 
Legacies  and  devises,  loss  on  sale  of  prop- 
erty acquired  by,  124 
Losses  deducted    in   computing   individ- 
ual net  incomes,  136 
Market  value  as  Imsis  for  determining 
gain    or    loss   by   gift,    devise    or    in- 
heritance, 124 
"  Net  losses  "  defined,  126 
Profits  embezzled  as  loss  to  be  deducted, 

501  note 
Sale  of  stock  resulting  in  loss  after  dis- 
tribution of  proceeds  and  before  Feb. 
28,  1913,  l'^3 
Sales  of  property.  494  note,  868  note 
Sales  or  other  di&positionfl  resulting  in 

loss,  124 
Tax  on  capital  net  gains  by  individuak, 

128 
Time  of  acquisition  of  property  as  affect- 
ing basis  for  determining  gain  or  loss 
on  sales,  125 


I 


IHCOME  TAX—  {ConVd) 
Gas  welto 

Allowance  for  depletion,  etc.,  incomput- 
ing  net  incomes,  137,  152 

Surtax  on  sales  by  individuala,  133 
Gifts 

Ascertainment  of  gain  or  loss  on  sale  of 
property  acquired  by  gift,  124 

Deduction  of  gifts  to  charity,  etc.,  in 
computing  individual  net  incomes,  137 

Exemption  from  tax,  134 
(Government  officials,  salaries  taxable,  133- 

134 
Graduation  of  tax,  power  of  Congress,  492 

note 
Gross  income 

Accident  insurance  money  not  included 
in  gross  income,  134 

Alaska,  salaries  of  ofllcers  and  employees 
included  in  gross  income,  133-134 

Bequests  not  induded  in  gross  income, 
134 

Building  association  dividends  not  in- 
cluded in  gross  income,  135 

Damages  for  personal  injuries  not  in- 
cluded in  gross  income,  134 

Definition,  133 

Devises  not  included  in  gross  income,  134 

District  of  Columbia,  salaries  of  officers 
and  employees  not  included  in  gross 
income,  133-134 

Dividends  included  in  gross  incomes,  133- 
134 

E/amings  in  professions,  trades,  etc.,  in- 
cluded in  gross  income,  134 

Federal  officers  and  employees,  salaries 
included  in  their  gross  incomes,  133- 
134 

Foreign  corporation's  earnings  from 
operation  of  ships  documented  under 
foreign  law  when  not  included  in  gross 
income,  135 

Gifts  not  included  in  gross  income,  134 

Hawaii,  salaries  of  officers  and  em- 
ployees included  in  gross  income,  133- 
134 

Health  insurance  money  not  included  in 
gross  income,  134 

Income  derived  from  public  utility  by 
individual  as  gross  income,  135 

Income  derived  from  public  utility  or 
exercise  of  governmental  function,  ac- 
c]ruing  to  state,  territory,  etc.,  not 
included  in  gross  income,  134 

Income  of  foreign  governments  from  in- 
vestments in  United  States  not  in- 
cluded in  gross  income,  1.1(4 

Indemnity  received  from  sliipowners 
mutual  protective  association  not  in- 
cluded in  gross  income,  135 

Inheritances  not  included  in  gross  in- 
come, 134 

Insurance  companies  other  than  life  and 
mutual,  158 

Interest  from  investments  included  in 
gross  income,  133-134 
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IHCOM£  TAX—  {Cont'd) 
Gross  income —  (Cont'd) 
Interest  on   obligations   of   state,  terri- 
tory, municipality,  IMstrict  of  Colum- 
bia or  federal  agency  not  included  in 
gross  income,  134 
Judges    of   federal   courts,    salaries    in- 
cluded in  their  gross  incomes,  134 
Legacies  not  included  in  gross  income, 

134 
Life  insurance  companies,  158 
Life   insurance   money  not   included   in 

gross  income,  134 
Life    insurance    premiums    returned    to 
insured  not  included  in  gross  income, 
134 
Limitation    to    sources    within    United 

^ates,  169 
Nonresident  alien's  earnings  from  opera- 
tion of  ships  document  under   for- 
eign law,  when  not  included  in  gross 
income,  135 
Nonresident  alien's  gross  income  limited 
to  receipts  from  sources  within  United 
States,  135 
Nonresident  aliens,  items  of  income,  130- 

140 
Pensions  from  United  States  not  included 

in  gross  income,  135 
Personal  injuries  not  included  in  gross 

income,  134 
Personal  service,  gains  included,  133 
President's  salary  included  in  his  grosR 

income,  133-134 
Receiver's  compensation,  501  note 
Rental    value    of   minister's   house    fur- 
nished by  church  not  included  in  gross 
income,  135 
Rent  of  property  included  in  gross  in- 
come, 133-134 
Sick  benefits  not  included   in  grose   in- 
come, 134 
Territorial    officers   and   employees,   sal- 
aries included  in  their  gross  income«, 
133-134 
Vocational  rehabilitation  allowances  not 

included  in  gross  income,  135 
War  risk  insurance  allowances,  etc.,  not 

included  in  gross  income,  135 
Workmen's    compensation    not    included 
in  gross  income,  134 
Hawaii,  salaries  of  officers  and  employees 

taxable,  133-134* 
Holding    companies    for    corporations    ex- 
empt from  tax,  150 
Horticultural    organizations    exempt    from 

tax,  140 
Husband  and  wife,  amount  of  personal  ex- 
emption, 130 
Income,    see    Corporate    incomes,    supra; 
Gross  income,  &upra;  Individual  income*, 
infra;  Net  income,  infra 
Individual  incomes 

Accident   insurance  money   not   inclmled 

in  gross  income,  134 
Annual   accounting   period   as    banis    of 
computing  net  income,  133 


INCOME  TAX—  {Cont'd) 
Individual  incomes — {Cont'd) 
Annual   accounting  period   of  taxpayer, 

effect  of  change,  133 
Bequests  not  included  in  gross  income, 

134 
Building  association   dividends   and   in- 
terest to  limited  amount  not  included 
in  gross  income,  135 
Calendar  year  in  computing  net  incomes, 

133 
Compensation    for   personal   service    in- 
cluded in  gross  income,  133-134 
I  Computation  of  net  incomes,  133 

Damages  for   personal  injuries  not    in- 
cluded in  gross  income,  134 
Debenture  bonds  voted  from  surplus,  404 

note 
Definition  of  income,  403  note 
Devises  not  inoluded  in  gross  incomes,  134 
Dividends,  133-134,  404  note 
Earnings  of  all  kinds  included  in  gross 
.  income,  133-134 
Estates    of    decedents,    see    Decedents' 

estates,  atipra 
Federal  officers  and  employees,  salaries 

included  in  gross  income,  133-134 
Fiscal  year  in  computing  net  income,  133 
Gas  wells,  tax  on  sales,  133 
Gifts  not  included  in  gross  income,  134 
Gross  income,  133-134 
Health  insurance  money  not  included  in 

gross  income,  134 
•Indemnity  from  shipowners  mutual  pro- 
tection   associations   not    included    in 
gross  income  of  members,  135 
Inheritances   not  included   in  gross    in- 
come, 134 
Interest  on  investments  included  in  gross 

income,  133-134 
Interest  on  obligations  of  federal  govern- 
ment to  limited  amount  not  included 
in  gross  income,  134 
Interest   on   obligations  of   state,  terri- 
tory, municipality.  District  of  Colum- 
bia or  federal  government  agency,  not 
included  in  gross  income,  134 
Inventory,  requirement  to  determine  in- 
come of  taaq»ayer,  126 
Judges    of    federal    courts,    salaries    in- 
cluded in  gross  income,  133-134 
Legacies  not  included  in  gross  income, 

134 
Life    insurance   money   not   included    in 

gross  income,  134 
Life    insurance,    premiums    returned    or 
paid  to  insured  under  policy  not  in- 
cluded in  gross  income,  134 
Losses  incurred  in  trade,  230  note 
Mines,  tax  on  sales,  133 
Net  income,  133 

Nonresident  aliens'  earnings  from  ships 
documented  under  foreign  laws,  not  in- 
cluded in  gross  income,  when,  135 
Nonresident  aliens,  gross  income  limited 
to  receipts  from  sources  within  the 
United  States^  139 
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INCOME  TAX-  {ConVd) 
Individual  incomes — {Cont'd) 

Nonresident  aliens,  net  income,  13P-140 

Normal  tax,  129 

Oil  wells,  tax  on  sales,  133 

"  Ordinary  net  income  **  defined,  128 

Pensions  from  government  not  included 
in  gross  income,  135 

Personal  injuries,  damages  not  included 
in  gross  income,  134 

Persons  subject  to  tax,  492  note 

President  of  the  United  States,  salary 
included  in  gross  income,  133-134 

Public  utilities,  income  derived  from,  as 
included  in  gross  income,  135 

Rental  value  of  dwelling  house  furnished 
to  clergyman  not  included  in  gross 
income,  135 

Rent  of  property  included  in  gross  in- 
come, 133-134 

Salaries  as  taxable  income,  133-134 

Sales,  gains  from,  included  in  gross  in- 
come,  133-134 

Stock  dividends,  124,  493  note,  601  note 

Stock  dividend  as  income.  808  note 

Surtax  for  calendar  year  1921,  129-131 

Surtax  for  calendar  year  1922  and  sub- 
sequent years,  131-133 

Territorial  officers  and  employees,  sal- 
aries included  in  gross  income,  133- 
134 

Trust  estates,  see  Trusts,  infra 

Vocational  rehabilitation,  allowances, 
etc.,  not  included  in  gross  income,  13.5 

Wages  included  ia  gross  income,  133- 
134 

War  Risk  Insurance  allowances,  etc., 
not  included  in  gross  income,  135 

Workmen's    compensation    not    included 
in  gross  income,  134 
Information  at  sourcei  167 
Inheritances 

Gain  or  loss  on  sale  of  property  bv 
heir,  124 

Value  of  inherited  property  not  taxed. 
134 
Insurance  companies 

Amount  of  deductions  allowed,   158 

Deductions,  15S-160 

Deductions  affecting  com.T>anie8  other 
than  life  and  mutual,  161 

Definition  of  life  insurance  companv. 
158 

Dividends  received  from  other  corpora- 
tions, deduction,  159 

Expenses  of  carrying  on  business,  de- 
duction, 159 

Gross  income,  158-160 

"  Gross  income "  of  life  insurance  com- 
pany defined,  158 

Investment  expenses,  deduction  of 
amount  paid,  159 

Investment  income,  160 

"  Life  insurance  company  '*  defined,  158 

Losses  incurred.  160 

Net  income,  158-160 

Premiums  on  insurance  on  life  of  em- 
ployee not  deducted,  when,   138 


INCOME  TAX—  {ConVd) 
Insurance  compan ies  —  ( Cant  *d ) 

Premiums  returned  by  life  contpany  ex- 
empt from  tax,  134 

Rate  of  tax  on  companies  other  than  life 
and  mutual,  J60 

Rate  of  tax  on  life  companies,  158 

Reserve  for  dividends,  deduction  from. 
159 

"Reserve  funds  required  bv   law"   de- 
fined, 158 

Taxes  paid,  deduction  of  amount,  159 

Underwriting  income,  160 

Wear   and   tear   of   property,  deduction 
allowed,  159 
Interest 

Deduction  from  gross  income  of  interest 
paid  by  taxpayer,  136 

Interest  from  investments  taxable,    133- 
134 

Inventories,  requirement  to  determine  in- 
come of  taxpayer.  126 

Judges  of  federal  courts,  salaries  taxable. 
133-134 

La1)or  organizations  exempt  from  tax.  149 

Larceny,  deduction  in  computing  net  in- 
comes, 136 

Legacies  and  devises,  gain  or  loss  on  sale 

of  property  acquired  under  will,  124 
Legacies  not  taxable,  134 
Lessees'  covenants  to  pay   ''taxes,  duties 

and  assessments"  as  requiring  payment 

of  income  tax,  495  note 
Life    insurance   companies,   see    Insurance 

companies,  supra 
Literary  organizations  exempt   from  tax, 

150 
Living  expenses  not  deducted  in  comput- 
ing net  income,  138 
Tosses,  see  Gains  and  losses,  aupra 
Machinery,    deduction     for    amortization, 

13^137,    152 
Mines 

Allowance  for  depletion,  etc.,   137,   152 

Surtax  on  sales,  133 
Municipal  corporations,  income  on  munici- 
pal obligations  not  taxable,  134 
Mutual  savings  banks  exempt  from  tax, 

149 
Net  income  of  corporations 

Deferred  payments,  482  note 

Dividends,  482  note 

Regulations    of    Treasury    Department, 
482  note 
Net  income  of  individuals 

Amount    determined    by    commissioner, 
time  limit,  163 

Annual    accounting   period   of   taxpayer 
as  basis  of  computing  net  income,  133 

Annual   accounting   period  of  taxpayer, 
effect  of  change,  133 

Calendar  year  in  computing  net  income 
of  individuals,  133 

Computation  of  net   income   of  individ- 
uals, 133 

Corporate  net  incomes,  150 

Definition  of  net  income  of  individuals, 
133 
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INCOME  TAX—  {ConVd) 

Xet  income  of  individuals — {ConVd) 

Fipcal  year  in  computing  income  of  in- 
dividuals,  133 

Insurance  companies  other  than  life  and 
mutual,  160 

Life   insurance  conkpanies,   158 

Losses  incurred  in  trade,  482  note 

"  Ordinary  net  income "  defined,  128 

Partners,   computation   of   income  from 
partnership,  142 
'*  Net  losses"  defined,  126 
Xonresident  aliens 

Contributions    and    gifts,    deduction    in 
computing  net  income,   137 

Gross  income,  135 

Income     from     sources     within     United 
SUtes,  1^9-140 

Income    from    sources    without    United 
States,  140--141 

Net    income,    deductions    in    computing, 
137-138 

Payment  of  tax  at  source,  144-^145 

Personal  exemptions,   139 

Return  of  interest  in  estate  or  trust,  147 

Returns,  time  and  place  for  filing,   148 
Xormal  tax 

Rate  on  individual  net  incomes  of  $4,000 
or  less,   12^ 

Rate  on  individual  net  incomes  exceed- 
ing  $4,000,    120 
Oil  wells 

Allowance  for  depletion,  etc.,  137 

Surtaiq    on    sa1e«    hy    individuals,    133 
"  Ordinary  net  income"  defined,  128 
Partnership 

Capital  net  gain,  determination  of  tax 
on,  128 

Consolidated  returns  for  1917,  222 

Credits  allowed  to  ipartners,  142 

Deductions  in  computing  net  income  of 
partners.  142 

Incorporation    of    partnership    business 
as  affecting  tax,  149 

Net  income  of  partners,  how  computed, 
142 

Partners    taxable    only    in     individual 
capacity,  142 

Returns  by  partnerships,  147 
Payment  of  tax 

Collection  of  deficiencies,  162 

Extension  of  time  of  payment,  162,  164 

Failure  to  pay   installments   when  due, 
effect,  162 

Installment  payments.  161 

Notice  of  maturity  of  installments,  164 

Option  of  taxpayer  as  to  paying  in  in- 
stallments, 162 

Overpayments,  refunding,   162,   166 

Penalty  for  nonpayment,  164 

Receipt,  right  of  taxpayer  to  require,  165 

Refunding  overpayments,  162,  166 

Time  of  payment  of  tax  other  than  by 
installments,  162 
Payment  of  tax  at  source 

Corporate  incomes.   155 

Corporate     obligations    stipulating    for 
payment  of  tax  by  corporation,  145 

Dividends  on  corporate  stock,  139 


INCOME  TAX—  {Cont'd) 

Payment  of  tax  at  source — (ConVd) 
Indemnity    to    debtor    withholding    tax 
due  on   interest  payable  to   creditor, 
145 
Nonresident     aliens,     withholding     tax 

from  income,  144-146 
Obligation    stipulating   for    payment   of 

tax  by  debtor,  145 
Payment  bv  recipient  of  income,  effect, 

145 
Withholding  by  debtor  of  amount  of  tax 
due   on   interest   payable   to   creditor, 
145 
Penalties  for  violation  of  law,  166 
Personal  exemptions,   see   Exemptions 
Personal  expenses  not  deducted  in  comput- 
ing net  income,  138 
Personal  service  corporations 
Alternative  taxes,  222 
Corporation  as  such  not  taxable,  142 
Definition,   123 
Duration  of  provision  affecting  personal 

service  corporations,   142 
Exemption  terminated.  150 
Individual   stockholders   taxed   in    same 
manner  as  partners,  142 
Persons  subject  to  tax,  168-169,  492  note. 

501  note 
Porto  Rico,  inhabitants  subject  to  tax,  1©0 
"Possession    of    United    States"    not    in- 
clusive of  Virgin  Islands,  169 
President  of  United  States,  salarv  taxable. 

133-1  »4 
Professions,  income  from  practice  taxable. 

133-134 
Publication  of  statistics,  168 
Public  debt,  exemption  of  interest  on  gov- 
ernment securities,  139 
Public  officers  and  emplovees,  salaries  tax- 
able, 133-134 
Rate  of  tax 

Corporation  created  to  evade  surtaxes. 
144 

Corporations  «renerally,  149 

Individuals,   129-133 

Insurance  companies  other  than  life  and 
mutual,  160 

Life    insurance    companies,    158 

Mines,  oil  and  gas  wells,  tax  on  proceeds 
of  sales,  137 

Normal  tax  on  individuals,  129 

Surtax  on  individuals,  129^133 
Receipt  for  taxes  paid,  right  of  taxpayer 

to  require,   165  * 
Receiver    of    taxpayer,    personal    liabilitv. 

403  note 
Receiver  operating  business  of  corporation 

required  to  make  return,  166 
Receiver's  compensation  as  part  of  gross 

income,  501  note 
Refund 

Construction  of  statutory  provision,  496 
note 

Filing  claim  as  condition  precedent   to 

suit,  502  note 
Right  to  refund,  162,  166,  502  not« 
Relifirious  organizations  exempt  from  tax 
150 


t>^DEX 


93ft 


INCOME  TAX—  iConVd) 
Beligious  purposes,  contributions  deducttMl 

in    computing    individual    net    incomes, 

137 
Rents 

Deduction  of  rents  paid  for  property 
used  in  bu8ines9,  135 

Taxable  income,   133-134 
Returns  by  taxpayers 

Agent  making  return  for  tax/payer,  147 

Amended  return,  501  note 

Amendment  of  return,  proceedings  on» 
161  et  seq. 

Amount  of  income  as  determining  duty 
of   individuals   to  make   returns,    147 

Assignee  operating  business  of  corpora- 
tion required  to  make  return,  156 

Consolidated  returns  of  corporations. 
157 

Corporation  returns,  156 

Correction  of  errors  in  returns,  102 

Decedents'  estates,  143,  147 

Examination  by  commissioners,  161 
et  seq. 

Extension  of  time  for  filing  returns, 
14S 

Failure  to  make  return,  proceedings  by 
commissioner,   163 

False  or  fraudulent  return,  proceedings 
by  commissioner,  163 

Fiduciary  returns,   147 

Filing  returns,  148,  157-158 

Fiscal  year  system  of  returns,  adjust- 
ment of  tax  pursuant  to  modification 
of  law,  127 

Foreign  corporations,  return  made  by 
whom,  156 

Form  and  contents  of  returns  by  cor- 
porations,   156-157 

Guardian  making  return  for  taxpayer, 
147 

Hearing  on  charge  of  understatement 
in  return,  148 

Husband  and  wife,  joint  or  separate  re- 
turns, 147 

Inability  of  taxpayer  to  make  return, 
147 

Income  subject  to  payment  of  tax  at 
source,  145 

Individual  returns,  147 

Inspection,  right  of,  167-168 

Joint  fiduciaries,  return  by  one  as  suffi- 
cient, 147 

Nonresident  alien  beneficiary  of  estate 
or  trust,  returti  required,  147 

Nonresident  aliens,  time  and  place  for 
filing  returns,  148 

Officer  required  to  verify  corporation 
return,  156 

Partnership   returns,   147 

Part  of  taxa'ble  year,  returns  for,  148 

Period  of  less  than  six  months,  returns 
for,  148 

Persons  required  to  make  returns,   147 

Place  for  filing  returns,  148,  157-158 

Public  records,  returns  as  constituting, 
157 


IKCOME  TAX—  {CfmVd) 
Returns  by  taxpayers —  {ConVd) 
Receiver  operating  corporation  required 

to' make  return,  156 
State   officers   permitted  to   inspect  re- 
turns,  167-168 
Time  for  filing  returns,  148,  157-158 
Trustee    in    bankruptcy    operating    cor- 
poration required  to  make  return,  156 
Trust  estates,   143,   147 
Understatement    in    returns,    correction, 

148 
Verification  of  corporation  returns,  156 
Salaries 

Deduction  from  gross  income  of  salaries 

paid   employees,    1^5 
Taxable    income,    133-1^ 
Scientific  organizations  exempt  from  tax, 

150 
SUtes 

Gift  to  state  deducted  in  computing  indi- 
vidual net  incomes,  137 
Inspection   by    state    officers   of    federal 

tax  returns,  167-1^ 
Interest   on    state   obligations   not   tax- 
able, 1^ 
•Statistics,  publication,  168 
Stock  dividends  as  income,  493  note,  501 

note 
Stock  dividends  not  taxable,  when,  124 
Stock    transactions,    brokers    required    to 

make  returns,  167 
Storms,  deduction  of  damage  in  comput- 
ing net  incomes,  136 
Surtax 

Accumulation  of  corporate  gains  beyond 
reasonable   needs   of   business   as   evi- 
dence of  intent  to  escape  surtax,  144 
Evasion  by  incorporation,  144 
Rate  on  individual  incomes,  129-133 
Taxable    income,    see    Corporate    incomes, 

supra;  Individual  incomes,  supra 
"Taxable  year",  definition,  122-123 
Taxes  paid,  deduction     in  computing  indi- 
vidual net  incomes,  136 
Territories 

Gift  to  territory  deducted  in  computing 

indlTidual  net  incomes,  137 
Interest    on    territorial    obligations    not 

taxable,  134 
Salaries  of  officers  taxable,  133-134 
Theft,  deduction  in  computing  net  incomes, 

136 
Time  of  payment  of  installments,  161-162 
Time  of  taking  effect  of  act,  169 
Trades,  income  from  as  taxable,  133-134 
Trusts 

Accumulations  in  trust  as  taxable,   142 
Beneficiaries,  computation  of  net  income, 

143 
Beneficiaries,  credits  allowed,  143 
Capital  net  income,  determination  of  tax 

on,  128 
Contingent  interest,  income  accumulated 

for  ^eficiaries  as  taxable,  142 
Credits  allowable,  143 
Deductions  from  gross  income,  143 
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XlfOOME  TAX—  (Oant'd) 
Trufltg—  {Confd) 

Distribution  of  income  during  taxable 
year,  deductions  allowed,  143 

Fiduciary  defined,  123 

Income  collected  by  guardian  of  infant 
to  be  held  or  distributed  as  court  may 
direct,  as  taxable,  142 

Income  held  for  future  disftribution  a^ 
taxable,  142 

Income  received  during  settlement  of 
estate  as  taxable,  142 

Income  taxable  as  in  case  of  individualfl, 
142 

Income  to  be  distributed  periodically  as 
taxable,  142 

Joint  trustees,  return  by  one  as  sufficient, 
147 

Net  income  of  beneficiaries,  how  com- 
puted, 143 

Net  income  of  trust,  how  computed,  143 

Net  income  only  as  taxable,  143 

Payment  of  tax  by  trustee,  143 

Restraining  payment  of  tax  by  trustee, 
501  note 

Returns  by  trustees,  143,  147 

Returns  to  show  ambunt  of  income  dis- 
tributable to  each  beneficiary,  143 

Taxable  income,  142 

Transfer  of  asseta  of  joint  stock  com- 
pany to  trustee,  501  note 

Trust  created  by  employer  as  part  of 
stock  bonus  or  profit  sharing  plan, 
taxation  of  Income,  144 

Trustee  to  pay  tax,  143 

Unborn  or  unascertained  persons,  income 
accumulated  for,  as  taxable,  142 

United    States    courts,    judges'    salarieR 
subject  to  tax,  133-134 
United  States 

Gifts  to  government  deducted  in  com- 
puting individual  net  incomes,  137 

Interest  on  obligations  not  taxable,  when, 
134 
Vessels^  deduction  for  amortization  of  cost, 

152 
Violation  of  law,  penalties,.  1Q6 
Virgin   Islands,   income  tax  law  in   force 

in  islands,  310 
Wages 

Deduction  from  gross  income  of  wages 
paid  employees,  135 

Taxable  income,  133-134 

War  finance  corporation,  interest  on  obli- 
gations not  taxable,  134 
Wills,     see     Decedents'     estates,     supra; 

Trusts,  supra 
"  Withholding  agent  ".  definition,  123 

IMDIAXS 

''Alien"    used    in    act    limiting    immigra- 
tion held  not  to  include  Indians,  106 
Alienation  of  land,  see  Lands,  infra 
Allotments 
Deatii  of  allottee  intestate  without  heirs, 

467  note 
Drainage  of  allotments  of  five  civilized 
tribes,  110 


TXmiAXB^  (ConVd) 
Allotments —  {Cont^d) 

Expenditure  of  tribal  funds  for  equaliza- 
tion, 112 
Lease    of    unrestricted    allotments    for 

farming  and  grazing  purposes,  112 
Mining  leases  of  unallottted  lands,  112 
Attorneys  of  certain  tribes,  salaries  paya- 
ble out  of  tribal  funds,  112-113 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs,  expenditures,  113 
ChickasawB,  attorney  for  tribe  pavable  out 

of  tribal  funds,  112-113 
Chiefs,  salaries  payable  out  of  tribal  funds, 

112 
Choctaws 
Actions  against,  460  note 
Attorney  for  tribe  payable  out  of  tribal 
funds,  112-113 
Citizenship 

Enrollment,  conclusiveness  of  determina- 
tion of  commission,  464  note 
Finding  of  secretary  as  conclusive,  464 

note 
Indians  holding  allotted  lands  and  sever- 
ing tribal  relations,  464  note 
Indians  holding  allotted  lands  and  server- 
ing  tribal  relations,  464 
Conveyances,  see  Lands,  infra 
Creeks,  attorney  for  tribe  pavable  out   of 

tribal  funds,  112-113 
Crimes  by  Indians,  jurisdiction,  710  note 
Drainage    of    allotments    of    five    civilized 

tribes,  assessments,  110 
Employees,  see  Oflicers  and  employees,  infra 
Exemption  from  taxation,  465    note 
Five  civilized  tribes 

Control  of  Indian  lands  vested  in  con- 
gress, 468  note 
Conveyance  by  minor  heirs,  468  note 
Conveyance  of  family  homestead,  compli- 
ance with  local  law,  468  note 
Death     as     removing     restrictions     on 

allotted  lands,  469  note 
Drainage  of  allotments,  110 
Expenditure  of  tribal  funds,  112 
Guardian's  authority  to  lease,  468  not« 
Lease  by  guardian  of  Indian  minors,  4 68 

note 
Lease  of  restricted  allotments,  112 
Taxation,  imrestricted   land   subject    to, 
468  note 

Unrestricted    land    subject    to    taxation, 
408  note 
Grazing  stock   on   Indian   lands,   effect   of 

lease,  464  note 
Highways  in  Indian  reservation,  const ruct- 

ing,  96 

Interpreters  of  tribes^  salaries,  etc.,  pay- 
able out  of  tribal  funds,  112 
Lands 
Alienation    by    individual    Indians,    44n 

note 
Alienation  restrictions,  467  note 
Devise,  effect  of  state  law  of  descent,  465 

note 
Draining  of  allotments  of  five  civilised 
tribes,  110 
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INDIANS—  iOonfd) 
lAnds —  {Cont'd) 
Grazing  lease,  validity  and  effect,  464 

note 
Grazing  stock  on  Indian  lands,  exceeding' 

number  in  grazing  lease,  464  note 
Homestead,   finding  of   land  detennincvl 
as  to  rights  to  benefit  of  law,  464  not( 
Jurisdiction    of  suits   concerning   allot- 
ments, 582  note 
Leases  of  restricted  allotments  for  farm 

ing  and  grazing  purposes,  112 
Mining  leases  of  tmallotted  lands,  112 
Patents  for  allotted  lands,  717  note 
Restrictions  as  to  sale  of  allotted  land  , 

suits  to  enforce,  782  note 
Sale  of  allotments,  noncompetent  Indian:^, 

464  note 
Sale  of  minor  heir's  interest,  necessit\ 

of  confirmation,  464  note 
Trust  allotments,  deyolution  of  title,  46) 

note 
Will  of  land,  power  to  make,  467  note 
Leases,  see  Lands,  supra 
Liquor  traffic 

Indian  ooimtry,  470  note 

Oklahoma,  portion  excluded  from  liquor 

traffic,  470  note 
Variance  between  allegation  and  proof, 
470  note 
Mining  trustees,  salaries,  etc,  payable  out 

of  tribal  funds,  112 
Officers  and  employees 

Allowance  for  quarters,  heat  and  light 

112 
Contracts,    interest    in    prohibited,    463 

note 
Special  assistant  to  attorney  general  as 
within  prohibition,  463  note 
Reservations,  right  to  leases  of  unallotted 

lands,  112 
Schools  discontinued,  disposition  of  monev 

appropriated.  111 
Secretaries  of  tribes,  salaries,  etc.,  payable 

out  of  tribal  funds,  112 
Taxation,  exemption  from,  465  note 
Tribal  funds,  expenditure,  112 
Tribal  officers,  expenditure  of  tribal  fundis 
for  highways,  etc.,  112 

INDICTMEHTS 

See  Gbiminal  Law 
Oonstitutional  requirement,  842  note 
Stenographer  allowed  in  grand  jury  room, 
effect,  568  note 

UfFAlfTS 

See  Children 

niHERITAKOfi 

See  Descent  and  Distbibution 

iKJinroTiONS 

Abatement  of  liquor  nuisances,  536  not"" 
Appeal  from  order  refusing,  dissolving  or 

refusing  to  dissolve  injunction,  598  note. 

601  note 
Appeal  from  restraining  order,  633  note 


IN JinrCTIONS  —  {Cmt'd) 

Consolidation  of  trials  for  violating  injunc- 
tion, 631  note 

Interstate  commerce  commission,  restrain- 
ing enforcement  of  orders,  624  note 

Judgment  of  state  court,  power  of  federal 
courts  to  restrain  enforcement,  614  note 

Labor  disputes,  633-637  note 

Bates  fixed  by  state  public  utility  commis- 
sion, power  of  district  court  to  enjoin  en- 
forcement, 570  note 

State  courts,  stay  of  proceedings  in,  614 
note 

Unconstitutional  state  statutes,  restraining 
enforcement,  618  note 

IinrKBEFEBS       TN      DISTRICT       OF 
OOIiinffBIA 

Baggage  stolen  from  room  of  guest,  cir- 
cumstances affecting  liability,  50 

Contractual  limitation  of  liability,  50 

Bxtent  of  liability  for  articles  placed  in 
innkeeper's  custody,  50 

Jewelry  kept  in  room  by  guest,  liability 
for  loss,  50 

Money  and  other  valuables  usually  retained 
in  rooms  by  guests,  50 

Negligence  of  guest,  failure  to  lock  door  of 
room,  50 

Posting  notice  of  limitation  of  liability,  60 

Safe  or  vault  for  deposit  of  guest's  valu- 
ables, 50 

Special  contract  fixing  kind  and  extent  of 
liability,  50 

INSlTIiAR  P088E88IOK8 

See  Hawaii  ;  Philipfins  Isi^nds;  Pobto 
Rioo;  ViBonr  Islands 

Emergency  tariff  not  applicable  to  Philip- 
pine Islands,  and  islands  of  Guam  and 
Tutuila,  34-35 

INSUItANOE 

See  AcxnDENT  Insurance;  Ctclonb  In- 
surance;     Fire      Insurance;      Hail 

INSURANCK;  HKALTH  INSURANCO;  LIFE 

Insurance;  War  Risk  Insuranob 

Bankruptcy,  insurance  companies  not  sub- 
ject to  involuntary  proceedings,  340  note 

"  Corporation "  in  Kevenue  act  as  includ- 
ing insurance  companies,  122 

Income  tax,  deductions  for  additions  to  re- 
serve fund,  153 

Stamp  tax  on  policies,  208-209 

INTERE8T 

Advances  by  War  Finance  Corporation  for 
agricultural  pior poses,  rate  of  interest,  28 

Deposit  of  government  funds  in  land 
banks,  4 

Farm  loan  bonds,  rate  of  interest,  4 

Rate  chargeable  by  federal  land  banks,  3 

INTERIOR  DRPARTMEBTT 

Judicial  review  of  acts  of  secretary,  470 

note 
Surveyors  general,  detail  of  clerks,  114 
Veterans*   Bureau,   director   authorized  to 

utilize  departmental  facilities,  323 
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INTEBKAI.  REVENUE 

See  Estate  Tax;  Excisk  Taxks;  Incomp: 
Tax;  Luxury  Taxeh;  Stamp  Taxeh; 
Tax  opt  Admissions  and  Dues;  Tax  on 
Brvebaobb;  Tax  on  Tkleobaph  and 
Telephone  Messages;  Tobacco  Tax; 
Wab  Profits  and  Excess  Profits  Tax 
Actions 

Oollection  of  tax,  limitation,  218 
Recovery   of  taxes   illegally  assessed   or 
collected,  limitation,  213,  218,  472-473 
note 
Recovery  of  taxes  under  second  assess- 
ment, 210 
Removal  from  state  to  federal  courts  of 
action    against    revenue    officers,    592 
note 
Settlement   between   taxpayer   and    com- 
missioner, finality,  216 
Administrative  provisions  of  Revenue  I^w, 

211  et  aeq. 
Agricultural  products,  tax  on  contracts  for 
sale    for    future    delivery,    see    Future 
Tbadino  Act 
Alaska  included  in  term  "  United  States." 

122 
Alternative  tax  on  personal  service  corpo- 
rations, 222 
Amber  smoking  articles,  excise  tax,  193 
Art  articles,  tax  on  articles  sold  by  per- 
sons other  than  artists,  193 
Assessment  of  taxes 

Fraud  in  evading  assessment,  extension 

of  time  in  consequence  of,  219 
Reopening  assessment  after   final   deter- 
mination, 216 
Time  of  assessment,  219 
Automatic  slot  device  machines,  cxt'ise  tax. 

193 
Automobiles  and  accessories 
Excise  tax,  192 

Special  tax  on  operators  for  hire,  198 
Tires,  inner  tubes,  etc.,  excess  tax,  192 
Trucks,   wagons    and   accessories,   excise 
tax,  192 
Barley,  tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery, 

see  FxTTUBE  Trading  Act 
iBeverages,  see  Tax  on  BEVEBAons 
Binoculars,  excise  tax,  194 
Boats,  excise  tax,  193 
Bond  brokers,  speciaPtax  on,  196 
Books  and  papers 

Authority  of   commissioner   to  examine, 

213 
Oommissioner's    authority    to    examine, 

213 
Compelling  production,  order  of  district 

court,  213 
Proceedings  to  recover  pavnients  wrong- 
fully exacted,  213 
Bowie  knives,  excise  tax,  193 
Bowling  alley  proprietors,  special  tax  on, 

197 
Brass  knuckles,  excise  tax,  193 
Brewers,  special  tax  on,  198 
Brokers,  special  tax  on.  196 
Bronzes,  rate   of   tax   on   arti«'lp«*  sold   by 

persons  other  tlian  artists,  193 


INTERNAI.  REVENUE—  {CwU*d) 

Cameras  weighing  not  more  than   100  ILh., 

excise  tax,  192 
Candy,  192 

Canoes,  excise  tax,  193 
("anvass  of  district  for  taxable  persons  ai!  ^ 

objects,  214,  471  note 
Cartridges  and  shells,  excise  tax,  193 
Charitable    institutions,    exemption    from 

special   tax  on   public   exhibitions,   et'- , 

197 
Child  labor,  see  Employment  of  child  laVur, 

infra 
Cigarettes     and     cigarette      papers,      sco 

Tooacoo  Tax 
<'igar  or  cigarette  holders  and   pipes,  ex- 
cise tax,  193 
(^'igars,  see  Tobacco  Tax 
Clocks,  excise  tax,  194 
Coca  leaves,  see  Narcotics,  infra 
Collection  of  tax 

Method  of  collecting,  211 

Penalty   for   failure   to   pay   over   lax'S 
collected,  211 

Refunding  overpayments,  212 

Suits  to  restrain  collection  of  taxes.  471 
note 
Collectors 

Disclosure  of  aifairs  of  taxpavers   pro- 
hibited, 214 

Duties  merely  ministerial.  471  note 

Reporting  violations  of   law  to  district 
attorney,  214 

Responsibility  for  acts   of   deputy,    471 
note 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenup 

Compromise  of  dispute   as   to   liability 
for  taxes,  216 

Examination  of  books  and  papers.  213 

Refunding   or   remitting   taxes,   217 

Retroactive   regulations,  217 

Returns,  authority  to  require,  213 

Review  of  decisions,  216-217 

Rules    and     regulations,    authority     to 
make,   212 

Witnesses,  authority  to  examine,  213 
Concert  hall   proprietors,   special   tax   on. 

197 
Corn,  tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery,  sec 

FuTUBB  Trading  Act 
Corporations 

Capital  stock   tax,   196 

Excise  tax,  483  note 

Officers  and   employees  as  persons.  212 

Tax  on  incomes,  see  Income  Tax 
Cotton    futures,    names    and    addresses    of 

seller  and  buyer.  485  note 
Court   of  Claims,    concurrent   jurisdiction 

of  district    courts,  2*13 
Courts,  proceedings  in  aid  of  revenue  offi- 
cers, 213 
(\istomhouge  brokers,  special  tax  on,   197 
Daggers,  excise  tax,  193 
"Dealers,"  who  are,  196 
Decedents'  estates,  taxation  of,  see  Estate 

Tax 
Defrauding  government.  486  note 
Dirk  knives,  excise  tax,  193 
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IHTERNAI*  REVSNUB—  (CorU'd) 

Disclosures  by  revenue  officers  of  affairs 

of  taxpayers  prohibited^  214 
Distilled  spirits 

See  Tax  on  Beverages 

Additional  i&x  on  rectified  spirits,  488 
note 

Bonded  warehouses  for  spirits  other 
than  from  fruit,  provision  not  re- 
pealed by  prohibition  act,  477  note 

Forfeiture  of  money  or  checks  used  in 
illicit  business,  475  note 

Registry  of  stills,  effect  of  Prohibition 
Act,  2f!4  note 

Removal  or  concealment  of  spirits  con- 
trary to  law,  provision  not  repealed 
by  prohibition  act,  476  note 

Seizure  of  books  and  papers  of  rectifiers 
and  wholesale  dealers,  476  note 

Stolen  liquors,  owner  not  liable  for 
tax,  476  note 

Tax  not  repealed  by  prohibition  act,  502 
note 

Unlawful  removal  of  spirits  from  ware- 
house, 477  note 
Distillers,  special  tax  on,  198 
District     attorneys,     collectors    to     report 

violations  of  law,  214 
District  courts 

Concurrent  jurisdiction  of  court  of 
claims,  219 

Jurisdiction  in  revenue  cases,  580  note 

Proceedings    in   aid   of  revenue  officers. 
213 
District    of    Columbia    included    in    term 

"ITnited    States,"    122 
Educational    institutions,    exemption    frcr]! 

special   tax   on    proprietors   of  theaterK, 

etc.,  1»7 
Embezzlement  by  revenue  officer,  6flf)  mtc 
Employment  of  child  labor 

Ajge  of  child,  certificate  as  to,  210 

Age  of  child,  false  statement  or  false 
evidence  as  to  age.  penalty,  210 

Age  of  children  employed.  209 

Assessment  of  tax,  211 

Canneries  subject  to  tax,  209 

Canning  clubs  subject  to  tax,  209 

Certificate  as  to  age  of  child,  emplover's 
right   to   rely   on,   210 

.Collection  of  tax,  211 

Computation  of  net  profits,  209 

Constitutionality  of  Act.  604  note 

Employments  subiect  to  tax,  209 

Good  faith  as  relieving  employer  from 
tax,  210 

Inspection  of  mines,  factories,  etc.,  211 

Mills  subject  to  tax,  209 

Mines  subject  to  tax.  209 

Mistake  as  to  asre  of  child,  effect.  210 

Xet  profits,  collusive  sale  of  profits  a* 
less  than  fair  market  price.  210 

Net  profits,  computation,  209 

Occupations  subjr»pl  to  tax.  209 

Penalties,  false  statements  as  to  aire  of 
child,  210 

rpraltip<;,  refusinnr  or  ohstniotinir  entrv 

or  inspection  of  mine,  factories,  etc.     i 
211  1 


INTEBKAL  REVEKXrE—  (Cont'd) 
Employment  of  child  labor —  { Cont'd) 
Profits    of    industry,    tax    imposed    on, 

209 
Quarries  subject  to  tax,  209 
Returns  by  employers  of  child  labor,  210 
Taxable  year,  meaning  of  term,  211 
Workshops  subject  to  tax,  209 
Entertainments,  see  Tax   ox   Ahmissionk 

AND    DlJES 

Estates    of    decedents,    taxation     oi,    sec 

'Estate  Tax 
Evasion   of   tax,    penalty   for   attempting. 

211-212,  486  not« 
Evidence,  authority  of  revenue  officers  to 

take,  214 
Excess  profits  tax,  see  War  Profits  and 

Excess  Profits  Tax 
Excise  on  articles  sold  or  leased,  see  Ex- 
cise Tax 
Executory  contract  of  sale,  apportionment 

of  tax  between  parties,  195 
Exemptions 

Art  articles  sold  by  one  dealer  to  an- 
other for  resale,  193 
Art  articles  sold  to  educational  institu- 
tions or  public  museums,  193-1&4 
Liberty   bonds,   consolidation   of   exemp- 
tions, 221 
Exhibitions 

Agricultural  or  industrial  fairs  not  sub- 
ject to  special  tax  on   public  exhibi- 
tions,  197 
Charitable    institutions    not    subject    to 
special  tax  on  public  exhibitions,  197 
Chautauqua  not  subject  to  special  tax 

on  public  exhibitions,  197 
Circuses,    197 
Lecture  lyceums  not  subject  to  special 

tax  on  public  exhibitions,  197 
Religious    associations    not     subject    to 
special  tax  on  public  exhibitions,  197 
Single  special  tax  on  exhibitions  within 

one  state,  197 
Special  tax  on  exhibitions,  197 
Special  tax  paid  in  one  state  as  affect- 
ing taxation   of   exhibitions   in   other 
states,    197 
iStreet  fairs,  amount  of  tax,  197 
Exports,  refunding  tax  imposed  on,  212 
Eyeglasses  ornamented,  mounted  or  fitted 
with    precious   metals,    etc.,    exemptions 
from  excise  tax,  194 
Field  glasses,  excise  tax,  194 
Firearms,  excise  tax,  193 
Flax,    tax    on    sales    for    future    delivery, 

see  Future  Trading  Aot 
Foreign    corporations,    capital    stock    tax. 

196 
Futures,  tax  on  contractus  for  sale  of  grair 
for  future  deliverv,  see  Future  Tradino 
Act 
"  Government  contract  *'  define<l,  122 
Orain,  tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery,  see 

Future  Trading  Act 
Ouns  and  pistols,  excise  tax.   19.3 
Harrison    Act,   sections    1,   6,    re-enacted, 
2C0 
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INTEmrAI.  RBVBllXnB—  {Cont'd) 

Hawaii  included  in  term  "  United  States," 
122 

Humidors,  excise  tax,  193 

Himting    and    shooting    garments,    excise    ' 
tax,   193 

Hunting  knives,  excise  tax,  193 

Imitation  jewelry  and  precious  stones,  ex 
cise   tax,    194 

Incomes,  taxation,  see  Income  Tax 

Information  to  tax  officers,  penalty  for  re- 
fusal to  furnish,  211 

Interest  on  refunds,  219 

Intoxicating  liquor,  scope  of  Volstead  Act 
not  extended  by  regulations  of  commis- 
sioners of  internal  revenue,  536  note 

Ivory,  articles  made  of  or  ornamented, 
mounted,  or  fitted  with,  excise  tax,  194 

Jewelry,  excise  tax,  194 

Jurisdiction  in  revenue  cases,  580  note 

Knives,  excise  tax,  193 

Laws  made  part  of  internal  revenue  act, 

211 
Leaf   tobacco,  see  Tobbaoo  Tax 
Leases,  tax  on,  see  Excise  Taxes 
Legacies  and  successions,  see  Estate  Tax 
Lenses    for    cameras    weighing    not    more 

than  100  lbs.,  excise  tax,  192 
Liberty    bond     exemptions,    consolidation, 

221 
Limitation  of  actions  to  collect  taxes,  218 
Limitation    of    prosecutions    for    offenses, 

218-219 
Liquor  dealers,  special  tax  on,  198 
Liveries,  liverv  boots  and  hats,  excise  tax, 

193 
Lorgnettes,  excise  tax,  194 
Luxuries,  see  Luxubt  Taxes 
Manufactures  of  tobacco,  see  Tobaccx)  Tax 
Marine  glasses,  excise  tax,  194  ffl 
Meerschaum  pipes,  etc.,  excise  tax,  193 
Metallic  knuckles,  excise  tax,  193 
"  Military  or  naval  forces  of  the  United 

States^'  defined.   122 
Motor  boats  not  designed  for  trade,  excise 

tax.  193 
Motor  vehicles  and  accessories,  excise  tax, 

192 
Munition   manufactures 

Manufacturers,  who  are,  499  note 

Payments   to   persons   engaged    in    com- 
mon venture,  499  note 

Profits  shared  by  others,  499  note 

Sales   at   less   than   fair   market   price, 
499-500  note 

Taxable  persons,  499  note 
Museum   proprietors,  special   tax  on,    197 
Narcotics 

Apportionment  of  tax  for  part  of  tax 
period,  200 

Books  to  be  kept  by  importers,  etc.,  202 

Confiscated    articles,    how    disposed    of. 
203 

Confiscation  of  seized  articles,  203 

Constitutionality  of  Harrison  Act,   477 
note,  503  note 

Dentists   dispensing   drugs    enumerated, 
amount  of  special  tax,  200 


INTERNAI.  RBVEH UE  —  {Cont'd) 
Narcotics—  {Cont'd) 

Forfeited  articles,  how  disposed  of,  203 

Forfeiture  of  seized  articles,  203 

Importers,  who  are,  200 

Indictment  for  manufacture  of  smoking 
opium,  consolidation  of  several  indict- 
ments, 477  note 

Manufacturers,  who   are,   200 

Penalties  for  violation  of  law,  477  note 

"  Person  "  used  in  act  as  including  part- 
nership, asociation,  company  or  cor- 
poration, 201 

Physicians  dispensing  drugs  enumer- 
ated, amount  of  special  tax,  200 

Possession  of  drug  under  prescription 
from  licensed  person,  201 

Possession  of  original  stamped  package 
as  evidence  of  liability  to  pay  special 
tax,  201 

Possession  of  prohibited  drugs  as  viola- 
tion of  law,  481  note 

Preparation  containing  limited  quanti- 
ties of  opium,  etc.,  sale  authorized, 
202,  481   note 

Prescriptions  for  use,  477-481  note 

Producers,  who  are,  200 

Purpose  of  Harrison  Act,  477  note 

Rate  of  special  tax  on  importers,  man- 
ufacturers, dealers,  etc.,  200 

Rate  of  tax  in>poBed  on  drugs  enumer- 
ated,  201 

Record  of  sales  of  articles  containing 
limited  quantities  of  opium,  etc.,  202 

Registration  not  required  of  public  offi- 
cials using  drugs  in  course  of  public 
duties,  200 

Registration  of  importers,  manufactur- 
ers, dealers,  etc.,  200 

Retail  dealers,  who  are,  200 

Rules  and  regulations,  power  to  make, 
202 

Sales,  purchases,  etc.,  except  in  original 
stamped  package  prohiibited«  201 

Seizure  and  forfeiture  of  unstamped 
packages,  202 

■Special  tax  as  in  addition  to  import 
duty,  201 

Stamps,  provision  for  issuance,  cancel- 
lation, etc.,  201 

Stamps,  special  tax  paid  by,  201 

State  regulatory  laws,  validity,  477  note 

Tax  imposed  on  importers,  manufactur- 
erSf  dealers,  etc.,  200 

Unstamped  packages  of  drugs  siibject  to 
seizure  and  forfeiture.  201 

Veterinary  surgeons  dispensing  drugs 
enumerated,  amount  of  special  tax, 
200 

Wholesale  dealers,  who  are,  200 
Oaths,   officers    authorized    to   administer. 

214 
Oats,  tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery,  see 

Future  Tbadtkg  Act 
Occupation  taxes 

Automobiles,  operators  for  hire,  106 

Billiard  room  proprietors,  197 

Bawling  alley  proprietors,  197 
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/WtBBJSAL  BEVEHTJE—  {Confd) 
Occupation  taxes —  {OonVd) 

Brewers,   198 

Brokers,  196 

Circus   proprietors,   197 

Concert  hall  proprietors,   197 

Oustomhouse  brokers,   197 

Distillers,  198 

Enumeration    of   occupation    taxes,    196 
et  9eq, 

Liquor  dealers,  198 

Museum  proprietors,  197 

Pawnbrokers,  196 

Public  exhibitions,  197 

Riding  academy  proprietors,   198 

Sbipbrokers,  197 

Shooting  gallery  proprietors,  197 

Theater  proprietors,  197 
Offenses 

Illegal    issuance   of    prescription    under 
Harrison  Act,  710  note 

Limitation  of  prosecutions,  218-219 
Officers 

See  Collectors,  9upra 

EmbeBElement  by  officer,  699  note 
Opera  glasses  ,exci8e  tax,  194 
Opium,  see  Narcotics,  9UTpra 
I^intings,  tax  on  articles  sold  by  persons 

other  than  artists,  199 
Partial     unconstitutionality     of     revenue 

act,  saving  clause,  22A 
Payment  of  tax 

CSieck    given    in    payment    refused    by 
bank,  consequences,  220 

Checks  receivable  in  payment,  220 

Fractional  part  of  a  cent,  212 

Overpa^ent,  refimding  amount,  212 

(Securities  of  United  States  receivable  in 
payment,  220 
Pearls,  excise  tax,  194 
Penalties 

Collecting    and    accounting    for    taxes 
paid,  failure,  211-212 

Falselv  representing  part  of   price   for 

?:oodB  sold  to  ibe  taxed,  220 
ormation   to  tax  officers,   refusal  to 
furnish,  211-212 
Nonpayment  of  special  taxes,  199 
Payment  of  taxes,  refusal,  211-212 
Refunding    penalties    illegally    imposed, 

217 
Violations  of  law,  211 

Personal  service  corporations,  alternative 
tax,  222 

"  Person "  as  including  officers  and  em- 
ployees of  corporations,  212 

Photographic  films  or  plates,  excise  tax,  192 

Pictures,  tax  on  articles  sold  by  persons 
other  than  artists,  193 

Pipes  composed  wholly  or  partly  of  meer- 
schaum or  amber,  excise  tax,  193 

Pleasure  boats  and  canoes,  excise  tax,  193< 

Porcelains,  rate  of  tax  on  articles  sold  by 
persons  other  than  artists,  193 

Precious  and  semiprecious  stones,  excise 
tax,  104 

Precious  metals,  articles  made  of  or  or* 
namented,  mounted  or  fitted  with,  excise 
tax,  194 


I 


INTSBMAL  RBVEJOrE—  {Cont'd) 

Privilege     taxes,     see     Occupation     taxes, 

supra 
Refund 

Appropriation    for    refunding    purposes, 

217-218 
Claim  for  refund  as  condition  precedent 

in  action,  218 
Claims    for   taxes    illegally    assessed    or 

collected,   217 
Commissioner's     authority     to     refund 

taxes  paid,  217 
Exports,  tax  imposed  oa,  212 
Interest  on  refunds,  219,  471   note 
Laches  in  application,  482  note 
Limitation    of    suits    to    recover    taxes 

wrongfully  collected,  473  note 
Overpayment   or    overox>llection    of    tax, 

212 
Penalties  illegally  imposed,  217 
Recovery  of  taxes  wrongfully  collected, 
472  note 
Religious  societies 
Exemption  from  special  tax  on  propri- 
etors of  theaters,  etc.,  197 
Exemption  from  special  tax  on  public 
exhibitions,  197 
Removal  of  causes 
Oases  not  removaible,  593  note 
Oases  removable,  593  note 
Procedure  for  removal,  593  note 
Suits  and  prosecutions  against  revenue 
officers,  592  note 
Removing  or  concealing  articles  with  in- 
tent to   defraud  Oovemment,  486  note 
Repeal  of  prior  acts,  223 
Retail,   rate   of  tax  where   manufacturer, 
etc.,  customarily  sells  both  at  wholesale 
and  retail,  193 
Retroactive  regulations,  217 
Returns  by  ttucpayers 
Amended  return,  601  note 
Annual    returns    by    persons    liable    to 

tax,  214-215 
Commissioner's  authority  to  require  re- 
turns, 213 
Consolidated  returns  for  1917,  222 
Default  of  taxpayer,  officer  to  make  re- 
turn, 210 
Fraudulent   returns,   effect   on   right   to 
recover  excess  taxes,  219 
Officers  to  make   returns  on  default  of 

taxpayer,  216 
Penalty  for  failure  to  make  return,  471 
note 
Revenue  stamps,  see  Stamp  Taxbb 
Riding   academy    proprietors,    special   tax 

on,  198 
Rules  and  regulations,  authority  of  com- 
missioner to  make,  212 
Rye,  tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery,  see 

FuTUBE  T&ADmo  Act 
Sales  by  manufacturers,  producers  or  im- 
porters of  articles  sold  or  leased,   192 
et  seq. 
Sales,    falsely   representing  part   of  price 

to  be  taxed,  220 
Sales,  tax  on,  see  Excise  Taxes 
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nfTEBNAI.  REVENUE—  {Cfynfd) 

(Sculpture,    tax    on    articles    sold    by   per- 
sons other  than  artiBts,  193* 
(Searching  out  taxable  persons  and  objects, 

214 
Search  warrants,  4SS  note 
Shells  and  cartridges,  excise  tax,  193 
Shipbrokers,  special  tax  on,  197 
Shooting   gallery    proprietors,   special  tax 

on.  197 
Shooting  garments,  excise  tax,  193 
Simplification   board,  220-221 
Slot  device  machines,  excise  tax,   193 
Smoking  stands,  excise  tax,  193 
Soft  drinks,  see  Tax  on  Bevebaogs 
Sorghum,  tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery. 

see  FuTUMs  Trading  Act 
Special  taxes 

Capital  stock  tax,  196 

Penalty  for  nonpayment,  199 

Prohibition     Act     as     affecting     special 
taxes,  473-474  note 
Spectacles   ornamented,  mounted  or  fitted 

with    precious    metals,    etc.,    exemption 

from  income  tax,  194 
■Stamps,  see  Stamp  Taxes 
State   tax   laws,    application    not   affected 

by  federal  special  taxes,  196 
Statuary,  tax  on  articles  sold  by  persons 

other  than  artists,  193 
Stilettos,  excise  tax,  193 
Successions,  see  ^tate  Tax 
Surgical  instruments  ornamented,  mounted 

or  fitted  with  precious  metals,  etc.,  ex- 
emption from  excise  tax,  194 
•Sword  canes,  excise  tax,  193 
"  Taxpayer  "  defined,  122 
Telegraph    and    telephone    messages    and 

conversations,    see    Tax    on    Telbijrai»h 

AND  Telephone  Messages 
Theaters  and  shows 

Admissions,  tax  on,  190-192 

Automobiles,  operators  for  hire,  annual 
occupation  taXj  198 

Billiard  room  proprietors,  annual  occu- 
pation tax,  197 

Bowling  alley  proprietors,  annual  occu- 
pation tax,  197 

Circus    proprietors,    annual    occupation 
tax,  197 

Concert  hall  proprietors,  annual  occupa- 
tion tax,  197 

Museum  proprietors,  annual  occupation 
tax,  197 

Occupation  tax  on  proprietors  of  places 
of  public  amusement,  197 

Proprietors,  special  tax  on,  197 

Public  exhibitions,    occupation    tax   im- 
posed on  proprietors  or  agents,  197 

Riding  academy  proprietors,  annual  oc- 
cupation tax,  197 

Shooting  gallery  proprietors,  annual  oc- 
cupation tax,  197 

Theater   proprietors,   annual   occupatioi: 
tax,  197 
Time  of  taking  effect  of  revenue  act,  224 
Tobacco,  see  Tobacco  Tax 


INTERNAI.  REVENUE—  {Cont'd) 
Tobacco  pipes,  excise  tax,  193 
Transportation  facilities,  taxation,  see  Tax 

on  Tbanspoetation  Faoilities 
"  United  States,"  meaning  as  used  in  act, 

122 
War   profits   tax,   see  'Wab   Profits  and 

}'}XCE88    PrOFITH    TaX 

Watches,  excise  tax,  194 

Wheat,  tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery, 
see  Future  Trading  Act 

Wholesale,  rate  of  tax  where  manufac- 
turer ^  etc.,  customarily  sells  both  at 
wholesale  and  at  retail,  193 

Witnesses 

Authority  of  commissioner  to  examine. 

213 
Compelling     witnesses     to    attend     and 
testify,  213 

Yachts  and  other  pleasure  boats,  special 
tax  on  use  of,  199 

Yachts,  excise  tax,  193 

INTEBNATIONAI.  GOMFERENCES 

Limitation  of  armaments,  conference  au- 
thorizing, 250 

Limitation  on  character  of  expenditures. 
49 

UrTEBFIiEADER 

Appealability  of  order,  598  note 


See  DiPLOMATTo  and  Consular  0FFTCE3t8 

INTERSTATE  GOMICBRGE 

iSee  CoMMERCB  Department;  Frderat. 
Control  of  Transportation;  Inter- 
state  Commerce  Act 

Actions  under  laws  relating  to  commerce, 
jurisdiction   of  district  court,   573  note 

Carriers 

Army  officers,  reduced  rates  for,  580  note 
Charges  for  transportation,  see  Rates  and 

charges,  infra 
Free   transportation    or   storage    in    cer- 
tain cases  allowed,  520  note 

Coal  as  article  of  commerce,  505  note 

Exclusiveness  of  power  of  congress,  820 
note 

Farm  products  received  in  interst«,te  com- 
merce,   see   AORICULTI'RK 

Foreign  corporations,  822  note 

Inspection  laws  of  states,  822  note 

Intoxicating  liquors,  822  note 

Intrastate  commerce,  regulation  by  states. 
821  note 

License  taxes  imposed  by  state  authority, 
821  note 

Means  and  appliances  necessarily  employed. 

820  note 
Meat  packers,  regulation  of,  see  Packers 
Municipal    legislation    affecting   commerce. 

821  note 
Perishable  farm  products,  certificates  as  to 

I  quality  and  condition,  3 

;       Police  power  of  ^tftte,  820  note 
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tNYEMBTATB  OOOOCERCB—  (C<miM) 
Railroads,    state    statutes    requiring   pay- 
ment of  claims  within  certain  time,  822 
note 
Sale  contracts  for  delivery  in  other  states, 
state  laws  interfering  with  performanic, 
505  note 
State   legislation   afTecting  commerce,    821 

note 
State  taxation,  822  note 
Stockyard    companies,    regulation    of,    8cc 

i&rOCKYABDS 

Taxation  hy  states.  822  note 
Transportation  within  state,  506  note 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  ACT 

See  Federal  Control  of  Transportatiox  ; 

'Interstate  Commerce 
Actions 

Overcharges,    recovery    hy    shipper,    513 
note 

Remedy  of  persons  damaged  by  violation 
of  act,  512  note 
Oarmack  Amendment,  see  Connecting  car- 
riers, infra 
Carriers 

See    Connecting    carriers,    infra;    Rail- 
roads, infra;  Rates  and  charges,  infra 

Cars,  agreement  to  furnish,  as  part  of 
contract  of  transportation,  506  note 

Contract  to  furnish  cars  as  part  of  con- 
tract of  transportation,  506  note 

Discontinuance    of    carriage    by    water. 
534  note 

Discriminatory  rates,  see  IMscrimination. 
infra 

Distribution  of  coal  cars,  532  note 

Equipment,  power  of  commission  to  re- 
lieve, 533  note 

Free  passes,  acts  constituting  violation 
of  prohibitory  statute.  508  note 

Free  passes,  validity   of    state   statute:^ 
affecting,  507  note 

Interest  of   carrier   in   articles   carried, 
508  note 

Larceny  of  goods  in  transit,  520-523  note 

Ownership  by  railroad  of  stock  in  mining 
company,  508  note 

Preference  by  carriers,  see  Preferences, 
infra 

State  regulation  as  interference  with  in- 
terstate commerce,  605  note 

Transportation,  etc.,  duty  to  furnish  on 
reasonable  request,  532  note 

Transportation  within  state  as  interstate 
commerce,  506  note 
Cars,  preference  in  allotment,  511  note 
Charges,  see  Rates  and  charges,  infra 
Coal  cars,  distribution  by  carriers,  532  note 
Commission 

Conclusiveness  of  findings,  53i5  note 

Complaint  for  violation  of  law,  512  note 

Enforcement  of  orders,  514  note 

Findings  of  fact,  513  note 

Injunction  against  enforcement  of  orders, 
624  note 

Intrastate  rates,  power  over,  535  note 


DTTBRSTATB       COMMERCE      ACT  — 

iOonfd) 
Commission  — -  ( Cont'd ) 

Jurisdiction,  government  controlled  rail- 
roads, 514  note 

Packers  and  stockyards'  act  not  limita- 
tion on  powers  of  commission,  300-301 

Powers  and  duties,  513  note 

Preliminary  investigations,  512  note 

Shortage  of  equipment  of  carriers,  power 
to  relieve,  533  note 

Venue  of  suits  to  enforce,  suspend  or  set 
aside  orders,  624  note 
Complaints  for  violation  of  law,  512  note 
Connecting  carriers 

Actions,  time  for  bringing,  519  note 

Agreed  valuation,  518  note 

Baggage,  liability  for  loss  or  injury,  526 
note 

Bill    of   lading   or    receipt,    requirement 
mandatory,  516  note 

Delay,    liability   of    initial   carrier,    518 
•     note 

Diversion  by  shipper,  liability  of  initial 
carrier,  518  note 

Exemption  from  negligence,  518  note 

Foreign   shipments  as   affected   by  Car- 
mack  amendment,  516  note 

Initial  carrier's  liability,  517-518  note 

Intermediate  carrier's  liability,  518  note 

Liability   of    connecting    carriers    under 
Carmack  amendment,  518  note 

Liability  of   initial   carrier,   purpose  of 
act,  515  note 

Limitation  of  liability,  518  note 

Notice  of  claim,  519  note 

Pleading,  519  note 

Remedy   of   initial   carrier    against   con- 
necting carrier,  520  note 

Shipments  affected  by  Carmack   amend- 
ment, 516  note 

State  laws,  effect,  516  note 

Time  for  bringing  suit,  519  note 
Corporations  subject  to  act,  telegraph  com- 
panies, 506  note 
Discrimination 

Agent's  acts,  liability  of  carrier,  520  note 

Agreement  to  carry  cattle  without  un- 
loading, 510  note 

Attempt  to  procure  discrimination,  action 
for  damages,  513  note 

Bill  of  lading  issued  witliout  surrender 
of  old  bill,  510  note 

Cars,  action  for  unfair  distribution,  513 
note 

Contracts  as  affected  by  discrimination, 
510  note 

Reduced  rates  for  army  ofBcers.  520  note 

Remedies  of  persons  Injured,  512  note 

Statute  of  limitations  as  affected  bv  in- 
valid  agreement,  510  note 

Switching  charges,  509  note 

What  constitutes  discrimination,  509-5 10 
note 

Wilfulness  and  knowledge,  520  note 
Fares,  see  Rates  and  charges,  infra 
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INTERSTATE       COKMBROE      ACT  — 

{Oonfd) 
Federal  Trade  Commission  Act 

Censorsihip   of    oommercial   morals,    524 

note 
Cllayton  act  distinguished,  523  note 
Constittitionality  of  act,  523  note 
Customers  misled  by  labels  on  goods,  524 

note 
Dealers  with  similar  names  invading  each 

other's  territory,  526  note 
Finding  of  commission  as  conclusive,  525 

note 
Orders  of  commission,  525  note 
Preventing  competition  as  to  resale  price, 

524  note 
Purpose  of  act,  523  note 
Review  by  circuit  court  of  appeals,  525- 

526  note 
Unincorporated  associations  not  subject 

to  act,  523  note 
Free  passes,  see  Carriers,  supra 
Larceny  of  goods  in  interstate  commeioe, 

520-523  note 
Mining  companies,  ownership  of  stock  by 

railroad  company,  508  note 
Persons  subject  to  act,  telegraph  companies, 

506  note 
Preferences 
Allotment  of  cars,  511  note 
Milling  in  transit,  511  note 
Preferential  rates  and  charges,  object  of 

statute,  511  note 
Recovery  of  charges  as  affected  by  giving 

preferences,  511  note 
Remedies  of  persons  injured,  512  note 
Similarity  of  circumstances  and  condi- 
tions, 611  note 
Presumption  against  terminal  carrier  su- 
perseded, 515  note 
Railroads 
Breaking  seals  on  cars,  520  note 
Discriminatory  rates,  see  Discrimination, 

aupra 
Interest  of  railroad  in  articles  carried, 

608  note 
Larceny  of  property  from  railroad,  520- 

523  note 
Ownership  of  stock  in  mining  company. 

608  note 
Preferences  by  carriers,  see  Preferences, 

aupra 
Rates  and  charges 
See  Schedules,  infra 

Allowance  for  services  or  facilities  fur- 
nished by  shipper,  514  note 
Change  in  classification  by  exclusion  of 

commodities,  514  note 
Classiflcation  of  property,  "  practice  "  of 

carrier,  507  note 
Departure   from   established    rates,   520 

note 
Discriminatory  rates,  see  Discrimination. 

supra 
Free    passes,    prohibition    in    interstate 

commerce,  507  note 
Intrastate  rates,  power  over,  536  note 
Judicial  power  over  rates,  513  note 


AOT- 

iOonfd) 
Rates  and  charges —  {Coni'd) 
'*  Just  and  reasonable  "  charges,  506  note 
Overcharges,   recovery  by   shipper,   513 

note 
Preferential  rates,  purpose  of  prohibition, 

511  note 
Rebates,  right  to  set  off  claim  against 

charges,  511  note 
Recovery  by  carrier,  negligently  present- 
ing Mil  showing  payment  of  charges, 

511  note 
Regulation  of  rates,  613  note 
Review  of  finding  by  commission,    513 

note 
Telegraph  messages,  506  note 
Rebates 

Creditor's  bill   to   enforce  penalty,   520 

note 
Damages  for  violating-  prohibition,  511 

note 
Remedies  of  persons  injured.  5tl2  note 
Right  to  set  off  claim  against  charges, 

511  note 
l^diedules 

See  Rates  and  charges,  supra 

Contents,  construction  and  sufficiency  of 

schedules,  512  note 
Effect  of  published  rates,  512  note 
Exclusion  of  commodity  as  classification, 

512  note 

Payment  of  less  compensation  than  that 

fixed  by  tariff  rates,  512  note 
Publication  of  schedules,  512  note 
Telegraph  companies  not  required  to  file 
schedules,  512  note 
Services  or  facilities  furnished  by  shipper, 

allowance  for,  514  note 
Switching  charges,  discrimination  in,  509 

note 
Tariff,  see  Schedules,  supra 
Telegraphs,  telephones  and  cables 
Interstate    message,    what    oonstitutes, 

606  note 
limitation  of  liability  in  respect  of  mes- 
sages, 506  note 
Mental  anguish,  damages  for  mistake  in 
delivery    of    interstate    message,    507 
note 
Punitive  damages  for  negligence  in  de- 
livering message,  507  note 
Reasonableness    of    rules    on    telegraph 

blanks,  507  note 
Schedules,  necessity  of  filing,  512  note 
Telegraph  company  as  subject  to  act,  506 
note 
Transportation,  see  Carriers,  supra 
Transportation  within  state  as  interstate 
commerce,  506  note 

Unjust  discrimination,  see  Discrimination, 
supra  ' 

Water    transportation,    discontinuance    of 
service,  534  note 

IH TOXIGATIirO  UQVOB8 

See  Tax  on  Beverages 
Abatement   of   nuisances,   injunction.    536 
note 
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XNTOZZCATZVO  UQVOBt— ((7ont'<{) 
Alaska,  bone  dry  law^  596  note 
Alaska    prohibition    act   not   repealed    by 

national  act,  341  note 
Alcoholic    content    of    liquors   to   be    pre- 
scribed, 228 
Alcoholic  content,  validity  of  statute  fix- 
ing, 538  note 
Arrest  of  offenders,  539  note 
Articles    not    affected    by    act,    preserved 

sweet  cider,  541-542  note 
Automobiles  used  in  unlawful  transporta- 
tion, see  Search  and  seizure,  infra 
Beverage     purposes,     preventing    use     of 

liquors  for,  530-540  note 
Blanic     prescriptions,     number     furnished 

physicians,  228 
Bonded  warehouses 

Removal   from  warehouse  distinguished 
from  transportation,  550  note 

Removal  pt  whiskey  without  permit,  542 
note 

(Storage  of  liquor  in  warehouse  as  lawful 
possession,  557  note 
Bone  dry  law  of  Alaska,  536  note 
Books  and  papers,  seizure,  543  note 
Cider  as  intoxicating  liquor,  542  note 
Constitutionality   of    act    to   enforce   war 

time  prohibition,  535  note 
Constitutionality    of    Volstead    Act,    536 

note 
Construction  of  Volstead  Act,  540-541  note 
Conveyances  used  in  unlawful  transporta- 
tion, see  ^Search  and  seizure,  infra 
Definitions 

"Application,"  228 

"Commissioner,"  228 

"  Intoxicatinsr  liquor,"  228 

"  Liquor,"  228 

"Permit,"  228 

"Person,"  228 

"Regulation,"  228 
Entrapping  offenders,  541  note 
Existing  laws  as  affected  by  national  pro- 

hi<bition  act,  229 
Forfeiture  of  property  seized,  see  fiearoh 

and  seizure,  infra 
Hawaii  subject  to  national  prohibition  act, 

229 
Impersonating  federal  oflScer  enforcing  the 

law,  penalty,  230 
Importation  of  liquors,  period  of  prohibi- 
tion, 229 
Informations 

Prosecution  of  offenders  by  information, 
5315  note 

Sufficiency  of  information,  536  note 
Injunction  to  abate  nuisance,  536  note 
Internal    revenue,    prosecution    of    illicit 

manufacture    under    revenue    law,    542 

note 
Interstate  shipments 

Carrier  forbidden   to   collect  price,   708 
note 

Delivery  to   Iwna   fide   consignees  only, 
708  note 

Marking  packages,  708  note 
Liberal  construction  of  Volstead  Act,  540- 

541  note 


IKTOZICATZVO  J^QUOBB^  {Cont'd) 
Liquors  which  may  be  prescribed,  228 
Loss  of  distilled  spirits  as  affecting  pay- 
ment of  tax  thereof,  229-230 
Mianufacture  of  liquors,  period  of  prohibi- 
tion, 229 
Medicinal  preparations,  preventing  use  for 

beverage  purposes,  228 
National  prohibition  following  state  prac- 
tice in  prosecutions  under  Volstead  Act, 
414  note 
Nuisance 

Abatement  by  injunction,  536  note 
Automobile  seised  w^le  illegally  trans- 
porting liquor,  543  note 
Constitutionality  of  provision,  549  note 
Definition  of  nuisance,  543  note 
Evidence,   admissions   as   to  ownership, 

543  note 

Injunction,  sufficiency  of  affidavit  to 
warrant  temporary  injunction,  543 
note 

Jury  trial,  543  note 

Single  act  as  constituting  nuisance,  543 
note 
Offenses 

Arrest,  power  of  state  officers  without 
warrant,  539  note 

Conyiction  in  state  court,  effect,  556 
note 

Entrapment  of  offenders  by  officers,  541 
note 

Imprisonment  for  first  offense,  666  note 

Manufacturing  liquor  without  permit, 
540  note 

Possession  of  property  designed  for  un- 
lawful manufacture,  540  note 

Prior  conviction  or  acquittal  in  state 
court,  538  note 

Prosecution  as  affected  by  indictment  in 
state  court,  538  note 

Prosecution  by  information,  53&-536 
note 

Punishment  by  imprisonment,  556  note 
Officers 

Powers  generally,  555  note 

Removal   of  action   against  officer,   555 
note 
Penalties  for  violation  of  law,  see  Offennes, 

supra 
Permits 

Commissioner's  power  to  issue  permits, 
542  note 

Contents  of  permit,  542  note 

Removal  of  whiskey  from  bonded  ware- 
house, 542  note 
Possession 

Possession  in  home  as  legal.  544  note 

Possession  in  private  dwelling  by  wife 
of  saloon  keeper,  556  note 

Power  of  Congress  with  reference  to  pos- 
session, 556  note 

Presumption  as  to  unlawful  possession, 

544  note 

"Property  designed  for  manufacture  of 

liquor,"  544  note 
Storage  in  warehouse,  557  note 
Validity  of  prohibition,  539  note 
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INTOXICATIHG   LIQUORS— (Con f '(f) 
Preserved  sweet  cider,  definition,  541-542 

note 
Prohibition 

(Adoption  of  amendment,  868  note 

Concurrent  power  of  congress  and  states 
to  enforce  amendment,  871  note 

Constitutionality   of  Volstead   Act,   535 

.   note,  836  note 

Informations,  prosecution  of  offenders 
by,  536  note 

Internal  revenue  regulations,  effect  on 
scope  of  Volstead  Act,  536  note 

Leases  for  saloon  purposes  as  affected  by 
Volstead  Act,  537  note 

Municipal  corporations,  power  to  regu- 
late possession  of  liquors,  537  note 

Operation  and  effect  of  Volstead  Act, 
536  note 

Penalties,  jurisdiction  of  suits  to  recover, 
6S1  note 

Scope  and  effect  of  amendment,  868  note 

iState  legislation  as  affected  by  Volstead 
Act,  536  note 

6tate  statutes  as  affected  by  amendment, 
870  note 

Validity  of  constitutional  amendment, 
868  note 

Volstead  Act  distinguished  from  revenue 
law,  454  note 

War  time  prohibition  act  not  repealed 
by  Volstead  Act,  536  note 

War  time  prohibition  act,  effect  of  cessa- 
tion of  war,  535  note 
Punishment     of     offenders,     see     Offenses. 

supra 
Quantity  of  vinous  liquor  to  be  prescribed. 

228 
Regulations  to  enforce  prohibition,  power 

of  commissioners,  229 
Removal   of   whiskey   from   l)onded   ware- 
house, necessity  of  permit,  542  note 
Repealing  clause  of  Volstead  Act,  560-^564 

note 
Replevin  for  property  seized.  7fM)  note 
'Search  and  seizure 

See  Transportation,  infra 

Affidavit  to  procure  search  warrant,  546 
note 

Amendment  of  warrant,  547  note 

Automobile  in  garage  as  subject  to 
seizure,  550  note 

Automobile  seized  while  illegally  trans- 
porting liquor,  liability  to  forfeiture 
as  common  nuiwince,  543  not4» 

Automobile  used  without  owner's  knowl- 

•    edge,  563  note 

Books  and  papers,  seizure  not  author- 
ized under  right  of  inspection,  557 
note 

Books  and  papers,  fieizure  not  justified 
under  right  of  inspection,  543  note 

Booke  and  papern,  wiziire  under  war- 
rant, 547  note 

Borrowed  automobile,  553  note 

Confieoation  of  seized  property,  .'>50-5.'>4 
note 

Consent  to  seai^ch,  sufficiency  of  evidence, 
546  note 


INTOXIGATIKO  UlQVOnk -^  (Cont*d) 
Search  and  seizure — {Cont'd) 

Conviction   of  person    arrested   as   pre- 
requisite to  sale  or   property  seized, 

561  note 
Duty    of    (^Soers    making    seizure,   857 

note 
Extent  of  right  of  seizure,  550  note 
Forfeiture   and    sale   of    seized!   vehi<'le, 

54'8  note,  550-554  note 
Garage,  right  to  search,  545  note 
Lien  on  vehicle,  establishment  of,  652- 

653 
Locked    safe,    right    to    remove    under 

search  warrant,  547  note 
Night  search,  647  note 
Officers    authorized    to    execute    search 

warrants,  539  note 
Permit,    (possession    of    as    ground    for 

relief  from  forfeiture,  552  note 
Pre&nimption  of  validity  of  search  war- 
rant, 547  note 
Private  d^velling,  provision  as  to  search 

of,  545  note 
Private  dwellings,  search  authorized  by 

state  law,  544  note 
Protoedure    in    oonfi^ioation    proceedings. 

651  note 
Release  of  vehide  seized,   554-555  note 
Relief  from  forfeiture,  551-554  note 
Return  of  warrant,  547  note 
Rights  in  respect  of  seized  property,  648 

note 
Search  of  arrested  person,  54<5  note 
Search    warrant,    affidavit    to    procure, 

546  note 
Search  warrant,  amendment.   547  note 
Search     warrant,     presumption     as    to 

validity,  547  note 
Search  warrant,  return,  547  note 
Seizure  after  transportation  ended,  560 

note 
Seizure  under  warrant,  547  note 
SmeU   of   liquor   as   authorizing   search 

without  warrant,  546  note 
Taxicab  as  subject  to  confiscation,   553 

note 
Vacation  of  ordier  confiscating  automo- 
bile, 551  note 
Vehicle  actually  engaged  in  illegal  trans- 
portation, 550  note 
Vehicle   purchased  on   conditional   sale. 

553  note 
Vehicle  used  without  owner's  knowledge, 

553  note 
•  Vej*sel  U8e<l  in  unlawful  transportation, 

forfeiture,  54f>  note 
Warrant,  necessity,  544  note 
Search   of  private  diwelKng  without  war- 
rant prohibited,  230 
State   legislation   as   affected  by  Volstead 

Act,  536  note 
Tax  as  affected  bv  loss  of  distilled  spirits, 

229-230 
Taxes 

Constitutionality   of    imposition   of    tax 

in  addition  to  penalty,  657  note 
Recovery  of  taxes  and  penalty.  559-560 

note 
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INTOXICATING   LIQUORS  —  ( Con  t  V/ ) 
Territory  affected  by  national  prohiibition 

act,  229 
Toilet    preparations,    preventing    use    for 

beverage  purpoeee,  228 
Traffic  defined,  65^  note 
Transportation 

Conviction    in    etate    court    for    illegal 
transportation  as  bar  to  prosecution  in 
federal  court,  542r-d4d  note 
Foi^eiture    of    vehicles    used    in    illegal 

transportation^  548-560  note 
R^noval  from   warehouse  distinguished 

fromt  transportation,  550  note 
VesBel  used  in;  unle;wful  transportation, 
forfeiture,  549  note 
Transportation     into    prohibition    states, 

validity  of  Reed  amendment,  826  note 
Vehicles  used  in  unlawful  tianeportation, 

see  Search  and  seizure,  supra 
Virgin  Islands  subject  to  national  prohi- 

biti<»  act,  229 
Voktead   act  distinguished  from   revenue 

law,  454  note 
Warehouses,  see  Bonded  warehouses,  supra 
War    time    prohibition,    see    Prohibition, 
supra 

INVESTIGATIONS 

Dumping  investigations,  37 

Grain  markets,  reports  by  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  10 

Market  conditions  on  grain,  grain  prod- 
ucts, etc.,  authority  of  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  10 

Names  of  customers,  disclosure  in  reports 
prohibited,  10 

Receipts  and  disbursements  of  public  funds, 
power  of  Comptroller  General  of  United 
States,  as 

Statistical  information,  publication,  10 

TradiB  secrets,  disclosure  in  reports  pro- 
hibited, 10 

Violation  of  future  trading  act,  authority 
of  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  10 

Violation  of  future  trading  act,  puixlioation 
of  facts  as  to  actual  transactions,  10 

INVOICES 

See  Customs  Dttties 

INVOIiUNTART  SERVITUDE 

IiaJM>r   required    irrespectivB   of    financial 

ability,  849  note 
Penalizing  lessors  for  failure  to  fiu-nish 

water,  heat,  light,  etc.,  849  note 

IOWA 

Boundary  waters,  agreements  with  other 
states  as  to  jurisdiction,  2*86 

Condemnation  of  private  property,  812 
note 

Construction  contracts,  811  note 

IRRIGATION 

Mutual  irrigation  companies,  exeiniption 
from  income  tax,  150 

Right  of  way  through  pu<blic  lands  for  ir- 
rigation canals,  270 

Stamps  not  required  on  stocks  and  bonds, 
203 


IRRIGATION—  {ConCd) 

Stocks  and  bonds  not  required  to  be 
stamped,  203 

I8IJLN]>S 

8e6  Hawah;  Pobto  Rico;  Virgin  IsLAJUiS 

ISStTEs'oF  FACT 

See  Trial 

ITAIiT 

Acquisition  of  embassy  or  consular  build- 
ings and^  grounds,  appropriation,  48 

Aznibassedor  extraordinary  and  minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 


Ambassador  extraordinary  and  minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  4& 

Conference  for  limitation  of  naval  arma- 
ment, 250 

Japanese  secretary  and  assistant  secretary 
of  emfbassy,  salary,  47 

Studient  interpreters  to  embassy,  salaries, 
47 


See  TwTCB  in  Jeopardy 
JOINT  RESOLUTIONS 

See  CONQRBBS 

JOINT  STOCK  COMPANIES 

''Corporation"  in  Revenue  Act  as  includ- 
ing joint  stock  companies,  122 
JOURNALS 

Discontinuance  of  journals  issued  by  ex- 
ecutive departments,  50 

JUDGES 

See  District  Judgbb 

Bias  or  prejudice,  affidavit,  56^569  note 

JUDGMENTS 

Bill  of  exchange  payable  in  foreign  money, 

ascertainment  of  am:ount,  404  note 
Docketing    federal    judgments    in    clerk's 

office  of  state  court,  565  note 
Injunction    against   enforcement   of    judg- 
ment   fraudulently    obtained    in    state 
court,  614  note 
Interest  on  judgments 

AMowance  in  creddtors*  suit,  565  note 
Allowance  on  recovery  of  excess  charges 
against  carrier,  565  note 
Lien,  judgment  of  federal  court,  565  note 
Modification  after  end  of  term,  56S  note 
Opening  after  end  of  term,  508  note 
Vacating  after  end  of  term,  568  note 

JUDICIAL  DISTRICTS 

See  District  Courts 

JUDIdAI.  NOTICE 

See  EviDENCi: 

JUDICIAL  OFFICERS 

See  Attobnet-General  ;  Clerks  of 
Courts;  I>istrict  Attorney;  District 
Courts;   Mabshals 
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JUDICIAI.  POWER 

Courts  eatablished  by  Congress,  830  note 
Exercise  of  jurisdiction  aa  dependent  on 
statute,  890  note 

JUDICIAL  8AI.E8 

Appealability  of  decree  for  sale,  59^  note 

JUDIOIART 

See  OiBCOTT  OouBT  op  Appeals;  Coubt  op 
Claims;    Distbict    Coubts;    Supreme 

CoUBT 

Salaries  of  federal  judges  subject  to  in- 
come tax,  133-1'34 


Attempt  to  influence  jurors,  700  note 
Constitutional    right   to    jury    trial,    847 

note 
Negroes  excluded  from  jury  on  account  of 

color,  effect  on  conyiction,  403  note 
Right  to  jury  trial,  847  note 
Selection  on  discharge  of  panel,  628  note 
Waiver  of  jury  trial  in  criminal  cases,  830 

note 

KOREA 

American  prisoners  in  Chosen,  expense  of 
maintenance,  49 

UiBOR 

Antitrust  act  not  applicable  to  labor  or- 
ganizations, 700  note 
Child  labor,  tax  on,  see  Internal  Revenue 
Injunctions  in  labor  disputes,  ^3-637  note 
Labor  organisations,  exemption  from  in- 
come tax,  149 
Railroad    em,ployee6,    arbitration    of    dis- 
putes with  employers,  4M  note 

ULBOR  DEPARTMENT 

Administration  of   immigration  laws,  648 

note 
Children's  bureau 

Administration  of  act  to  promote  wel- 
fare and  hygiene  of  maternity  and  in- 
fancy, ftl 

Apportionment  of  appropriation  for  ma- 
ternity and  infancy,  92 

Authority  over  children,  92 

Children,  authority  over,  92 

Civil  service  rules  applicable  to  em- 
ployees, 92 

Employees,  92    • 

Expenditairee,  92 

Plans  of  states  for  carrying  out  provi- 
sions of  maternity  and  infancy  act, 
aubmiseion  to  children's  bureau,  92 

State  appropriations,  ascertainment  of 
amoimts,  92-93 

f>iippliefl,  expenditures  for,  9e 

Traveling  expenses,  expenditures  for,  92 

LAND  BANKS 

See  Federal  Varm  Loan  Act 

LARCENY 

Definition,  697  note 
Mail  matter  or  contents,  704  note 
Beceiving  stolen  goods,  guilty  knowledge, 
709  note 


I.AW  OF  THE  LAND 

See  Due  Process  op  Law 

LEAF  TOBACCO 

See  ToBAooo  Tax 

LEAVENWORTH  PENITENTLART 

See  Pbibovs  and  Pbisonqs 

LEGACIES  AND  DEVISES 

See  Wills 


Acquisition'  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds,  appropriation,  48 

Minister  resident  and  consul  general,  sal- 
ary, 46 


See  f^BEEDOV  or  Pbbbs;  Fkbbdom  of 
Spudch;   Rxlioious  Libbstt 

LIBERTY  BONDS 

See  Public  Debt 

LIFE  INSURANCE 

See  Wab  Bisk  Insubaitce 

Estate  tax  on  decedent's  life  insurance,  178 

Inoome  tax,  deductions  for  additions  to 
reserve  fund,  153 

Premiums  retxirned  to  insured  not  subject 
to  income  tax,  1^4 

Proceeds  of  policy  payable  on  death  of  in- 
sured not  subject  to  income  tax,  134 

LIOHTHOUSES 

Retirement  of  officers  and  employees  of 
lighthouse  service,  238 

LIMITATION  OF  ARMAMENT 

See  Navy 

Conference  with  Great  Britain  and  Japan 
authorized},  260 

LIMITATION   OF   VESSEL   0^7NER*S 


Baggage,  limitation  as  to,  640  note 

Bilb  of  lading  etipulating  for  limitation 

of  liability,  «4<9  note 
Burden  of  proof,  662  note 
Cargo  claims,  649  note 
Cocks,  failure  to  close,  651  note 
Competency  of  master  and  crew,  649  note 
Construction  of  act,  648  note 
Crew,  competency,  660  note 
Death  from  injury,  649  note 
Defective  boiler  as  affecting  seaworthiness, 

649,  661  note 
Derrick  boat  as  within  operation  of  slat- 

utci  648  note 
Director  general  of  railroads  as  charterer 

of  vessel,  648  note 
Due   diligence   in    mejiagement    of   vessel, 

650  note 
Equipment  of  vessel,  660  note 
General  average,  650  note 
Leakage,  660  note 
Liability  of  vessel,  649  note 
Losses  covered,  649  note 
Management  of  vessel,  see  Navigation  and 

irranageraent,  infra 
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UMITATXON   OF   VE88EI.   OWIOBR'S 

XIABUJTT—  (Cont'd) 
Navigation  and  management 

Atiandomnent  of  ve&sel  as  error  in  navi- 
gation, 652  note 

Failure  to  ck>Be  stopcock,  651  note 

Leakage,  650 

Negligent  navigation,  650  note 
Owners  affected,  648  note 
Owner's  liability,  650  note 
Payment  of  money  into  court,  649  note 
Pereonal  injury  cases,  649  note 
Privity  or  knowledge  of  owner,  649  note 
Procedure,  0i9  note 
Seaworthy  veseel 

Burden    of   proof    as    to   seaworthincF^, 
652  note 

Chartered  vessels,  651   note 

Defective  boilers,  651  note 

Implied  warranty  of  seaworthiness,  051 
note 

Improper  dunnage,  652  note 

Negligence  of  crew,  652  note 

Oblication  of  owners,  661  note 

Offidal  teste,  651  note 

Presuniption    as    to   seaworthiness,    651 
note 
Vessels  induded*,  648  note 

XJDTBRABT  OBOANIZATION8 

Gifts  or  bequests  for  literary  purposes 
exemipt  fr(Hn  estate  tax,  178 

UTE  STOCK 

See  STOCKYABD6 

iiOAirs 

See  FlEa>BRAL  Fabm  Loan  Act;  Pubuc 
Debt 

Becamanendation  by  president  to  meet  de- 
ficiency in  budget,  57 


Imfportation    and    transportation    of    lot- 
tery tickets  prohibited,  708  note 

liOUISIANA 

Bayou  Cocodrie  declared  nonnavigable,  27D 


Envoy  extraordinary   and  minister   plcni 
potentiary..  salary,  46 


Articles  subject  to  tax,  194 

Carpets  and  rugs,  rate  of  tax,  194 

Fan8,  rate  of  tax,  194 

Hand  bags,  rate  of  tax,  194 

Hat  boxes,  rate  of  tax,  194 

Importers,  tax  on  sales  or  leases  by,  194 

Lamps,  rate  of  tax,  194 

Lighting  fixtures,  rate  of  tax,  194 

Manufacturers,  tax  on  sales  or  leases  by, 

194 
Pocketbooks,  rate  of  tax,  194 
Portable  lighting  fixtures,  rate  of  tax,  104 
Purses,  rate  of  tax,  194 
Rugs,  rate  of  tax,  194 
Sales  or  leases  by  manufacturer,  producer 

or  importer,  194 


LUXURY  TAXES— (Conf'rf) 
Shopping  bags,  rate  of  tax,  194 
Suit  cases,  rate  of  tax,  194 
Toilet  cases,  rate  of  tax,  194 
Trunks,  rate  of  tax,  194 
Valises,  rate  of  tax,  194 

BCAOAZnCES 

Discontinuance    of    magazines    issued    by 
executive  departments,  66 

MAJLB 

See  Postal  Service 

MANDAMUS 

Appeal,  mandamus  not  substituted  for,  614 

note 
Removal  from  state  to  federal  court,  584 

note 
Supreme  court,  power  to  issue  writ,  603 

note,  613  note 

MAHlPUtfATION      OF      PRICES      OF 
GRAIN 

Prevention,  7 

MANN  ACT 

See  White  Slave  Tbaitic 
MAPS 
Federal  aid  roads,  preparation  and  distri- 
bution, 99-100 

MARINE  CORPS 

Deceased  members,  memorials  to  or  en- 
tombment of  in  Arlington  Memorial 
Amphitheater,  16-17 

MARITIME  CONTRACTS 

See  Admibalty 

MARITIME  TORTS 

iSee  Admibaltt 


MARKET  CONDITIONS 

See  Fui*URE  Trading  Act 

MARKETS 

See  AGRicuLTirBE 


MARRIAGE 

Homestead     entryman     and     entrywoman, 
effect  of  intermarriage,  270 

MARSHALS 

Denuty  marshals,   per  diem   allowance   in 

lieu  of  subsistence,  282 
Pees,  serving  subpoena  on  witness  not  testi- 

fyinjDT,  567  note 

Per  diem  allowance  in  lieu  of  subsistence, 
232 

Wharfage,  allowance  of  claim  for,  568  note 


m^ 


See  Health  and  Quarantine 
Welfare    and    hygiene    of    maternity    and 
infancy,  promotion,  90  et  acq. 

MEAT  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

See  Stockyards 
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MEAT  PACKERS 

Kegulation,  see  Packebs 

MEDALS 

iSee  Abmy;  iShipping  and  Navigation 

MEDICAL  RESERVE  CORPS 

See  Abmy 

MEMORIAIi  AMPHITHEATER 

Arlington     Memorial     Amphitheater,     see 
iCemetekies 

MENTAL  ANGUISH 

See  Telbgeaphs,  Telephones  and  Cabuus 

MERCHANT  MARINE 

See  Shipping  and  Navigation 


Alien  resident  in  Mexico  as  affected  by  act 

limiting  immigration,  107 
Ambassador    extraordinary    and    minister 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 


See  Navai,  Academy 

MILEAGE  BOOKS 

Befunding  part  of  tax  collected  on  books 
only  partially  used  before  Jan.  1,  1922, 
184 

Kefunding  part  of  tax  on  books  only  par- 
tially used  before  Jan.  1,  1922,  184 

MILITARY  ACADEMY 

Cadets,  pay  and  allowances,  240 
Constructing     quartermaster,     leaves     of 

a^bsence,  240 
Surplus  material  belonging  to  war  depart- 
ment, use  by  academy,  240 

MILITARY  AND  NAVAL  FORCES  OF 
UNITED  STATES 

See  Soldiers*  and  Saiiobs'  Oivil  Relief 
Act 

MILITARY  ESTABLISHMENT 

6ee  Abmt 

MILITARY  EXPEDITIONS  AGAINST 
PEOPLE  AT  PEACE  WITH 
UNITED  STATES 

Evidence,  689  note 

MILITARY  OR  NAVAL  FORCES  OF 
THE  UNITED  STATES 

Meaning  of  phrase  in  Revenue  Act,  122 

MILITARY  RESERVATIONS 

Highways  in  military  reservations  not 
placed  under  control  of  Secretary  of 
Highways  by  Federal  Highway  Act, 
96-96 

MINERAL  LANDS,  MINES  AND  MIN- 
ING 

See  Alaska 

Adverse  claims,  pleading  in  suit  to  deter- 
mine, 654  note 

Annual  assessment  work,  65.3  note 

Annual  assessment  work,  suspension  on 
account  of  war.  655  note 


MINERAL  LANDS,  MIlfES  AND  MXH- 

TMQ^  {Cont'd) 
Bankruptcy    of    mining    corporations,    in- 
voluntary proceedings,  349  note 
Bureau  of  mines 

Cooperative  work  for  other  departments, 
transfer  of  funds  for  expenses,  241 

Detail    of   medical   officers    from    public 
health  service,  241 

Employees  detailed  for  service  in  Dis- 
trict of  Columibia,  241 
•Coal  as  an  article  of  commerce,  505  note 
Coal  lands 

Entry,  654  note 

Price,  ©64  not« 

Reservation  in  patents  of  coal  deposits, 
268-26^ 

Vacant  lands,  conclusiveness  of  decision 
as  to,  654  note 
Established  rights,  652  note 
Gold  mines,  exemption  of  income  from  war 

•profits  and  excess  profits  taxes,  171 
Homestead  entry,  mineral  land  not  subject 
.    to,  717  note 
Income  tax,   allowance   for  depletion   and 

depreciation  of  improvements,  152 
Monuments  as  prevailing  over  courses  and 

distances,  653  note 
Oil  lands,  entry,  654  note 
Ownership  by  railroad  of  stock  in  minin;; 

company,  508  note 
Patent,  possession   necessary  to   establish 

right,  654  note 
Placer      and     timber      patents,      prioritv 

between,  664  note 
Possession  necessary  to  establish  right  to 

patent,  654  note 
Possessory  rights,  652  note 
Relocation  of  claim,  653  note 
Reservation    in   patents   of    public    lands. 

268-269 
Scope  of  mining  operations,  652  note 
Timber     and     placer     patents,      priority 

between,  654  note 
Unpatented  mineral  claims,  annual  assess- 
ment work,  2^2 
Veins,  course  of,  653  note 
War  profits  and  excess  profits  tax  on  sales 

of  mine,  175 
Work,  labor  and  improvements,  653  note 

BIINERAI.  WATERS 

:See  Tax  on  Beverages 

MINISTERS 

See  Diplomatic  and  Ooxsitlar  Officers 

MINNESOTA 

Boundary  waters,   asreements   with   other 
states  as  to  jurisdiction,  286 

MISSOURI 

Platte  River  declared  nonnavigable.  279 

MONET 

Foreign     coins,    ascertainment    of    value. 
42-4,3 

MONOFOUES 

vSee  Trade  Combinattokb  and  Trusts 
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MOHTH 

Definition  of  term  as  used  in  estate  tax 
law,  176 

MOBATORIVM 

€ee  Soldiers'  and  Sailors'  Civil  Relief  Act 

MOTION  PXCnrBES 

See  OOPTSIOHT 

HOTOR  VEHIGIiES 

Purchase   for   army   restricted,  to   experi- 
mental purposes^  319 

MUMlWPAIf  CORPORATIOirS 

Gift  or  bequest  to  municipality,  exemption 

from  estate  tax,  178 
Indebtedness,    limitation    in    Porto    Rico, 

258-259 
Ordinances,  review  of  determination  as  to 

validity,  642  note 

MUHITION  MANUFACTUBES 

See  Internal  Revknue 


See  Penal  Laws 

MUTlJiV 

See  Penal  Laws 

MXrrUAI.  INSURANCE  COMPANIES 

Income   tax,  deductions   for   additions  to 
reserve  fund,  153 

NARCOTICS 

See  Internal  Revenue 

NATIONAI.  BANKS 

See  Federal  Farm  Loan  Act;    Federal 

Reserve  Banks 
-Contracts,   limitation    of   power   to   make, 

655  note 
Directors 

Qualifications,  244 

Statutory  liability,  659  note 
Emliezzlement  (by  officers,  657,  660  note 
Indemnity  bonds,  /power  to  give,  655  note 
Land  banks,  see  Federal  Farm  Ix>an  Act 
Loans 

Bad  loans,  necessity  of  description,  657 
note 

Limitation  of  amount,  656  note 
Name,    approval    by    comptroller    of    cur- 
rency, 660  note 
Officers,  liability  of  bank  for  unauthorized 

acts,  655-656*  note 
Powers 

Contracts,  limitation  of  power  to  make, 
655  note 

Incidental  powers,  655  note 

Indemnity  Inrnd,  power  to  give,  B55  note 
State  taxation 

Discriminatory  taxation,  658  note 

Exemptions  and  deductions.  658  note 

Power  to  tax,  657  note 

Property  taxable.   658  note 
Stock 

Enforcing    payment    of    deficiency,    657 
note 


NATIONAI.  BAKNS—  {Cont'd) 
Stock— iConVd) 

Purchase  by  bank  of  its  own  stock,  656- 
667  note 
Stockholders,     enforcement    of    individual 

liability,  656,  659  note 
Taxation,  see  State  taxation,  supra 
Withdrawal     of     capital    prohibited,    bad 
loans,  657  note 

'    NATIONAI.  BUDGET  SYSTEM 

Administration,  see  Bureau  of  budget,  infra 
Alternative   budget,    transmission    to    con- 
gress, 58 
Appropriations 

Estimates  for  lump  sum  appropriations, 
58 

Statement  of  lunount  available  for  ex- 
penditure during  current  year,  57 
Budget 

Alternative  budget,  transmission  to  Con- 
gress, 58 

Amount  of  appropriations  available  for 
expenditure  during  current  year,  57 

Balance  statements  of  condition  of  treas- 
ury, 57 

Bonded  and  other  indebtedness,  state- 
ment of  facte  regarding,  67 

Conformity  of  budget  to  requirements  of 
exiflting  law,  58 

Contents  of  budget,  57 

Deficiency  estimates,  transmission  to 
Congress,  58 

Estimates  and  requests  to  Congress  by 
departmental  officers  and  employees 
prohibited,  58 

Estimates  of  expenditures  and  appropria- 
tions, 57 

Estimate  of  expenditures  and  receipts 
during  current  year,  57 

Estimates  of  receipts  of  government.  57 

Expenditures  and  receipts  during  precede 
ing  year,  57 

Lump  sum  appropriations,  estimates  for, 
58 

President  to  transmit  to  congress,  time 
of  transmission,  57 

Recommendations  in  budget,  57 

Supplemental  or  deficiency  estimates, 
transmission  of  Congress,  58 

Transmission   by  president    to   congress, 
time  of,  57 
Bureau  of  Budget 

Additional  compensation  to  employees,  50 

Alternative  budget,  duty  of  bureau  to 
prepare,  59 

'Appointment  of  employees  in  bureau,  o9 

Appointment  of  officers  of  bureau,  58-59 

Appropriations,  codification  of  laws  re- 
lating to  transmission  of  estimates  to 
congress,  59 

Assistant  director  of  bureau,  appointment 
and  salary,  58 

Assistant  director  of  bureau,  duties,  58- 
59 

Attorneys  for  bureau,  appointment  and 
compensation,  59 
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NATIONAI.     BUDGET     8T8TEM  — 

{Conrd) 
Bureau  of  Budget —  (Cont'd) 

Books  and  records  of  executive  depart 
ments,  right  of  director  or  assistant 
director  of  budget  to  examine,  60 

Budget,  duty  of  bureau  to  prepare,  59 

Changes  in  departments  and  establisli- 
ments,  recommendation  by  president  on 
reports  of  bureau,  59 

Codification  of  laws  relating  to  trans- 
mission to  congress  of  receipts,  ex- 
penditures, etc.,  59 

Compensation  of  officers  and  employees, 
6&-59 

Creation  of  bureau  in  Treasury  Depart- 
ment, 58 

Departments  and  establishments,  study 
by  bureau,  59 

Departments  and  establishments,  study. 
of  activities,  etc.,  by  bureau,  59 

Director  of  bureau,  appointment  and  sal- 
ary, 68 

Duty  of  bureau  to  prepare  budget,  al- 
ternative budget  and  supplemental  or 
deficiency  estimates,  69 

Duty  of  bureau  to  study  departments  and 
establishments  and  report  results,  59 

Employees  in  bureau,  appointment  and 
compensation,  69 

Eknployees  in  bureau  placed  under  civil 
service  rules,  69 

Employees  transferred  from  other  de- 
partments, 59 

Estimates,  codification  of  laws  relating  to 
transmission  to  congress,  59 

Executive  departments,  study  of  activi- 
ties, etc.,  by  bureau,  69 

Expenditures  by  bureau,  59 

Functions  of  bureau.  59 

Invprovement  of  public  service  as  one  of 
tmreau's  activities,  59 

Information,  duty  of  oomptroller  gen- 
eral to  furnish  to  bureau,  64 

Lttws  relating  to  transmission  to  con- 
gress of  firtatements  of  receipts,  ex- 
penditures, etc,  and  recommendiationH 
by  president  as  to  chan^ren,  59 

Office  expenses  of  bureau,  59 

Officers  of  bureau,  58-59 

Preparation  of  budget,  59 

Receipts  of  government,  codification  of 
lawiB  relating  to  statements  to  con- 
gress, 59 

■Reports  of  study  of  departments  and 
establishments,  59 

Salaries  of  emiployees  in  bureau,  59 

SuTiplemental  and  deficiency  estimates, 
duty  of  bureau  to  prepare,  59 

Transfer   of  employees   from  other   de- 
partments, 59 
Deficiency  estimates,  duty  of  president  to 

transmit  to  congretit*,  58 
Deficiency   in    estimated    receipts,    recom- 
mendations by  president  to  meet,  57 


NATIONAI.     BUDGET     8T8TEM  — 

{Cont'd) 

Definitions 
"Assistant  director,"  57 
"Bcdget,"  57 
"Bureau,"  57 

"Department  or  establishment/'  56 
"  Director,"  57 
Employees  of  bureau  of  budget^  59 
Estimates 
Codification  by  bureau  of  laws  relating 

to  transmission  to  congress,  59 
Compilation,  duty  transferred  from  divi- 
sion of  bookkeeping  and  warrants  to 
bureau  of  budgets^  59-60 
Departmental     estimates,     review     and 

submission  to  bureau  of  budget,  60 
Recommendations     on     deficiency     esU- 

matesi,  58 
Supplemental    or    deficiency    estimates, 
duty  of  presidlent  to  transmit  to  con- 
gress, S8 
EZxecutive  departments,  study  by  bureau  of 

budget,  59 
Expenditures  of  government 
Codification  by  bureau  of  budget  of  laws 
relating  to  transmission  to  congress, 
59 
Estimates  in  budget,  57 
Loans 

■ 

Reoommends/tion  by  president  to  meet 

deficiency,  67 
Recommendiation   to  meet  deficiency  in 
budget,  67 
Officere,  see  Bureau  of  budget,  supra 
Receipts  of  government 
Codification  by  bureau  of  budget  of  laws 
relating  to  transmission  to  congress, 
60 
Deficiency  in  estimated'  receipts,  recom- 
mendations by  president  to  meet,  57 
Estimates  in  budget,  57 
Supplemental  or  deficiency  estimates  as 

requiring  recommendation,  58 
Surplus  of  estimated  expenditures  over 
estim&ted  revenues,  68 
Reoommendsvtions  in  budget  to  meet  esti- 

nuited  deficiencies,  57 
Statutory  definitione,  56-57 
Supplemental  or  deficienx;y  estimatesi,  duty 
of  president  to  transmit  to  congress,  58 
Taxes 

Reoommendiation  by  president  to  meet 

deficiency,  57 
Recommendation    to  meet  deficiency  in 
budget,  67 

Terms  defined  and  explained,  56-^7 

\»    » 

NATIOITAI.  GEM£TBRIE8 

See  CBaiffi'EBiES 

NATIONAI.  DEFENSE 

See  Wab 

NATIONAL  FORESTS 

See  FbinrsT  Risskrvbk 
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N ATIOHAI.  GUABD 

Clothing  and  equipment,  iseuance  hy  aec- 

retory  of  war»  320 
Golora,  BtandardB,  etc,,  used  in  war  with 

Oennany,  rsturn  to  stateo,  317 
Federal   pay   when    attending   schools    or 

maneuvers,  320 

HATIOHAIi    HOME    FOR    DISABLED 
VOLUKTEEB  SOLDIERS 

See  Qouxasa'  Homes 

HATIOKAL  MUSEUM 

Arme,  unriforms,  etc,  furnished  by  Secre- 
tary ol  Wkr  for  exhibition,  317 

KATIOHAL  PARKS 

See  PuBuo  Pabk 

HATIOKAL  PROHIBITION 

See  iNTOiacATtNO  laQuoBS 

NATURAL  GAS 

See  Gas 

NATURALIZATION 

"Anarchy,"    ability    to    understand    term, 
6^  note 

Application 
See  Denial  of  Application,  infra 
■Good  moral  character  of  applicant,  664- 

665  note 

(Hearing  and  determination,  666  note 

Time  of  filing,  663  note 

Verifioation,  663  note 

Witneeses,  063  note 
Burden   of   proving   allegations   of  appli- 
cant, 666  note 
Cancellation  of  certificate 

Certificates  subject  to  cancellation,  666 
note 
CanceUation  of  certificate 

Disloyalty   as  ground   for    cancellation, 

666  note 

FsUise  fifwearing,  667  note 
Grounds  for  cancellation,  666  note 
Ilkgal   procurement  of   certificate,    666 

note 
Illegal   procurement   of   certificate,   667 

note 
Membership  in  organisation  to  promote 

anarchy,  667  note 
N^eoessity  of  filing,  663  note 
Character  of  applicant 

Claiming  exemption  from  military  duty, 

665  note 
Good  moral  character  required,  664  note 
Maintaining  place  of   bad   repute,  .665 

note 
Membership  of  I.  W.  W.,  665  note 
Proof  of  moral  character,  664  note 
Volunteering  for  service  in  foreign  army, 

665  note 
Conditions  of  admieeion 
Acquaintance    with    American    inetitu- 

iioiw,  664  note 
"Amrdbyi"  uiid«rit«idizig  of  t«rm,  664 

not* 


NATURALIZATION,^  {Oawt'd) 
Conditions  of  admission —  {0(mt*d) 

Good  moral  character,  664  note 

Oath  of  allegiance,  663  note 

"Polygamy,'^    understanding    of    term, 
664  note 

Understanding,  664  nqte 
Declaration  of  intention 

Dispensing  with  declaration,  668  note 

Subiaequent  acts,   effect  on  declaration, 
602  note 

Withdrawal   to  evade   military  service, 
809  note 
Denial  of   application 

Procuring  passport  as  subject  of  native 
country,  660  note 

Bienewal  of  application,  666  note 
Deserters  from  army  ezdud^ed,  402  note 
Disloyalty  as  ground  for  cancelling  certi- 
ficate, Wd  note 
Examination  of  applicant,  666  note 
Examination  on  application,  666  note 
Ihcclusdon,  see  Persone  excluded,  infra 
False  swearing  as  ground  for  cancelling 

certificate,  667  note 
"  Free  white  persons,"  771  note 
**Ck)od    moral    character"    of    applicant, 

064-665  note 
Hindoos,  661  note 
Military  and  naval  forces,  aliens  in,  668 

note 
Oath  of  aU^gianee,  inability  to  take  oath 

without  reservations,  663  note 
Persona  admitted,  661  note 
Persons  admitted 

Admission  as  act  of  grace,  not  of  right, 
662  note 

Fildipinoa  serving  in  army  or  navy,  067 
note 

Inhabitants   of  Philii^ne  Islands,   667 
note 

Inhabitants  of  Porto  Rico,  667  note 
Pereone  ezcludied 

See  Denial  of  Application,  supra 

Deserters  from  army,  402  note 

Koreans,  661  note 

Member  I.  W.  W.,  665  note 
Petition,  see  Aipplication,  suftra 
Jphilijppine  Islande,  inhabitants  as  entitled 

to  naturalization,  667  note 
"Polygamy,"  ability  to  understand  term, 

664  note 
Porto    Hico,    inhabitants    as    entitled    to 

naturalization,  667  note 
Privilege  not  right,  662  note 
Renewal  of  application  after  denial,  666 

note 
Residence  in  United  States,  601  note 
Strict  compliance  with  law  required,  662 

note 
NAVAL  ACADEMY 
Allowance  for  clothing  and  equipment  of 

midshipmen,  246 
Deficient  midlshipmen,  reinstatement,  246 

NAVAL  R£SSRVATION8 

Highways  in  naval  reservations  not  placed 
under  control  of  Sscretary  d  Agricul- 
ture by  Federal  Highway  Act,  l^&-96 
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N AVAI.  IRB8BRVE  FORCE 

See  Navy 

KAVIGABU!  WATERS 

See  Hawaii 

NAVIGATION 

See  Shipping  and  Navigation 

NAVY 

See  Naval  Academy 

Bureau  of  AeroiMbutica 

Creation  oi  bureau,  249-2d0 

Officers  and!  employees  of  bureau,  2i50 

Bureau  of  docks  and  yards,  use  of  appro- 
(priationa  for  public  works,  248-249 

Bureau  of  ordnanoev  application  of  appro- 
priations, 248 

Commutation  of  rations 
Courts-martial  prisoners,  248 
Officers,  enlidted  onen  and  midahipmen, 
240 

Contraots  for  ehipe  or  war  materials,  modi- 
fication or  cancellation,  669  note 

Ck>urt  martial,  efPeot  of  setting  aside  sen- 
tence of  dismissal,  6>69  note 

Court-martial  prisoners,  commutation  of 
rations,  248 

Deceased  •  members,  m^oaorials  to  or  en- 
tombment of  in  Ajlington  Memorial 
Amphitheater,  16-17 

Deserters,  status  not  affected  by  termina- 
tion of  war,  916 

Enlisted  men 
Commutation  of  rations,  ^9 
HonoraUe  discharge  gratuity  on  re-en- 
lifltment,  ^8 

Entombment  of  deceased  member  in  Ar- 
lington  Memorial   Amphitheater,   16-17 

Land  not  needed  for  naval  purpoeee,  diis- 
positdon,  ^47 

MemoriflLls  to  deceased  members  in  Arling- 
ton Mamorial  Amphitheater,  16-17 

Midshipmen,  commutation  of  rations,  24i) 

Naval  reserve  force 
Sffeot  of  release  from  active  duty,  343 

note 
Officer    accepting     temporary     commis- 
sion in  regular  navy,  669-670  note 
Retainer  pay,  249 
Retirement  of  officers,  249 
Uniform  gratuity,  right  to,  670  note 

Navy  Nxprse  Corps  (female)  r^ht  to  com- 
penaajtion  und^r  war  risk  inarurance  e^*t, 
328 

Officers 
Commutation  of  rations,  249 

Promotion,  669  note 
Retirement  of  temporary  officers,  249 
Fuldic  performance  for  benefit  of  sailors 
or  veterans,  exemption  from  admission 

Radio  station  in  Porto  Rico,  acquisition  of 

site,  249 
Reserve    force,    see    Naval    reserve    force, 

0ale  of  naval  vessels,  669  note 


NAVY  DEPAKTBCENT 

Temporary  employees  in  office  of  soiicitor, 

rate  of  compensation,  249 
Veiterans'   Bixreau,  director  authorized  to 

utilize  departmental  facilities,  323 


Boundary  waters,  agreements  with  other 
states  as  to  jurieddetion',  286 

NECESSA&IES 

See  Food  and  B'uei. 

NBGBOE8 

Exclusion  from  jury  on  account  of  color, 
effect  on  conviction,  403  note 


Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

NEVADA 

Compact  with  certain  other  states  for  ap- 
portionmenit  of  waters  of  Colorado 
River,  280 

8ale  of  lands  withdrawn  for  certain  pur- 
poses and  no  longer  needed,  26d 

NEWFOUNBLAND 

Alien  resident  in  Newfoundland  as  affected 
by  act  limiting  immigration,  107 

NEW  MEXICO 

Compact  with  certain  other  states  for  ap- 
portionment of  waters  of  Colorado  River, 
280 

District  court  of  New  Mexico 
EM;ablishment  of  district,  234 
Judge  and  other  officers  of  court  to  be 

appointed,  234 
Place  of  holding  court,  234 
Terms  of  court,  2d4 

NEIV  TRIAL 

Discretion  of  court,  622  note 
Evidence,  errors  in  admission  of,  044  note 
Exceptions,  necessity,  644  note 
OroundB,  622  note 
Grounds  for  new  trial,  644  note 
Instructions,  errors  in^  644  note 
Nonprejudicial  wrors,  644  note 
Power  to  grant,  622  note,  644  note 
Technical  errors  not  affecting  substantial 
rights,  644  note 

NEW  TORK 

Southern  district,  jurisdiction  of  aS&n»es 
on  high  seas,  597  note 

NEW  YORK  BAROE  OANAL 

Exemption  from  operation  by  Secretary  of 
War,  226 

NIGARAGITA 

£Mvoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potontiary,  wfaury,  46 
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HOBTH  DAKOTA 

Bouncbuy  waters,  cigreements  with  other 
states  as  to  jurisdiiition,  286 

District  judge 

Additional  >udge  authorized,  236 
Retirement  of  senior  judge,  235 

KO&WAT 

Aoquiflition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings ancb  grounds,  appropriation,  48 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

OATB 

Revenue  officers  authorized  to  administer 
ktw,  214 

OATS 

Tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery,  see 
FuYUJUc  Tbaiklng  Act 

OBUGATIOH  OF  COKTBACTS 

See  Impaibmxnt  of  Obuoation  of  Con- 

OBSTBITOCTHO  FROOESS 

Oonstruction  of  statute  creating  crime,  701 

note 
Evidence,  701  note 
What  constitutes  olwtructing,  701  note 

OOGUPATIOH  TAXES 

See  ImxsNAL  Revbnus 

OmOERS  OF  MBBOHIAHT  VESSELS 

N^ligence  of  unUoeosed  <^oer,  liability 
St  shipowner,  670  note 

OFFXCOAI.  BONBS 

Sureties,  deposit  of  government  bonds  in 
•  Heu  of,  301 

OIL 

Income  tax,  allowance  for  depletion  of 
oil  wells  and  dspreeiation  of  improve- 
ments, 15(2 

Reservation  in  patents  for  public  lands, 
268-269 

War  profits  and  excess  profits  tax  on 
sales  of  oil  wells,  175 


Tax  on  permanent  use  of  boxes  or  seats, 
191 

OPTIOHS 

See  ftrruBB  Tkadino  Act 

ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT 

See  Abmt 

ORGANIC  ACT 

See  Hawaii 


Activities  affected  by  packers  and  stock- 
yards act,  290 

Agent's  act  or  omission  as  chargeable  to 
principal,  300 

Apportionment  of  territory  for  carrying 
on  bosinees  prohibited,  291 


« 


it 


Attorney-general  to  prosecute  violations  of 
law,  300 

Business  affected  by  packers  and  stock- 
yards act,  290 

Circuit  court  of  appeals,  jurisdiction,  see 
Offenses,  infra 

Commerce 

Articles  considered  to  be  in  commerce, 

when,  290 
Definition,   289 

"State"  as  including  territory.  District 
of    Columbia,    possessions    of    United 
States  and  foreign  nations,  290 
Definitions 
"Commerce,"  289 
"Live  stock,"  289 
"Live-stock   products,"   289 
"Meat  food  products,'* .  289 
"Packer,"  290 
Person,"  289 
Secretary,"  289 
Discrimination,    illegality    declared,    290^ 

291 
Enumeration  of  practices  declared  unlaw- 
ful, 290-291 
Federal  trade  commission 

Laws  applicable  to  packers,  300 
Power  not  affected  by  packers  and  stock- 
yards act,  901 
Hearing  of  charges   for  violation  of  act, 

see  Offenses,  infra 
Interstate    commerce    commission,    power 
not  affected  by  Packers  and  Stockyards 
Act,  dOO^Ol 
Laws  relating  to  other  subjects,  applica- 
bility, 300 
"Live  stock"  defined,  289 
"Live-stock   products"   defined,   289 
"  Meat  food  products  "  defined,  280 
Monopolistic      transactions      with      other 

packers  prohibited,  291 
Offenses 
Adjournment  of  proceedings,  291 
Amendment  of   complaint,   291 
Amendment  of  report  or  order,  292 
Appeal  to  circuit  court  of  appeals,  292 
Complaint,  how  made,  201 
Complaint,  how  served,  292 
Conclusiveness  of  order  made  by  secre- 
tary, 292 
Disobedience     of     order     of     secretary, 

penalty,  293 
Findings  by  secretary,  291 
Injunction    against    violation    of    order 

pending  appeal,  292 
Intervention,  291 
Notice  of  hearing,  291 
Order  on  hearing  of  charges,  affirmance 

or  modification  by  court,  293 
Order  on  hearincf  of  charges,  amending 

or  setting  aside,  292 
Order  on  hearing  of  charges,  conclusive- 
ness, 292 
Order  on  hearing  of  charges,  how  served, 
292 

Order  to  discontinue  practices  found  to 
be  illegal,  201 


960 


INDEX 


PACKERS  ^{Cont'd) 
Offenses  — (Cont'd) 

Penalty  for  disobeying  secretary's  order, 
293 

Rehearing  ordered  by  circuit  court  of 
appeals,  292 

Report  on   hearing  of   charges,  291-292 

Review  by  supreme  court  of  decisions  of 
circuit  court  of  appeals,  29S 

Service  of  comrplaints,  orders  and  other 
processes,  292 

lestimony  reduced  to  writing  and  filed 
m  records,  291 

Time  and  place  of  hearing,  291 
Order  on  hearing  of  charges,  see  Offenses, 

supra 
Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  text  of  act, 

289  et  aeq. 
"  Person "      as      including      corporation^, 

partnerships,  etc.,  289 
Practices  declared   unlawful,  29(V-291 
Price     manipulation,     transactions      pro- 
hibited, 291 
Proceedings    for    violations    of    act,     sec 

Offenses,  supra 
Prosecutions    for    violations    of    act.    see 

Offenses,  supra 
Provisions  of  act  as  affecting  proceedings 

under  other  specified  acts.  300 
Records 

Duty  to  keep,  299 

Penalty  for  failure  to  keep,  299 
Report  on  hearing  of  charges,  see  Offenses, 

supra 

Restraint  of  commerce,  transactions  pro- 
hibited, 291 

Rules  and  regulations,  power  of  secretarv 

to  make,  301 
Secretary  of  Agriculture 

Cboperation    with    other    governmental 

functions,  301 
Expenditures   authorized,   301 
Hearing  of  complaints  against  packers^, 
291-292 

Officers  and  employees,  power  to  appoint, 
remove,  and  fix  compensation,  301 

Orders,  power  to  make,  301 

Proceedings  against  packers  for  viola- 
tion of  law.  291-292 

Rules  and  regulations,  power  to  make. 
301 

Supreme  court,  jurisdiction,  see  Offenses, 
supra 

Unfair  or  deceptive  practices  or  devices  in 

commerce  prohibited,  291 
Unlawful  practices,  290-291 
Unreasonable  preferences  prohibited,  291 
Violation  of  act,  see  Offenses,  supra 

PACKERS  AKB  8TOOKTABDS  ACT 

See  PACKXB8;   Stockyards 

PAKAMA 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  46 

PANAMA  CAHAI. 

See  Canal  Zone 

Employees  on  Canal  zone  not  within  pro- 
vision for  additional  compensation  of 
public  employees,  275 


PAN-AMERICAN  P08TAI.  OONOB35S8 

See  Postal  Service 

PAN-AMERICAN  imiON 

Bulletins,  authority  to  print,  286 
Expenses  of  union,  how  met,  286 

PARAGUAY 

Envoy   extraordinary   and   minister   pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  4^ 


Acts  or  omissions  of  agents,  liability  under 

future  trading  act,  6 
Bankruptcy  of  partners,  see  Bankbuptct 
Copyright  in  firm  name,  right  to  obtaia. 

411  note 
Dissolution  by  war,  799  note 
Domestic  partner ahip,  meaning  of   phrase 

in  revenue  act,  122 
Foreign    partnership,    meaning    of    pin* 

in  revenue  act,  122 
'*  Person  '*  within  meaning  of  future  tnd- 

ing  act,  6 
*'  Person  "  within  meaning  of  revenue  act 

122 

PASSPORTS 

Requirement  continued  in  force.  251 

PATENTS 

Abandonment 

Discontinuance  of  experiments,  676  note 
Burden    of    proving    abandonment,    676 

note 
Delay  in  filing  application,  676  note 
Limiting   claims    as    abandonment,    677 
note 
Accounting,  see  Infringement,  infra 
Alien    enemy,    use    of    patent    rights   \k 
United   (States    government    after    coBt- 
mencement  of  European  war,  254 
Anticipation,    see    N^ovelty    and    antlcips- 

tion,  infra 
Antitrust  laws   of  state   as   infringed  br 

patent  rights,  825  note 
Appeals  from  decisions  of  patent  oflloe 
Conclusiveness  of  patent  office  decisicmii. 

682  note 
Appeal   from   primary  examiner    to  ex- 
aminers in  chief,  681  note 
Decision  of  District  of  Columbia  court 
of   ai^als.   review  by  United   States 
supreme  court,  681   note 
Application 

See  Claims  in  application,  infra;  Speci- 
fications and  description,  infra 
Delay   of   attorney    in   makin|^   applica- 
tion, 679  note 
Renewal  of  application  after  failure  to 
pay  fees  in  season,  679  note 
Assignments 

Construction  of  assignment.  683  not^ 
Duration  of  assignment.  683  note 
Effect  of  assignment.  683  note 
Expiration  of  assignment,  683  n&U 
Infringement    suit,    assignee's    right   to 

appeal,  684  note 
Interest  created  hy  assignment,  683  note 
Issuance  of  patent  to  assignee,  879  note 
Mode  of  Milgnmenti  088  nott 
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PATENTS— (Con  rd) 
Assignments  —  ( Gonfd ) 

Operation  of  assignment,  68d  note 
Oral  contract,  682  note 
Recording  assignments,  682  note 
Verbal  assignments,  682  note 
Authority  to  sue,  670  note 
Bill  in  equity  to  obtain  patent 
Court    of   appeals    of    District    of    Col- 
umbia, finality  of  decision,  681  note 
Historical  review,  681  note 
Mandamus   to   compel    commissioner    to 

act,  681  note 
Time  for  bringing  suit,  681  note 
Parties,  681  note 
Claims  in  application 
Abandonment  by   limitation    of   claims, 

677  note 
Amendment  of  claim,  678  note 
Construction,  677  note 
Effect  of  claim,  678  note 
Essentials,  678  note 

Estoppel  by  language  of  claim,  678  note 
Failure  to  claim,  678  note 
Indefinite  claims,  678  note 
Invention  limited  by  claims,  678  note 
Limiting  claims,  677  note 
Mechanical      equivalents      included      in 

claim,  678  note 
Rejection  of  claim,  678  note 
Scope  of  claims,  678  note 
Combinations  as  patentable,  672-674  note 
Commercial  success  not  element  of  inven- 
tion, 674  note 
Design  patents,  687  note 
Description,  see  Specifications  and  descrip- 
tion, infra 
Disclaimer 
Right  to  disclaim,  682  note 
Time  of  filing,  682  note 
District    courts,     jurisdiction     in     patent 

cases,  580  note 
Employer's  right  to  patent  for  employee's 

invention,  672  note 
Equitable    relief,    see    Bill    in    equity    to 

obtain  patent,  supra 
Examination  and  issuance  of  patent 
Appeals   from   primary   examiners,    681 

note 
Authoritv  to  issue,  671  note 
Constructive  notice  by  issuance,  678  note 
Doubt  as  to  patentability,  678  note 
Effect  of  granting  patent,  678  note 
Expiration  of  patent,  rights  of  public,  671 

note 
Foreign  patents  previously  granted 

Application    by    agents,    supplementary 

petition,  253 
Applications  filed  since  August  1,  1914. 
authentication  by  consular  officers,  254 
Effect  of   foreign   grant   on    right   to   do- 
mestic patent,  676  note 
Extension    of    time    for    payments    pre- 
vented by  war,  253 
Extension  of  time  to  file  application  in 

United  States,  252 
Prior  use  of  unpatented  article  in  United 
States,  effect,  253 

31 


PATENTS— (Cont'd) 

Effect  of  foreign  grant,  etc. —  {Oonfd) 
Reciprocal    provisions    in    foreign    laws, 

252>263 
Vested    rights    as    affected    by    patents 
granted  or  validated  by  reason  of  ex- 
tension, 253 
Government,    liability   for   unlicensed   use, 

687  note 
Imitations  as  patentable,  672  note 
Inadvertence  as  ground  for  reissue,  682  note 
Infringement 
See  Injunctions,  infra 

Accounting,  687  note 

Appearance  and  pleading  to  merits,  596 
note 

Assignee  as  entitled  to  sue,  684  note 

Burden  of  proof,  685  note 

Defendants,  684  note 

Defenses,  685  note 

Dismissal  of  bill,  685  note 

Equitable  remedy,  see  Injunctions,  infra 

Interest,  right  to  recover,  684  note 

Intervention,  684  note 

Jurisdiction,  580  note,  595  note 

Joinder  of  residents  of  different  districts, 
595  note 

Nonuser  as  defense,  684  note 

Persons  entitled  to  sue,  684  note 

Persons  liable,  684  note 

Plaintiffs,  684  note 

Pleading,  684  note 

Public  use  as  defense,  685  note 

Remedy  in  equity,  see  Injunctions,  infra 

State  of  art  as  defense,  685  note 

Statutory  defenses,  685  note 

Waiver  of  objection  of  adequate  remedy 
at  law,  596  note 
Injimctions 

Agent  of  infringer  as  subject  of  injunc- 
tion, 686  note 

Cessation  of  infringement  and  promise  to 
abstain,  686  note 

Constitutionality    of    statutory    remedy, 
685  note 

Contempt  proceedings  to  enforce  injunc- 
tion, 686  note 

Dismissal  of  bill,  685  note 

Equity  jurisdiction,  685  note 

Expiration  of  patent  as  affecting  right 
to  injunction,  686  note 

Infringement  after  decree,  686  note 

Joinder  of  causes  of  action,  685  note 

Pleading,  685  note 

Supplemental  bill  to  set  up  new  infringe- 
ments, 685  note 

Supplementary  injunctive  relief,  686  note 
Interferences,  679-681  note 
Invention 

Change  of  well-known  material,  672  note 

Combination  of  old  devices,  673  note 

Combination  showing  invention,  672  note 

Commercial  success,  674  note 

Determination  of  invention,  672  note 

Equivalency,  test  of,  673  note 

Functions  of  natural  substances,  672  note 

General  and  extensive  use,  674  note 
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PATENTS— (Tow  rrf) 
Invention  —  ( Cont'd ) 
Mechanical    improvements,   673   note 
Mechanical  skill,  product  of,  673  note 
New  combination   of   old   elements,    673 

note 
New  result  produced,  672  note 
New  use  of  old  device,  674  note 
Old  processes  applied  to  new  material, 

674  note 
Perfecting  art,  672  note 
Reduction  to  practice,  674  note 
Repair  methoas  used  for  new  construc- 
tion, 674  note 

Utility  as  evidence  of  invention,  674  note 
Inventions   by  persons   serving   in   World 
War 

Priority  rights,  254 

Revival  of  abandoned  or  forfeited  appli- 
cations, 254 
Issuance  of  patent,  see  Examination  and 

issuance  of  patent,  supra 
Jurisdiction  in  patent  cases,  580  note 
Marking  patented  articles,  683  note 
Mechanical  improvement  as  invention,  673 

note 
Mistake  as  ground  for  reissue  of  defective 

patent,  682  note 
Nature  of  patents,  670  note 
Novelty  and  anticipation 

Accidental  production  not   anticipation, 

675  note 

Burden  of  proving  priority,  676  note 
Combination,  675  note 
Date  of  issuance  of  patent,  676  note 
Date  of  invention,  676  note 
Imperfect  device,  675  note 
Prior  foreign  patents,  675  note 
Reduction  to  practice,  675  note 
Successful  adoption  and  use,  676  note 
Test  of  novelty,  675  note 
Unsuccessful  device,  675  note 

Old  process  applied  to  new  material  as  in- 
vention, 674  note 

Patentable  inventions 
Imitations,  672  note 
Improved  combinations,  672  note 
Inventions   previously   patented    abroad, 

676  note 
Processes,  672  note 

Product  patent  as  barring  process  patent, 
672  note 
Patentees,  see  Persons  entitled  to  patents, 

wifra 
Perfection  of  art  as  invention,  672  note 
Persons  entitled  to  patents 

Employer  and  employee,  672  note 

Invention  by  one  person  at  request  of  an- 
other, 671  note 
Priority  of  patents  dated  on  same  day,  071 

note 
Processes  patentable,  672  note 
Process   patent   as   barred   by   patent    for 

product,  672  note 
Specifications  and  description 

Construction  of  specifications,  677  note 

Disclosure,  necessity,  677  note 


PATENTS  —  ( Von  t'd ) 

Specification  and  description — {Cont'd) 

Patent  not  limited  by  specifications,  677 
note 

Sufliciency,  677  note 
Trading  with  enemy  act  as  affecting  patent 

rights,  254 
United  States,  liability  for  unlicensed  use, 

687  note 
Utility 

Infringement  as  evidence  of  utility,  675 

note 
Invention,  utility  as  evidence  of,  674  note 
Validity  of  patent^  671  note 

PAWNBROKERS 

Annual  occupation  tax,  196 

PENAIi  I.AWS 

See  EbcPLosiVBS 

Agent  of  government,  interest  in  transac- 
tion prohibited,  697  note 

Bribery  of  United  States  officer,  696  note 

Civil  rights,  conspiracy  to  prevent  exercise, 
690  note 

Conspiracy  to  commit  offense  against 
United  States,  691-696  note 

Counterfeiting,  possession  of  counterfeiting 
implements,  703  note 

Counterfeiting  United  States  securities,  702 
note 

Destruction  of  public  records,  indictment, 
700  note 

Embezzlement  by  internal  revenue  officer, 

699  note 

Embezzlement  of  military  stores,  etc.,  691 
note 

Embezzlement  of  public  property,  697  note 

False  claims  against  government,  690-691 
note,  711  note 

False  personation  of  United  States  officer, 
690  note 

Forged  obligations,  passing,  selling,  con- 
cealing, etc.,  702-703  note 

Forged  securities,  buying,  selling  or  deal- 
ing in,  703  note 

Grand  jurors,  intimidation  or  corruption, 

700  note 
H(»nlcide 

Manslaughter,  709  note 

Self  defense,  709  note 
Indians,  jurisdiction  of  offenses  by,  710  note 
Intoxicating  liquors 

Carrier  forbidden  to  collect  price  on  in- 
terstate shipments,  708  note 

Interstate  shipments  to  be  delivered  only 
to  bona  fide  consignee,  708  note 

Marking  padcages  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce,  708  note 
Jurors,  intimidation  or  corruption,  700  note 
Larceny  of  mail  matter  or  contents,   704 

note 
Larceny  of  public  property,  697  note 
Lottery   tickets,    transportation    to    Porto 

Rico,  708  note 
Military  expeditions  against  people  at  peace 

with  United  States,  689  note 
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PEHAIi  TaAWB -^{Confd) 

Mutiny  or  revolt  on  chipboard,  attempt  to 

incite,  710  note 
Obstructing  process,  701  note 
Participants  in  crime,  who  are  principals, 

710  note 
Perjury,  699  note 
Places  within  jurisdiction  of  federal  courts, 

709  note 
Postal  offenses,  see  Postal  Sebvioe 
Public  officers,  interest  in  transaction  with 

government  prohibited,  697  note 
Public  records,  indictment  for  destruction, 

700  note 
Receiving  stolen  goods,  709  note 
Reservations  within   exclusive   jurisdiction 

of  federal  courts,  709  note 
Resisting  revenue  officer,  698  note 
Seditious  conspiracy,  689  note 
Territorial   jurisdiction   of   federal   colirts, 

709  note 
Witnesses,  intimidation  or  corruption,  700 

note 

PENALTIES 

Creditor's  bill  to  recover  penalty,  443  note 
Recovery 

Creditor's  bill,  443  note 

Mode  of  recovery  generally,  443  note 

PENITEKTIABIE8 

See  Pbisons  and  Prisoners 

PENSIONS 

Indemnity  bond  to  secure  paj-ment  not  re- 
quired to  be  stamped,  203 

PEONAGE 

See  IirvoLUNTARY  S*ervititde 


Bankruptcy,  false  answer  on   examination 

of  bankrupt,  699  note 
Evidence,  699  note 


Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  plenipo- 
tentiary, salary,  246 

PERSON 

Associations,      partnerships,      corporations 

and  trusts  as  "  persons  "  within  Future 

Trading  Act,  6 
Corporation  as  "  person  "  within  meaning 

of  revenue  act,  122 
Officers  and  employees  of  corporations  as 

persons  within  revenue  act,  212 
Partnership  as  "  person  "  within  meaning 

of  revenue  act,  122 

PEBSONAI.  INJURIES 

Income  tax  not  imposed  on  damages  paid 
or  recovered,  134 

PERSONAL       SERVICE       CORPORA- 
TIONS 

See  Inc»me  Tax 


PERSONS  IN  MHJLTARY  or  NAVAIi 
FORCES 

Public  performances  for  benefit  of  soldiers, 
sailors  or  veterans,  exemption  from  ad- 
mission tax,  191 

PERU 

Ambassador  extraordinary  and  minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

PHIUPPINE  ISIiANDS 

Income  tax  in  Philippine  Islands,  169 
Indebtedness,  limitation  on,  257 
Naturalization  of  Inhabitants,  667  note 
Revenue  act,  extension  to  islands,  819  note 
Temporary  certificates  of  indebtedness,  257 
"  United  States  **  as  used  in  act  limiting 
immigration  held  not  to  include  Philip- 
pine Islands,  106 

PHOTOGRAPHS 

Tax  on  photographic  appliances  and  sup- 
plies, 192 

PHYSICIANS  AND  SURGEONS 

Special  tax  on  administration  of  products 
of  opium  or  coca  leaves,  200 

PINK  BOIXWORM 

i^ee  Cotton 

PIRATING  CARDS 

Stamp  tax  on  cards,  208 

PLEADING 

^Supplemental  bill,  granting  or  refusing 
leave  to  file,  632  note 

PLURAL  MARRIAGES 

Prohibition  in  Porto  Rico,  258 

POLAND 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

POLICEMAN 

See  District  of  Columbia 

POLICE  POWER 

Arbitrary  exercise  of  power,  827  note 
Equal  protection  of  law,  denial  as  exercise 

of  police  power.  863  note 
Reservation  of  police  power  to  states,  848 

note 

POLTGAMY 

Prohibition  in  Porto  Rico,  268 

PORTO  RICO 

Bankruptcv,  procedure,  711  note 

Bill  of  rights,  258 

Clerk  of  district  court  and  assistants,  com- 
pensation, 232 

District  court 

Diverse  citizenship  as  ground  of  juris- 
diction, 711  note 
Review  by  circuit  court  of  appeals,  607 
note 

District  judge,  presumption  as  to  appoint- 
ment and  confirmation.  711  note 

Export  duties  prohibited,  258 
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PORTO  RICO  —  ( Cmi  t\l ) 

Federal   employer's   liability   act,  applica- 
bility  to   railroads   in   Porto   Rico,   573 

note 
Federal  farm  land  act  extended  to  Porto 

Rico.  2-3 
Income  tax  in  Porto  Rico,  169 
Municipal      indebtedness,      limitation      of 

amount,  258-25ft 
Naturalization  of  inhabitants,  667  note 
Plural  marriages  prohibited.  258 
Public  credit,  taxation  to  protect,  258 
Public  debt 

Computation  of  amount.  258-259 

Limitation  of  amount,  258-259 

Tax  exemptions,  258-259 
Public  money,  appropriation   to  religious 

purposes  prohibited,   258 
Public  money  not  to  be  used  for  religious 

institutions,  258 
Public  officers  and  employees,  transporta- 
tion on  army  transports,  3il9 
Radio  station  in  Porto  Rico,  exchange  of 

land  under  naval  control  for  site,  249 
Religious  institutions,  public  money  not  to 

be  used  for  support  of,  258 
Supreme  court,  review  of  decision,  637  note 
Taxation  to  support  insular  and  municipal 

governments,  258 

PORTITOAI. 

Envoy   extraordinary   and   minister   pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

POSTAL  GLERXS 

•Second  class  post  offices 

Substitute  clerks,  credit  for  time  served, 
260 

POSTAI.  CONGRESS 

See  Postal  iSebvicb 

POSTAL  SERVICE 

Aeroplane  mail  service,  contracts  by  post- 
master general,  261 
Assistant    postmasters,     see    Postmasters. 

vnfra 
Assistant    superintendents    of    mails,    sal- 
aries, 262 
Carriage  of  mails 

Aeroplane    mail    service,    contracts    by 

postmaster  general,  261 
Investigation  of  mail  transportation,  ex- 
tension of  time  for,  261 
Mail  truck  subject  to  local  speed  regula- 
tions, 440  note,  711  note,  713  note 
Readjustment    of    compensation,    discre- 
tion of  postmaster  general,  713  note 
Carriers 
.See  City  delivery  service,  infra 
Promotion  of  substitute  carriers,  allow- 
ance for  time  served,  262 
Reduction   of  salaries,  727  note 
Removal  from  office,  727  note 
Substitute   carriers,   allowance  for  time 

served,  262 
Substitute  carriers  in  city  delivery  serv- 
ice, credit  for  time  served,  260 
Chauffeur  driving  mail  truck,  necessity  for 
state  license,  826  note 


POSTAL  SERVICE  *  ( Con  f'd ) 

Citv  delivery  service 
Carriers,  overtime  compensation,  262 
Substitute    letter    carriers,    credit    for 
time  served,  260 
Claims  for  damages,  adjustment  by  post- 
master general.  261 
Clerks 

Demotion  only  for  cause.  262 
Overtime  compensation  of  clerks  in  first 

and  second  class  offices,  262 
Promotion    of   substitute    clerks,   allovr- 

ance  for  time  served,  262 
Special   clerks   appointed   in   first   class 
offices  as  reward  for  faithful  and  meri- 
torious service,  262 
Substitute    clerks,    allowance    for    time 
served,  262 

Substitute    clerks    in    first    and    second 
class  post  offices;  credit  for  time  served 
as  substitutes,  260 
Congressional  investigation  of  mail  trans- 
portation, extension  of  time,  261 
Damages,  claims  for,  adjustment  by  post- 
master general,  261 
District     courts,     jurisdiction     in     postal 

cases,  580  note 
Employees 
Additional   compensation   of   publ-c   em- 
ployees,   provision    not    applicable    to 
employees  paid  from  postal  revenues, 
275 

Assistant  superintendents  of  mails,  sal- 
aries, 262 

Carriers  in  city  delivery  service,  over- 
time compensation,  262 

Clerks  in  first  and  second  class  officer 
overtime  compensation,  262 

Compensation    for   overtime,   262 

Faithful  and  meritorious  service,  reward 
for,  262 

Foreman  in  first  class  post  offices,  salarv, 
262 

Laborers  in  first  and  second  class  officers, 

overtime  compensation,  262 
Military    or    naval    service,    credit    for 

time  served,  260 
Overtime  compensation,  262 
Retired  civil  service  employees  employed 

in  postal  service,  right  to  retired  pav. 

262-263  ' 

•Substitute  clerks,  credit  for  time  served. 
260 

Substitute  employees,  credit  for  time 
served  in  military  or  naval  forces,  260 

Supervisory  officials  and  employees,  in- 
crease of  compensation  limited,  263 
Exclusion    of    seditious    newspapers    from 

mail,  836  note 
First  class  post  offices 

Clerks,   overtime  compensation,  262 

Compensation  for  overtime  of  clerks  and 
laborers,  262 

Foreman,  salary,  262 

Overtime  compensation  of  clerks,  262 

Special  clerks,  appointment  as  reward 
for  faithful  and  meritorious  siervice, 
262 
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POSTAL  SERVICE  ^(Confd) 
First  class  post  office — {Cont'd) 
Substitute  clerks,  credit  for  time  served, 

260 
Temporary  designation  of  postmasters  to 
fill  vacancies,  260 
Foreman  in  first  class  offices,  salary,  262 
Fourth  class  post  offices 
Compensation  of  postmasters  of  fourth 

class,  261-262 
Temporary  designation  of  postmasters  to 
fill  vacancies,  260 
Inspectors  in  charge,  promotion  of  super- 
visory officials  or  employees,  compensa- 
tion, 263 
Investigation   of   mail   transportation,   ex- 
tension of  time,  261 
Jurisdiction  in  postal  cases,  580  note 
Laborers,   overtime   compensation   in   first 

and  second  class  offices,  262 
Letter  carriers,  see  Carriers,  supra 
Mail  truck  subject  to  local  speed  regula- 
tions, 440  note 
Maps   of    post    route    and    rural   delivery 

routes,  sale  to  public  authorized,  261 
Offenses 

Exclusion  of  seditious  matter  from  mails, 

420  note 
Frauds,   use  of  mails   to  promote,   705 

note 
Libelous  or  indecent  wrappers  or  envel* 

opes,  deposit  in  mail,  704  note 
Misappropriation    of    postal    funds    or 

property,  707  note 
Obscene  matter,  etc.,   deposit  in   mails, 
704  note 
Pan-American  Postal  Congress 
Appropriation  for  expenses  of  delegates, 

263 
Delegates  appointed  by  postmaster  gen- 
eral, 263 
Postmaster  general 
Adjustment  of  claims  for  damages,  261 
Aeroplane   mail    service,    contracts    for, 

261 
Delegates  to  Pan-American  Postal  Con- 
gress, appointment,  263 
Readjustment  of  compensation   for  car- 
riage of  mails,  713  note 
Revocation   of  second   class   mail   privi- 
leges. 712  note 
Special  delivery  matter,  authority  to  dis- 
pense   with    receipts    for    matter    de- 
livered, 260-261 
Temporary    designation    of    postmasters 

to  fill  vacancies,  260 
War  risk  insurance,  authority  to  receive 
premiums   and   applications   for   rein- 
statement of  lapsed  insurance,  332 
Postmasters 
Assistant    postmasters    in    second    class 

offices,  salaries,  262 
Compensation  of  postmasters  of  fourth 

class,  261-262 
Supervisory    official     or     employee     ap- 
pointed postmaster,  compensation,  263 
Temporary     postmasters,     powers     and 
duties,  260 


POSTAI.  S'ERVlO^^iGonVd) 
Postmasters  —  ( Confd ) 

Vacancies,     temporary    designation     by 

postmaster  general,  260 
Vacancies  to  be  filled  without  unneces- 
sary delay,  260 
Post  offices 

See  first  class  post  offices,  supra;  fourth 

class  post  offices,  supra;  second  class 

post    offices,    infra;   third    clafls    post 

offices,  infra 

Post  route  maps,  sale  to  public  authorized, 

261 
Railway  mail  service,  superintendent,  pro- 
motion   of    supervisory    official    or    em- 
ployee, 263 
Registered     mail,     return     of     registered 
letters  addressed  to  persons  conducting 
lotteries,  712  note 
Retired   civil   service  employees   employed 
in  postal  service,  right  to  retired  pav. 
262-263  • 

Rural   delivery  maps,   sale  to  public  au- 
thorized, 261 
Second   class   mail   matter,    revocation   of 
privilege    by    postmaster    general,    712 
note 
Second  class   post  offices 

Assistant  postmasters,  salaries.  262 
Clerks,  overtime  compensation,  262 
Compensation  for  overtime  of  clerks  and 

laborers,  262 
Temporary   designation    of   poetmaeters 
to  fill  vacancies,  2:60 
Seditious  newspapers  excluded  from  mail. 
836  note 

Special  clerks,  see  Clerks,  supra 

Special  delivery  matter,  authority  of  post- 
master general  to  diispense  with  re- 
ceipts, 260-261 

Superintendent  of  railway  mail  service, 
promotion  of  eupervisory  official  or  em- 
ployee, compensation,  263 

Suipervisory  officials  and  employees 
Increase  of  compensation  limited,  263 
Promotion  as  affecting  increase  of  sal- 
ary, 263 

Third  class  ipost  offices,  temporary  desig- 
nation of  poetmaeters  to  fiW  \-acancies, 
260 

POSTBCASTER  GENERAL 

See  Postal  Service 

POSTMASTERS 

*See  Postal  Service 

POST  OFFICE  DEPARTMENT 

Auditor's  duties  transferred  to  bureau  of 

accounts,  ©1 
Bureau  of  acoounts 

Adkiitional  compensation  of  employees  as 
affected  bv  dat«  of  establishment  of 
bureau,  05 
Appropriations  for  salaries",  miscellane- 
ous expenses,  etc.,  apportioned  between 
General  Accounting  Office  and  Bureau 
of  Accounts,  62 
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POST         OFFICE         DEPARTMSNT  — 

{Cont'd) 
Bureau  of  accounts  —  {ConVd) 

Bureau  placed  under  direction  of  Comp- 
troHer,  61-60 

Eatablishment,  <61 

Personnel  of  office  of  auditor  transferre^l 
to  bureau,  62 

Time  of   taking   effect   of    acst   creating 
bureau,  65 
Comptroller 

Appointment  of  Comptroller,  61-62 

Bureau  of  accounts  to  l)e  under  diret- 
tion  of  Conuptroller,  61-62 

Creation  of  office,  61-62 

Duties  of  audlitor  for  Po^  Office  De- 
partment to  be  performed  by  Comp- 
troller, 62 

Salary  of  Comptroller  to  be  paid  out  of 
appropriation  for  auditor's  salary,  62 

POST  OFFICES 

See  Postal  Sebyice 

POWER  OF  ATTORNEY 

Stamp  tax  imposed,  208 

PRACTICE 

See  CoNFORMiTT  Acrr 

PREFERRED  CAUSES 

See  CiEcuiT  Court  of  Appeals 

PRKI.TTifTNARY  EXAMINATION 

See  Criminal  Law 

PRESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 

Election,  right  of  absentee  to  vote  under 
state  8tatu<tey  830  note 

PRINCIPAL  AND  SURETY 

Bankruptcy  of  partners  as  affecting  lia- 
bility of  surety  for  firm  debts,  360  note 

Government  notes  and  bonds,  deposit  in 
lieu  of  sureties  authorized*,  301,  505  note 

PRINTING 

See  Public  Printing 

PRISONS  AND  PRISONERS 

American  prisoners  in  foreign  coiintrie*^, 
appropriations  for  maintenance,  40 

Compensation  of  prison  officers,  7ia  note 

Confinement  in  penitentiary 
Length  of  sentence,  7131  note 
Persons   convicted    of   infamous   crimes, 
713  note 

Leavenworth  penitentiary,  sale  or  ex- 
change of  live  stoclc,  263 

Naval  oourt-martial  -prisoners,  commuta- 
tion of  rations,  248 

PRIVII.E6ES   AND   IMMUNITIES   OF 
CITIZENS 

Acts  of   inddviduals  not  contemplated   by 

constitutional  pro\'ision,  838   note 
Citizens,  who  are,  833  note 
Corporations  as  citizens,  833  note 
Dower   right   not   privilege    or    immunity, 

833  note 
Elections,  regulation  of  primaries,  850  note 


PRIVILEGES   AND   IMMUNITIES    OF 

OITIZENS  —  ( Confd ) 
Employer  and  enicployee,  regulation  of  re- 
lation, 850  note 
Manufacture  and  sale  of  goods,  regulation, 

«50  note 
Natufre  of  privileges  cmd  immunities,  833 

note 
Oocupations,    regulation    of    pursuit,    850 

note 
Practice  of  law,  right  not  privilege  or  im- 

munitv,  83>3  note 
Kacial    distinctions,    recognition    of,    850 

note 
Sta;te   control   over    court   procedure,    850 

note 
State  property,  legislation  aflecting  use  of, 

83<3  note 

PRIVUXGE  TAXES 

See  Internal  Revenue 


Appeals   from   district   court   to  supreme 
court,  600  note 

PROCEDURE 

See  Conformity  Act 

Bills  of  exceptions,  631  note 

Consolidation  of  causes,  630  note 

PROCESS 

Absent  defendants,  service  on,  596  note 

Obetructing  procese,  701  note 

Service  of  process  after  removal  of  cause 

to  federal  court,  645  note 
Service  out  of  dlistrict   in   which   suit   is 

brought,  596  note 

PROCLAMATIONS 

Termination  of  war,  certain  proclamations 
not  affected  by,  3116 

PROHIBITION 

See  Intoxicating}  Liquors 

PROHIBITION  (WRIT  OF) 

Supreme  court,  power  to  issue  writ,  603 
note 

PROPERTY 

Deprivation  of  property,  eee  Due  Process 

OF  I^w 
Summary  destruction  of  property  as  due 

process  of  law,  854  note 
Taking  private  property  for  public  use,  see 

Eminent  Domain- 

PROSTITUTES 

See  White  Slave  Traffic 

PROXIES 

Stomp  tax  on  proxy  to  >'X)te  at  corporate 
election,  208 

PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 

Appropriation,  contraot  not  to  exceed,  714 

note 
Bonds  of  contractore,  714  note 
Laborers,    contractors'    bonds    to   protect, 

714  note 
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PUBUC  COVTKAOTB —  iConrd) 

Materialmen,  contractors'  bonds  to  protect, 

714  note 
War   contracts 
Adjustment,  714-715  note 
Keimbursement    of    peroons    sustaining 
loBS,  264 

PUBUC  DEBT 

See  FoBEiGN  Governments 

Bond  ieeue,  Interim  negotiable  certificates, 

716  note 
Deposit   of   government   bonds   in   lieu   of 

sureties,  505  note 
Exemption  of  federal  securities  from  state 

taxation,  716  note 
Expenses    of    loans,    appropriation    avail- 
able to  all  public  debt  issues,  265 
Government  obligations,  deposit  in  lieu  of 

euretiee,  301 
Income    tax    on    interest    on   government 

bonds,  extent  of  liability,  IM 
liberty  bonds 

Acta  authorizing  issuance  not  affected  by 
termination  of  war,  315 

Consolidation    of    exemptions    from    in- 
come tax,  221 

Deposit   in    lieu   of   sureties,    301,    657 
note 
"Kew  loans  recommended  by  president  to 

meet  defioienoiee  in  budget,  57 
Second  Liberty  Bond  Act  amended 

Increafie  in  note  authorization,  ^65 

Treasury  saving   certificate  Mmit,   265- 
266 

PUBLIC  DOOUMENTS 

See  PtrttLic  PBnrnwG 

PITBI«IC  EXHIBITIONS 

Taxation,  see  Internal  Revenue 

PUBUC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

See  Health  ani>  Quarantine 

Allotments  by  bureau  of  "war  risk  insur- 
ance, 318 

Equipment,  etc.,  transferred  from  War 
Department  for  hospital  purposes,  104 

Personnel,  equipment,  etc.,  transferred  to 
veterans'  bureau,  322 

Property  available  for  additional  hospiital 
facilities,  104 

Veterans*  bureau,  director  authorized  to 
utilize  facilities,  323 

PUBUCITY  OF  POUTICAI.  CONTRI- 
BUTIONS ACT 

See  Elections 

PUBUC  UkNDS 

Appropriation  for  highway  or  forest  road 
purposes,  100 

Coal,  reservation  in  patents,  268-269 
Commissioner  of  land  offlce 

Conclusivenesis  of  decisions,  717  note 

Powers  generally,  717  note 
Control  of  public  land©,  834  note 


PUBUC  I^NBS  >-  ( Crmt'd) 
Desert  landb 

Colorado,  application  of  act  of  March  3, 
1877,  268 

Entriee,  813  note 

Entries,  citizenshdp  required  for,  268 

Entries   regulated,  268 

Entryman  in  war  with  Germany,  final 
proof  of  entry,  273 

Grant  to  states  irrigvuting  desert  lands, 
721  note 

Irrigation  schemes,  722  note 

Lien  for  expenses  of  reclaimed  land,  722 
note 

Nevada,  entry  on  desert  lands  by  non- 
residents, 266 

Patents  for  reclaimed  lands,  722  note 

Preferential  rights,  723*  note 

Reclamation,  692  note 

ReclamAftnon    by    states,    extension    of 
time^  267 

Residence  on  land  as  essential,  723  note 

Restoration  of  unallotted  lands  to  pub- 
lic domain,  267 

Sales  regulated',  268 

Time  limit  for  reclamation  by  states  ex- 
tended, 267 
District  land  offices,  consolidation  of  offices 

of  register  and  receiver,  272-273 
Entries 

See  Homestea(}s,  infra 

Desert  land  claimants  in  war  with  Ger- 
many, final  proof  of  entries,  273 

Hearings  in  land  entries,  272 
False   representation  to   settlors,   punish- 
ment, 727  note 

Forest  land»,  see  Fobbst  Resekves 
Forest  roads,  appropriation  for  construc- 
tion, etc.,  102 
Gas,  reservation  in  patents,  268-269 
Homesteads 
Additional  entry  by  homesteaders  com- 
muting first  entry,  271 
Cancellation    of     additional     entry    by 
homesteaders   commuting    first  entry, 
reinstatement,  271 
Death  of  entryman,  717  note 
Entry   for   third   person,    sufficiency   of 

evidence,  717  note 
Improvement,    exceptions    in    favor    of 

veterans  in  war  with  Germany,  271 
Lien  created  by  entryman,  717  note 
Mandamus  to  compel  issuance  of  patent, 

717  note 
Marriage  of  entrvman  and  entrywoman, 

270 
Mineral  lands  not  subject  to  entry,  717 

note 
Notice  of  cancellation  of  entry,  718  note 
Price  of  homestead  lands,  718  note 
Residence    by    entryman,   exceptions    in 
favor  of  veterans  of  war  with  Ger- 
many, 271 
Soldier's  addi'tional  right,  717  note 
Soldier's  entry  made  by  agent,  718  note 
Validation  of' entries,  271 
Will®,  soldier's  homestead  right  not  de- 
visable, 718  note 
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PUBLIC  IaAJXJ^B  ^(Cont'd) 

Land    department,    oonclusiveness    of    de- 
cisions, 717  note 

Location  of  claims,  suspension  for  correc- 
tion of  clerical  errors,  726  note 

Marriage  of  homestead  entryman  and  en- 
trywoman,  270 

Minerals,  reservwtion  in  patents,  268^260 

Obetructdng  passage  over,  power  to  pro- 
hibit, 8^4  note 

Oil,  reservation  in  patents,  268-260 

Overflowed   lands,   see   Swamp   and   over- 
flowed lands,  infra 

Patents 
Annuhnent,  726  note 
Coal  reserved  by  government,  268-26^ 
Conveyance    by   appropriate    patent    of 

lands  purchased,  208-260 
Gas  reserved  by  government,  268-269 
Indian  allotments,  necessity  of  patent, 

717  note 
Minerals  reserved  by  government,  268- 

269 
Oil  reserved  by  government,  268-260 
Plat  as  part  of  patent,  720  note 
Recordation,  717  note 
Eeservations  and  conditions,  268-269 
Railroad  and  wagon  road  aid  grants 
Bona  fide  purchasers,  burden  of  proving 

good  faith,  723  note 
Cancellation     of     patents     erroneously 

issued,  723  note 

Receivers 
Consolidation  of  offices  at  certain  places, 

272-273' 
Expenses  incurred  by  receivers,  liability 
of  government,  272 
Reclamation    projects,    power    of    eminent 

domain,  811  note 
Registers 

Consolidation  of  offices  at  certain  places, 

272-27« 

Expenses  incurred  by  registers,  liability 

of  government,  272 
Vacancy  in  office,  designation  to  fill,  273 
Right  of  way  over  public  lands 

Highways  accepted  by  user,  724  note 
Highways   established   on   section   lines, 

724  note 
Highways  to  which  statute  applies,  724 

note 
Irrigation  and  drainage,  270 
Maps,   approval  by  secretary,   725  note 
Power,  canal  for  development,  725  note 
Prior   rights   as  affected  by  appropria- 
tion, 725  note 

Sales 
See  Patents,  supra 
Desert  lands,  268 
Disposition  of  receipts,  269 
Lands   withdrawn  for   certain   purposes 

and  no  longer  needed,  268 
Quantity    purchasable    by     one    person, 

268-260 
Reservations  in  patents,  268-260 
(School  lands 

Application  by  state  for  survey,  effect, 

724  note 
•Selection  of  land,  724  note 


PUBUO  LANDS— (Cont'cf) 
School  lands— (Cont'd) 

Survey  of  school  lands  in  Florida,  269 

Title  of  state,  time  of  vesting,  723  note 
Secretary  of  Interior 

Conclusiveness  of  decisions,  717  note 

Review  of  register's  findings,  717  note 
Surveyors  general,  detail  of  clerk,  114 
•Surveys 

Contents  of  public  lands,  ascertainment, 
720  note 

Equalizing  area  of  lots,  720  note 

Meander  lines,  720  note 

Plat  as  part  of  patent,  720  note 

Resurveys  and  retracements,  721  note 

School  lands  in  Florida,  269 
Swamp  and  overflowed  lands 

Decision  of  secretary  as  to  character  of 
land,  723*  note 

Lands  subject  to  grant,  723  note 
Unlawful  occupancy 

Drilling  oil  wells,  726  note 

Obstruction  of  settlement,  725  note 
Veterans,    right   to   make    final    proof    of 

entry  without  residence  or  improvement, 

271 
Withdrawals,  719  note,  811  note 

PUBUO  MUSEUMS 

Art  articles  sold  to  public  museum  exempt 
from  excise  tax,  193-194 

PUBLIC  OFFICERS  ANB  EMPI.OTEES 

(See  Civil  Service 

Actions  against  officers,  right  of  successor, 
727  note 

Additional  compensation,  274r-276 

Agent  of  government,  interest  in  trans- 
action prohibited,  697  note 

Alaskan  engineering  commission  employees, 
provision  for  additional  compensation 
not  applicable  to,  275 

Appropriation  to  pay  compensation,"  276 

Assistant  messen^rs,  salary,  274 

Bureau  of  budget,  appointment,  compensa- 
tion and  duties,  60-61 

Bureau  of  war  risk  insurance  employees, 
additional  compensation,  275 

Charwomen 
Additional  compensation,  275 
Salary  274 

Estimates  or  requests  to  congress  for  ap- 
propriations prohibited,  5S 

Express  companies  taken  over  by  United 
States,  employees  of  companies  not  em- 
ployees of  United  iStates  entitled  to  ad- 
ditional compensation,  275 

False  personation  of  United  States  officer, 
690  note 

Fire  department  of  District  of  Columbia, 
additional  compensation  of  employees, 
276 

Firemen,  salary,  274 

General  accounting  office,  appointment, 
compensation,  etc.,  63 

Incapacity  to  perform  duties,  compensa- 
tion, 274 

Indian  service,  allowance  for  quarters, 
heat  and  light,  112 

Judicial  officers,  see  Clerks  op  Coxthts; 
Judges,  and  other  specific  heads 
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PUBUC  OFFICERS  AND  EMPIrOTEES 

Laborers,  salary,  274 

Lighthouse  service,  retirement,  238 

Metropolitan  police  'of  District  of  Col- 
umbia, additional  compensation,  276 

Panama  Canal  employees,  provision  for  ad- 
ditional compensation  not  applicable  to, 
2.75 

Per  diem  employees  as  within  provision 
for  additional  compensation,  275-276 

Pieceworkers  as  within  provision  for  ad- 
ditional compensation,  275-276 

Postal  employees,  see  Pobtajl  iSesvicb 

Railroad  employees  in  government  employ, 
728  note        '      • 

Railroads  taken  over  by  United  States, 
employees  of  railroads  not  employees  of 
United  States  entitled  to  additional 
compensation,  275 

Receiver  of  national  bank  as  government 
employee,  727  note 

Retirement  of  lighthouse  officers  and  em- 
ployees, 238 

Salaries 

Additional  compensation,  274-276 
Additional   compensation,   provision  not 
applicable  to  certain  employees,  275- 
276 
Assistant  messengers,  274 
Charwomen,  274 

District   of   Columbia,    additional   com- 
pensation to  civilian  employees,  274- 
276 
Firemen,  274 
Laborers,  274 
Permanently     incapacitated     employees, 

payment  of  compensation,  274 
Telegraph  switchboard  operators,  274 
Watchmen,  274 

Tariff  commission  employees,  additional 
compensation,  275 

Telegraph,  etc.,  companies,  employees  of 
companies  not  employees  of  United 
states  entitled  to  additional  compensa- 
tion, 275 

Telephone  switchboard  operators,  salary, 
274 

Temporary  employees  in  office  of  solicitor 
for  "Navy  Department,  rate  of  compen- 
sation,  240 

Treasury  department,^  compensation  of 
temporary  employees*  in  auditor's  office. 
308 

Watchmen,  salary,  274 

PUBLIO  PARKS 

High-ways  in  parks  not  placed  under  con- 
trol of  Secretary  of  Agriculture  by  fed- 
eral highway  act,  95-96 

Hot  Springs  Reservation,  name  changed  to 
Hot  Springs  National  Park,  276 

Permits  to  use  water  in  public  parks,  333- 
334 

Police   force,   aditional   compensation,   275 

Sufficiency  of  designation  of  lieu  lands, 
728  note 

Withdrawal  of  lands  by  state  from  selec- 
tion,  728  note 


PUBUC  PRINTING 

Advancements  to  public  printer  on  ac- 
count of  work  for  departments,  277 

Annual  and  special  reports  of  depart- 
ments, temporary  discontinuance  of 
printing,  277 

Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing 
Illustrations    for    memorial    addresses, 

277 
Profits  of  work,  disposition  of,  277 

Departmental  reports,  temporary  discon- 
tinuance of  printing.  277 

Departmental  work,  advancements  to  pub- 
lic printer  on  account  of  cost,  277 

Illustrations  for  bound  copies  of  me- 
morial addresses,  277 

Pan-American  Union  bulletins,  authority 
to  print,  286 

PUB £10    PROPERTY,    BUILDINGS 
ANB  GROUNDS 

Superintendent  of  capitol  buildings  and 
grounds,  title  changed  to  Architect  of 
the  Capitol,  278 

PUBUC  UTILITTES 

Income  derived  by  state,  territory,  etc., 
from  public  utilities  not  taxable,  134 

Income  derived  from  public  utility  con- 
structed under  contract  with  state,  ter- 
ritory, etc.,  as  taxable,  195 

Rates  fixed  by  state  commission,  injunc- 
tion against  enforcement,   670  note 

QUARANTINE 

See  Health  and  Quabantine 

QUIETING  TITLE 

Amount  in  controversy,  571  note 

QUORUM 

Executive  committee  of  central  committee 
of  American  National  Red  Cross,  18-19 

RADIO  COMMUNICATION 

•Construction  of  station"  in  Porto  Rico,  ac- 
quisition of  site,  249 

RADIO  STATIONS 

See  Navy 

RAIIAOADS 

See  Alaska;  Cemeteries;  Federal  Con- 
trol OP  Transportation;  Highways; 
Interstate  Commerce  Act 

Arbitration  of  controversies  with  railway 
employees,  646  note 

Army  officers,  right  to  special  rates,  728 
note 

Oars,  allotment  as  preference,  511  note 

Coal,  transportation  by  road  interested  in 
mine  prohibited.  508  note 

Consolidation,  right  to  claims  of  consoli- 
dated companies  against  government, 
403  note 

Federal  control,  see  Federal  control  of 
transportation 

Government  transportation,  special  rates, 
728  note 
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RAILROADS  —  ( Cont'd ) 

Hours  of  service  of  employees,  752  note 
Injuries  to  employees 
.A^eements  for  exemption   from   liabil- 
ity, 761  note 
AsETumption  of  risk  of  employment,  747 

note 
Construction  of  statutes,  734  note 
Contributory    negligence     of     employee, 

74G  note 
Damages,  644  note 

Employer    engaged    in    interstate    com- 
merce, 735  note 
Employers*    liability    act,    liability    im- 
posed by,  734  note 
Limitation  of  actions,  751  note 
Safety  appliance  act,  liability   imposed 

by,  734  note 
Survival  of  right  of  action,  752  note 
Venue,  752  note 
Labor  adjustment  board,  effect  on  boards 

created  iby  prior  act,  531  note 
Mining  companies,  ownership  of  stock  by 
railroad  company  prohibited,  508  note 
National  cemeteries,  railroads  in,  pro- 
hibited, 17 
Personal  injuries  to  employees,  729  note 
Preferences,    see    Interstate    Commerce 

Act 
Property    acquired    from    United    States, 
permission  to  transfer  to  state  highway 
department,  lOO 
Safety  appliances  and  equipment 

Action  by  injured  employee,  729  note 
Assumption  of  risk,  employees  injured  by 

noncomplying  cars,  730  note 
Automatic  couplers  and  brakes,  carriers 
engaged   in   interstate  commerce,   731 
note 
Automatic  coupling  and  uncoupling  ap- 
paratus, 729  note 
Civil  actions  arising  out  of  violation  of 

law,  730  note 
Duty  to  equip  and  maintain  equipment 

as  absolute,  729  note 
Equipment  required   by  "  Safety  Appli- 
ance Act  of  1910  "  732  note 
Grab  irons,  etc.,  730  note 
Hauling  defective  cars  for  necessary  re- 
pairs, 732  note 
Locomotives,  safety  of  boilers,  733  note 
Penalty  for  violations  of  law,  732  note 
Switching  operations,  729  note 
Schedules,  see  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
Stamp  taxes  on  passage  tickets,  208 
Tax  on  tickets  and  mileage  books,  refund- 
ing tax  on  unpaid  portion,  184 


Estimate  of  governments  receipts,  see  Na- 
tional Budget  System 

BEOESrV£RS 

Appeal  from  order  appointing  receiver,  601 

note 
Income  tax,  liability  for  distributing  assets 

'before  maturity  of  tax,  403  note 
State  law  as  governing  in  management  of 

property,  597  note 


RECEIVERS  -(Oonr<2) 

Title  of  receiver  as  subject  to  prior  liens, 
etc.,  under  laws  of  state,  597  note 

Voluntary  bankruptcy  proceedings  by  cor- 
poration in  hands  of  receiver,  349  note 

RECLAMATION 

See  Waters 

RECOGNIZANCE 

Government  bonds,  deposit  in  lieu  of  sure- 
ties authorized,  301 

RECORDS 

Destruction  of  public  records,  indictment, 
700  note 

RECTIFICATION 

See  Tax  on  Beverages 

RED  CROSS 

See  American  National  Ked  Cross 

REFERENCES 

Proceeding  to  enforce  future  trading  act,  9 


Appropriation  for  support  of  reindeer  sta- 
tions in  Alaska,  13 

Sale  of  government  owned  reindeer  in 
Alaska,  disposal  of  proceeds,  13 


Action  at  law  not  barred  by  release,  623 
note 

RELIGIOUS  UBERTT 

Constitutional  provision  not  limitation  on 
states,  836  note 

RELIGIOUS  ORGANIZATIONS 

Exemption  from  special  tax  on  proprietors 
of  theaters,  etc.,  197 

Gifts  or  bequests  exempt  from  estate  tax, 
178 

Public  performances  for  benefit  of,  exemp- 
tion from  admission  tax,  191 

REMOVAL  OF  CAUSES 

Amount  in  controversy 
Allegation  aa  to  value,  586  note 
Equitable  relief,  suits  for,  586  note 
Original   jurisdiction   of   district   court, 

585-586  note 
Showing  amount  in  dispute,  586  note 

Assessment  under  road  law,  proceeding  to 
collect,  as  removable,  583  note 

Bond,  time  of  filing,  590  note 

Causes  removable,  see  Suits  removable, 
infra 

Citizenship,  see  Diverse  citizenship,  infra 

Construction  of  removal  acts,  583  note 

Courts  to  and  from  which  suit  is  removable, 
584-585  note 

Dismissal  of  suit, 

Equity  rules,  application,  594  note 
Procedure  for  dismissal,  594  note 
Suit  or  controversy  not  properly  within 
federal  jurisdiction,  594  note 
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REMOVAL  OF  OAVBBB'^iOonfd) 
Diverse  citizeiiahip 

Citizenship  as  jurisdictional  element,  587 

note 
Corporations,  588  note 
Counties  recognized  as  corporations,  588 

note 
Fraudulent    joinder    of   defendants,    588 

note 
Petition   for   removal,   averments   as   to 

citizenship,  591  note 
Same  as  requirement  for  original  juris- 
diction, 588  note 
State  as  citizen,  587  note 
State  as  real  party  in  interest,  587  note 
Suits  under  constitution,  laws  or  treaties 
of    United    States,    citizenship    inuna- 
terial,  586  note 
Effect  of  removal,  583  note 
Employer's    liability   act,   removability   of 

cases  arising  under,  587  note 
Federal  court  as  acquiring  jurisdiction  on 

filing  of  petition,  591  note 
Federal  question 

Citizenship  immaterial,  586  note 
Necessity  of  showing  by  record,  589  note 
Nonfederal  united  with  federal  question, 

586  note 
Person  entitled  to  remove  suit,  588  note 
Petition   for   removal,   averments  as   to 

federal  question,  591  note 
Pleading  required  to  ehow  federal  ques- 
tion, 586  note 
Removability  in  general,  586  note 
Jurisdiction  of  state  court  lost  on  filing  of 

petition,  591  note 
Mandamus  proceedings,  584  note 
Original  jurisdiction   in  district   court  as 

essential  to  right,  584  note 
Persons  entitled  to  remove  suit,  588  note 
Petition 

Amendment,  591  note,  594  note,  623  note 
Citizenship,  averments  as  to,  591  note 
Effect  of  filing  petition,  591  note 
Federal  question,  avermente  as  to,  591 

note 
Jurisdictional  averments,  591  note 
Nature  of  petition,  591  note 
Necessity  of  petition,  590  note 
Time  of  filing,  590  note 
Procedure  after  removal,  595  note 
Procedure  for  removal 

Bond,  time  for  filing,  590  note 
Citizenship,  averment  in  petition,  591  note 
Federal  question,  averment  in  petition, 
591  note 

Jurisdiction   acquired  by  •  federal   court, 

591  note 
Jurisdictional  averments  in  petition,  591 

note 
Jurisdiction  lost  by  state  court,  591  note 
Petition  for  removal,  590-591  note 
Stipulation  and  consent,  removal  by,  591 

note 

Time  for  filing  petition  and  bonds,  590 

note 
Time  to  plead  in  federal  court,  591  note 
Time  to  plead  in  various  states,  590  note   I 


REMOVAI.  OF  CAUBBB-^iOonfd) 

Remand 
Amendment  of  petition  for  removal,  594 

note 
Doubt  as  to  jurisdiction,  594  note 
(■round  for  remand.  594  note 
Order  not  reviewable,  589  note 
Procedure  for  remand,  595  note 
State    court    without    jurisdiction,    594 

note 
Waiver    or    amendment   of    defects,  594 

note 
Want  of  jurisdiction,  594  note 
Removable  suits,  see  Suits  removable,  infra 
Right  of  removal  as  statutory,  583  note 
Separable  controversy 

Indispensable  party,  588  note 
Misjoinder  of  parties,  588  note 
Multifariousness,  588  note 
Principal  and  surety,  actions  againnt,  588 

note 
Test  of  separability,  588  note 
Service  of  process  after  removal,  645  note 
State  court  as  losing  jurisdiction  on  filing 

of  petition,  591  note 
Stipulation  and  consent,  removal  by,  591 

note 
Suits  removable 

Corporation  acting  as  agent  of  United 

States,  586  note 
Doubt  as  to  jurisdiction,  584  note 
Emergency  fleet  corporation,  actions  by 

or  against,  566  note 
Federal     corporations,     actions     by     or 

against,  586  note 
Federal    employer's    liability   act,   cases 

arising  under,  587  note 
Federal    question,    suits    involving,    586 

note 
Federal    reserve    bank,    actions    by    or 

against,  586  note 
li^Iandamus  proceedings,  584  note 
Original  jurisdiction  "  by  this  title,"  583 

note 
Proceedings  under  state  road  law  to  col- 
lect assessment,  583  note 
Revenue  ofiScers,  suits  and  prosecutions 

against,  592  note 
Suits  under  constitution,  laws  or  treaties, 

586  note 
Waiver  of  right  of  removal,  583  note 

BENT  REGITLATION  IN  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA 

Actions  by  commission  for  excess  charges, 

continuation   of  proceedings   pending  at 

termination  of  act,  52 
Apartment    building,    portion    not    rental 

property  within  meaning  of  act,  when, 

51 

Attorney  general 

Continuation    of   proceedings   to   recover 

excess  charges  pending  at  termination 

of  act,  52 
Continuing  appointment  of  attorney  of 

commission   after  termination   of   act, 

52  .-  •  ^ 
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RENT  REOUULTION  IN  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA  -^{Cont'd) 
Attorney  general — (Cont'd) 

Termination  of  act  as  affecting  author- 
ity to  prosecute  violations  previously 
committed,  52 
Commissioner's    decision,    finality    in    ab- 
sence of  appeal,  437  note 
Constitutionality   of   antiprofiteering   reso- 
lution, 437  note 
Definition  of  "  rental  property,"  51 
Duration  of  act  extended,  51 
Excess  rentals 

Judgment   against  tenant   including  ex- 
cess   rented,    motion    by    landlord    to 
vacate,  52 
Judgment   against  tenant   including  ex- 
cess rentals  void  as-  to  exoe«s,  62 
Penalty  for  excess  charges,  how  avoided, 

52 
Recovery,    continuation    of    proceedings 

pending  at  termination  of  act,  52 
Keturn  of  excess  by  landlord  to  tenant, 
effect  on  landlord's  liability,  52 
Hotel,  portion  not  rental  property  within 

meaning  of  act,  when,  51 
Judgment  against  tenant  including  excess 

charges,  see  Excess  rentals,  infra 
Landlords,    avoiding    penalty    for    excess 

charges,  52 
Operation  of  act  not  affected  by  termina- 
tion of  war,  316 
Penalty  for  excess  charges,  how  avoided,  52 
Prosecution   after    termination    of    act    of 

violations   previously  committed,   52 
ProspectiA'-e  operation  of  act,  437  note 
Rental  property 

Building  used  by  tenant  exclusively  for 
business    purposes    other    than    sub- 
letting   not    rental    property    within 
meaning  of  fact,  61 
Definition,  51 

Garage  not  rental  property  within  mean- 
ing of  act,  51 
Part  of  building  used  by  tenant    exclu- 
sively for  business  purposes  other  than 
subletting  not  rental  property  within 
meaning  of  act,  51 
Portion  of  hotel  or  apartment  building 
not  used  for  subcontracting  for  living 
accommodations,  51 
Warehouse    not   rental   property    within 
meaning  of  act,  51 
Rent  commission 

Actions  to  recover  excess  charges,   con- 
tinuation   of    proceedings   pending    at 
termination  of  act,  52 
Agents  of  commission,  appointment,   51 
Appointment  of  officers  and  employees  of 

commission,  51 
Attorney  not  under  civil   service  rules, 
51 

Attorney's  duties,  51 
Attorney's  salary,  51 
Attorney  to  be  appointed  bv  commission, 

51 
Books  of  reference,  expenditures  for,  51 


RENT  REOUULTION  IN  DISTRICT  OF 
COLUMBIA  —  ( Confd ) 
Rent  commission  —  ( Confd ) 

Civil  service  laws  applicable  to  appoint- 
ment of  officers  and  employees,  51 
Commissioners'  salaries,  51 
Employees  of  commission,  appointment, 

51 
Expenditures  by  commission,  51 
Furniture,  expenditures  for,  51 . 
Law  books,  expendituresi  for,  51 
Office  equipment,  exipenditures  for,.  51 
Officers  of  commission,  appointment,  51 
Periodicals,  expenditures  for,  51 
Printing,  expenditures  for,  51 
Removal  of  officers  and  employees,  51 
Salary  of  attorney  for   comindssion,   51 
8alary  of  secretary  of  conmiission,  51 
Secretary  not  under  cdvil  service  rules. 

51 
Secretary   to   be  appointed   by  commis- 
sion 
Stationery,  expenditures  for,  51 
Supplies,  expendtltures  for,  51 
Telegrams,  expenditures  for,  51 
Telephones,  expenditures  for,  51 
Violation    of    orders,   prosecution    after 

termination  of  act,  6^ 
Vouchers  for  expenditures,  51 
Termination  of  act 

Attorney  of  commission,  continuation  in 

office  after  termination  of  act,  52 
Pending    proceedings    under    act,    how 

prosecuted,  52 
Rights   and    oibligations    under    act   ac- 
crued  prior   to   termination,    enforce- 
ment,  52 
Violations     of     act     comonitted     before 

termination,  how  prosecuted,   52 
Time  of  taking  effect  of  amendment,  52 
Violfutions     of    act,    prosecution     after 
termination  of  act,  52 

REPLEVIN 

Bond  for  property  seized  for  violation  of 
Hquor  law,  760  note 

RESERVATIONS 

Crimes  <m  government  reservations,  juris- 
diction, 709  note 

(Highways  in  Indian  reservations,  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  to  cooperate  with 
Secretary  of  Interior  in  constructing,  96 

Highways  in  military  or  naval  reserva- 
tions not  placed  under  control  of  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  by  Federal  High- 
way AcJt,  95-»6 

RESBRVE  tiANKS 

See  Federal  Reserve  Banks 

REVENUE 

See  Customs  Duties;  General  Account- 
ing; Offick;  Income  Tax;  Internal 
Revenue;  Tax  on  Beverages;  Tobacco 
Tax;  War  Profits  and  Express  Prof- 
its Tax 

Aid  and  information  to  congressional  com- 
mittees, dutv  of  bureau  of  budget  to  give, 
60 
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REVENITE  —  ( Cont'd ) 

Definition  of  terms  used  in   Revenue  Act 

"Collector,"  122 

"  CommisMoner,"   122 

"Corporation,"  122 

"Domestic,"   122 

"  Foreign,"   122 

"  Government  contract,"  122 

"  Military  or  naval  forces  of  the  I'nitcd 
States,"  122 

"  Person,"  122 

"  Secretary,"  122 

"Taxpayer,"  122 

"  United  States,"  122 
Resisting  revenue  officer,  criminal   offense, 

698  note 

REVENUE  ACT  OF  1921 

See  Internal  Re\t:nue 

REVIVAIi 

See  Abatement  and  Revival 

RIGHT  TO  REAR  ARMS 

See  Beabino  Abms 

RIVERS,  HARRORS  AND  CANALS 

See  Waters 

Anchorage  grounds,  failure  of  war  depart- 
ment to  define,  765  note 
Bayou  Cocodrie 

Declaration  of  nonnavigability,  279 
Reservation  of  right  to  amend  or  repeal 
declaration  of  nonnavigability,  280 
Bridges  over  navigable  waters 

Approval  by  war  department,  765  note 
Contract   to   remove  collapsed   pier,   76") 

note 
Municipality  (liable   for  failure  to   open 

draw,   765  note 
Piles  obstructing  navigation,  765  note 
Colorado  River 

Apportionment   of    waters,    compact    be- 
tween states  authorized,  280 
^ame  of  Grand  River  changed  to,  280 
Deposit    of  "  refuse  "  on  banks  of  naviga- 
ble waters,  763  note 
Grand  River 

Name  changed  to  Colorado  River,  280 
Preservation    of    rights    existing    under 
former  name,  280 
Harbor  lines,  authority  of  congress  to  es- 
tablish, 763  note 
Improvements 

Condemnation  proceedings,  760-762  note 
Contract    binding    government    to    pay 
more   than   amount  appropriated,   7(>2 
note 
Petition    in    condemnation    proceedings, 
sufficiency,  765  note 
Navigability 

Bayou    Cocodrie    declared    nonnavigable, 

279-280 
Determination,  760  note 
PHatte  River  declared  nonnavigable,  279 
Reservation  of  right  to  amend  or  repeal 

declaration  of  navigability,  280 
Reservation  of  right  to  amend  or  repeal 
declaration  of  nonnaviffabilitv,  279 


RIVERS,   HARRORS   AND   CANAI«S — 

{ Cont'd) 
Obstruction 

Bridges  obstructing  navigation,  765  note 
Crane  projecting  beyond,  edge  of  wharf, 

763  note 
Evidence  required  to  sustain  conviction. 

763  note 
Persons  entitled  to  complain,  763  note 
Refuse    from    refining   of    petroleum    a  a 

obstruction,  762  note 
Sunken  or  anchored  vessels,  etc.,  764  note 
Platte  River 

Declaration  of  nonnavigability,  279 
Reservation  of  right  to  amend  or  repeal 

declaration  of  nonnavigability,  279 

ROADS 

See  Highways 

ROOF  GARDEN 

Tax  on  roof  performances,  191 

RUMANIA 

Envoy   eactraordinary    and   minister   pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 


Tax    on    sales    for    future    delivery,    see 
Future  Tsading  Act 

SAHiORS 

See  Seamen 


Federal  judges'  salaries  subject  to  income 
tax,  133-134 

President's  salary  subject  to  income  tax, 
133-134 

Public  officers'  and  employees'  salaries  sub- 
ject to  income  tax,  133-134 

Taxable  income  generally,  133-134 

SAXES 

"  Contract  of  sale  "  defined  by  future  trad- 
ing act,  5-6 

SALVADOR 

Acquisition  of  legation  buildings  and 
grounds,  appropriation,  48 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

SALVAGE 

Admiralty  jurisdiction,  579  note 

Computation  of  award,  766  note 

Evidence  considered  in  making  award,  763 

note 
Government    owned    vessels,    services    be- 
tween, 767  note 
Members  of  crew,  right  to  salvage,  767  note 
Modification  of  decree  on  appeal,  641  note 
Right  to  award,  vessels  traveling  in  com- 
pany, 766  note 
Salvage  service,  what  constitutes,  766  note 

SCHOOL  ULNDS 

See  Public  Lai«)8 

SCIENTIFIC  ORGANIZATIONS 

Gifts  or  bequests  for  scientific  purposes 
exempt  from  estate  tax,  178 


974 


INDEX 


SEAI«8 

General  accounting  office,  comptroller  gen- 
eral authorized  to  adopt  seal,  61 

SEAMEN 

Desertion,  770 

Discharge 

Approval  of  consul,  770  note 
Consent  to  discharge,  770  note 
Justification  for  discharge,  770  note 
Mode  of  discharge,  769  note 
What  constitutes  discharge,  770  note 

Disea^  contracted  by  fault  of  seaman,  770 

note 

Dieeased  alien  seamen,  expenses  of  treat- 
ment in  hospitals,  2&2,  282  note 

Duration  of  voyage,  extension,  768  note 

Duties   imposed  on  ship  and  seamen,   768 
note 

Master's    authority    to    employ    and    dis- 
charge, 767  note 

Personal  injuries,  fellow  servants,  769  note 

Protection  and  relief 
Discharge,  770  note 
Illness,  return  to  home  port,  770  note 
Unseaworthy  vessel,  ground  for   refusal 
to  serve,  769  note 

Shipping  articles 
Construction,  767  note 
Duration  of  voyage,  767  note 
Requirements  of  articles,  767  note 

Wages 

Coastwise  trade,  768  note 
Fishermen's  wages,  769  note 
Half  wages,  right  to,  769  note 
Illness  as  affecting  right  to  wages,  769 

note 
Release  by  seamen,  effect,  769  note 
Settlement  of  disputes  as  to  wages,  769 

note 
Time  of  payment,  768  note 

Wards  of  court,  768  note 

SEARCH  AND  SEIZURE 

Affidavit  to  support  warrant,  420  note 
Aliens,  right  to  protection,  837  not« 
Compulsory     production     of     books     and 

papers,  839 
Constitutional  provision  not  limitation  on 

states,  837  note 
Criminal    cases,    restriction    on    constitu- 
tional provision,  837  note 
Limitation  on  official  acts  only,  837  note 
Night  search,  authority,  420  note 
Probable  cause  for  search  warrant,  420  note 
Reasonableness  of  search  a  judicial   ques- 
tion, 837  note 
Search  of  person  as  incident  of  arrest,  838 

note 
Search  warrants 

Affidavit,  requirements,  420  note 
Description  of  place  to  be  searched,  420 

note 
Name  of  accused,  statement  in  affidavit. 

420  note 
Probable  cause,  420  note 
Search  at  night,  420  note 
Secret  taking,  838  note 


SEARCH  AND  SEIZITRE —(Cont'cf) 
Unreasonable    searches    and    seizures    pro- 
hibited, 837  note 
Use    of    papers    or    property   illegally    ob- 
tained as  evidence,  839  note 
Warrant,  necessity,  838  note 

SEARCH  WARRANTS 

See  Seabch  and  Seizure 

SECRETARY  OF  AGRICULTURE 

"  Contract    markets,"     designation     under 

future  trading  act,  6-8 
Designation  of  "  contract  markets  "  under 

future  trading  act,  6 
Director   of   war   finance   corporation,    ap- 
pointment by  joint  resolution,   27 
Federal  aid   roads,  powers   and   duties   of 

secretary  respecting,  95  et  seq. 
Future  trading  act,  misceillaneous  powers 

under,   10-11 
Highways,  powers   under   federal  highway 

act,  95  et  seq. 
Investigation  of  market  conditions  of  grain, 

grain  products,  etc.,  10 
Investigation    of   operations    of    1)oards    of 

trade,  10 
Mem'ber  of  commission  for  enforcement  of 

future  trading  act,  8 
Packers  and  stockyards  act,  power  under, 

see  Packers;    Stockyards 
Perishable   farm   products   received    in    in- 
terest commerce,  certificates  as  to  quality 

and  condition.  3 
Powers  of  council  of  national  defense  over 

highways    transferred    to    Secretary    of 

Agriculture,  95-96 
Reports,  market  conditions  of  grain,  grain 

products,  etc.,   10 
Statistics  gathered  from  investigations  of 

boards  of  trade,  publication,  10 

SECRETARY  OF  COMMERCE 

Assistant  director  of  coast  and  gc«xletif 
survey,  designation   by  secretary,  23 

Immigration  law,  duties  under,  107 

Member  of  commission  for  enforcement  of 
future  trading  act,  8 

Suspension  of  work  in  census  office,  18 

SECRETARY  OF  INTERIOR 

Hospitals  in  Alaska,  power  to  prescribe  rea- 
son abde  charges,   13 
Judicial  review  of  official  acts,  470  note 

SECRETARY  OF  LABOR 

Immigration  law,  duties  under,  107 
Supervision  of  children's  bureau  in  admin- 
istering maternitv  and  infancv  act,  93- 
94 

SECRETARY  OF  NAVY 

Fisheries  in  Pearl  Harbor,  Island  of  Oahii, 
Hawaii,  purchase  or  condemnation,  72 

Member  of  commission  to  recommend 
memorials,  etc.,  in  Arlington  Memorial 
Amphitheater,   16 
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SECRETARY  OF  STATE 

Ck)n&titutionajl   amendments,    duty   of    sec- 
retary to  proclaim,  781  note 
Immigration  law,  duties  under,  107 

SECRETARY  OF  TREASURY 

Aftcertainment  and  proclamation  of  value 
of  foreign  coins,  42-43 

Certifying  state  appropriations  for  ma- 
ternity and  infancy,  92-93 

Deposit  of  government  funds  in  land 
banks,  4 

Director  of  war  finance  corporation,  ap- 
pointment by  joint  resolution,  27 

Division  of  bookkeeping  and  warrants,  duty 
of  compiling  estimates  transferred  to 
bureau  of  budget,  59-60 

Dumping  investigations,  publication  of 
findings,  37 

Hospitals,  additional  facilities,  supervi- 
sion of  work,  104 

Regulations  for  collecting  tax  on  sales  of 
grain  for  future  delivery,  publication,  9 

Regulations  relating  to  importers,  440  note 

Tax  on  sales  of  grain  for  future  delivery, 
authority  to  prescribe  mode  of  collec- 
tion, 9 

Undersecretary,  creation  of  office,  308 

SECRETARY  OF  WAR 

Claims  for  property  destroyed  or  injured 
in  military  service,  examination  and  ad- 
justment, 22 

Highways,  aid  in  construction,  96,  315 

Member  of  commission  to  recommend 
memorials,  etc,  in  Arlington  Memorial 
Amphitheater,  16 

Riding  horses  suitable  for  army,  acceptance 
of  donations  to  encourage  breeding,  320 

SEDITIOUS  CONSPIRACY 

Forcible  resistance,  689  note 
Indictment,  689  note 
Overt  act,  689  note 

Violation  of  selective  service  act  and  es- 
pionage act,  689  note 

SEI^CTIVE  DRAFT 

Aliens  declaring  intention  to  become  cit- 
izens, withdrawal  of  declaration,  809 
note 

Bonus  under  state  law,  rejection  at  mobil- 
ization camp  as  defeating  right,  804  note 

Conspiracy  to  violate  act,   689  note 

Conspiracy  to  violate  draft  laws,  804  note 

Court  martial,  jurisdiction  to  try  draft 
evader,    805    note 

Draft  board,  review  of  work  of  board,  805 
note 

Evasion  of  draft,  jurisdiction  of  court- 
martial  to  try  evader,  805  note 

Exemptions 
Certificate  of  conditional  exemption,  re- 
vocation, 804  note 
Effect  of  claiming  exemption,   804  note 
Habeas   corpus   to  enforce   right  of   ex- 
emption, 804  note 
Industrial  exemption,  804  note 

Houses  of  ill  fame  near  camps,  806  note 


SEUBOTIVE  DRAFT— (Oonf '(2) 

Induction  into  military  service,  804  note 

Intoxicating  liquors,  prohibiting  sales  to 
soldiers,  805  note 

Keeping  house  of  ill  fame  in  violation  of 
act,  keeper  of  house  as  principal,  710 
note 

Obstruction  of  draft  as  ground  for  dis- 
barment of  attorney,  8(H  note 

Offenses,  805  note 
Offenses  against  draft  law  not  affected  by 
declaration   terminating  war  with  Ger- 
many, 69-70 

Punishment  of  offenses  under  draft  act  not 
affected  l>y  termination  of  war,  316 

Questionnaire,   see   Registration,  infra 

Registration 
Notice  of  induction,  computing  time  for 

giving,  804  note 
Notice  to  appear  for  examination,  804 
note 

Questionnaire,  knowledge  of  rules  gov- 
erning, 804  note 

SELF-IKCRIMIirATION 

See  Cbiminal  Law 

SENATE 
See  C0I7QRESS 

SERBS,  CROATS  AHD  SLOVENES 

Acquisition  of  legation  or  consular  build- 
ings and  grounds  at  Belgrade,  appro- 
priation, 48 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

SERVICE  OF  PROCESS 

See  Process 

SHEPPARD-TOWNER  ACT 

See  Health  ath)  Quabantinb 


Annual  occupation  tax,  197 

SHIPPING  AND  NAVIGATION 

See  Admiralty ;    Collisions;   Seamen 
Appliances,    suspension    of    rules    by    war 

regulations,  770  note 
Bills  of  health  for  vessels  bound  for  ports 

of  the  United  States,  its  possessions  or 

dependencies,  90 
Collisions  between  vessels,  see  Oollisions 
Discontinuance  of  carriage  by  water,  534 

note 
Emergency  Fleet  corporation 

Actions    against    corporation,    775,    776 
note 

Compensation   of   officers  and  employees 
limited,  285 

Conjitruction     contracts,     provision     for 
compensation   of  contractors,  285 

Construction    of   vessels,    new    contracts 
or  work  prohibited,  284-285 

Expenses  for  year  ending  June  30,  1922, 
sources  of  payment,  284-285 

Jurisdiction  of  actions  against  corpora- 
tion, 776  note 
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AND        NAVIGATION  — 

{Cont'd) 
Emergency  Fleet  corporation — (Cont'd) 
Printing,    further    expenses   for    prohib- 
ited,  285 
Rent  of  buildings  in  District  of  Colum- 
bia, 265 
Government      owned      vessels,     exemption 

from  arrest,  778  note 
Lien   for   necessaries 

Account  admitted  or  paid  in  part,  col- 
lection under  admiralty  lien,  774  note 
Charterer's  authority  to  bind  vessel,  774 
note 
Lien  for  necessaries 
Coal  as  necessary,  772  note 
Construction  work,  773  note 
Credit  given  to  vessel,  773  note 
Gasoline  as  necessary,  772  note 
Identity  of  vessel  lost,  773  note 
Managing  officer  of  corporation,  author- 
ity to  bind  vessel,  774  note 
Master's  authority   to   bind  vessel,   774 

note 
Persons  entitled  to  liens,  772  note 
Repairs  and  supplies,  770  note 
Repairs  on  boat  under  charter,  773  note 
Restaurant  supplies  as  necessaries,  772 

note 
State  laws  superseded,  774  note 
Waiver  of  lien,  774  note 
What   constitutes   necessaries,   772   note 
Medals  of  merit  to  personnel  of  merchant 
marine 
Acts   done   during   war   with   Germany, 

284 
Additional  bar  or  other  emblem  for  ad- 
ditional deeds  of  service,  284 
Deceased  persons,  medals  issued  to  rep- 
resentatives, 284 
Design  of  medal,  28^-284 
One  person  entitled  to  one  medal  only, 

284 
Period  of  issue,  284 
Presentation    by   President   but   not   in 

name  of  Congress,  283-284 
Rules    and'    regulations,    President    au- 
thorized to  make,  284 
Successive  deeds  of  service,  how  recog- 
nized,  284 
Mutiny   on   shipboard,   attempt   to  incite, 

710  note 
Negligence   of   unlicensed    officer,   liability 

of  shipowner,  670  note 
Quarantine,    fees   imposed    on    vessels,    90 
Registry     of    vessels,    vessels    purchased, 
chartered  or  leased  from  shipping  board, 
775  note 
Shipping  board,   see   United    States   ship- 
ping board,  infra 
Shipping   board,    compiensation    of   officers 

and  employees  limited,  285 
Stamp  taxes  on  passage  tickets,  208 
United  States  Shiping  Board 

See  Emergency  fleet  corporation,  supra 
Creation,   775  note 
Functions  of  baard,  776  note 
Registry     of     vessels     purchased     from 
board,  775  note 


AND        NAVIGATION  ^ 

(Cont'd) 

United  States  Shipping  Board — (Cont'd) 
Shipping  board  as  governmental  agency, 
776  note 

Workmen's  compensation  acts  not  applica- 
ble to  injuries  within  admiralty  juris- 
diction, 643  note 

SHIPPING  BOABB 

See  Shifpino  and  NAvioation 


Americaji  prisoners  in  Siam,  cost  of  main- 
tenance, 49 

Envoy  eirtraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

Interpreter  to  legation  and  consul  general, 
salary,  47 

SLAVES 

See  INVOLTJNTABX  Sebvitude 

SNUFF 

See  Tobacco  Tax 

SOFT  DRINKS 

See  Tax  on  Bbvebages 

SOIiDCBRS  AND  SAII.ORS  GIVII.  RE- 
I.IEF  ACT 

Act  as  exercise  of  war  power  of  congress, 

825  note 
Civilian   captain   of  transport  not  within 

protection  of  act,  779  note 
Computing  period  for  bringing  action,  779 

note 
Constitutionality  of  act,  779  note 
Default  judgments 

Affidavit  as  to  military  service,  time  for 
filing,  779  note 

Compliance  with  requirement  of  act,  779 
note 

Opening    default,    meritorious    defense, 
779  note 

Opening    default,    time    of    application, 
779  note 
Eviction    proceeding,  leave   of   court,   780 

note 
Induction  into  service  as  essential  to  ap- 
plication of  act,  779  note 
.Secured   obligations    affected   by   act,    780 

note 
Staying    action    on    contract,    interest    of 

soldier    extinguished    before    war,    779 

note 
Termination    of    military    service,    effect, 

779  note 

SaiiDIERS'  HOBIES 

Hospitals,  property  of  National  Rome  for 
Disabled  Volunteer  Soldiers  not  avail- 
able for,  104 

Veterans'  bureau,  director  authorized  to 
utilize  facilities  of  homes,  323 

SORGHUM 

Tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery,  see 
FuTUBE  Trading  Act 
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SOirrH  AMERICA 

Alien   resident   in   South  America   as   af- 
fected by  act  limiting  immigration,  107 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Boundary  waters,  agreements   with  other 
states  as  to  jurisdiction,  286 

SPAIN 

Ambassador    extraordinary    and    minister 
plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 

SPIRITS 

See  Tax  on  Beverages 

STAMP  TAXES 

Articles  requiring  stamps,  see  Instruments 

and  articles  requiring  stamps,  infra 
Assistant  treasurer   or  designated   deposi- 
tary, distribution  of  stamps  to,  205 
Bills  and  notes 

Amount  of  tax,  207 

Bank  notes  not  taxable,  207 

Notes   secured   by   obligation   of  United 
States  not  taxable,  207-208 
Bonds 

Amount  of  tax,  205-206 

Penal  bonds,  205-206 
Building  associations,  stamps  not  required 

on  stocks  or  bonds,  203 
Capital  stock 

Agreements  to  sell  shares,  206 

Amount  of  tax,  206 

Certificate  without  face  value.  206 

Deposit  of  certificates  as  collateral  se- 
curity not  taxable,  206 

Evasion  or  attempt  to  evade  tax,  pen- 
alty,  206-207 

Original  Issue,  206 

Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  tax,  206-207 

(Sales  of  shares,  206 

iStamps  attached  to  stock  book  and  not 
to  certificates  on  original  issue,  206 

Stamps  placed  on  books  of  corporation 
when  books  are  only  evidence  of  trans- 
fer, 206 

Transfers   to  brokers  for   sale  not  tax- 
able, 206 
Certificates  in  exchange  for  stock  as  sub- 
ject  to   tax,    500  note 
Certificates    of    indebtedness,    amount    of 

tax,  206 
Checks   payable   otherwise   than    at    sight 

or  on  demand,  207 
Cleaning  used  stamps,  penalty,  204 
Collector  required  to  supply  stamps.  205 
Contracts  for  sale  of  grain  for  future  de- 
livery, 9 
Conveyances  of  real  property,  208 
Corporate  bonds,  amount  of  tax,  205-206 
Customhouse  entries,  208 
Debentures,  amount  of  tax,  205-206 
Deeds   conveying  real   property,  208 
Distribution  of  stamps,  205 
District    of    Columbia,    (securities,    stamps 

not  required,  203 
Drafts  payable  otherwise  than  at  sight  or 

on  demand,  207 


STAMP  TAXES  ^{ConVd) 

Entry  for  withdrawal  of  goods  from  cus- 
toms  bonded   warehouse,   208 
Entry  of  goods  at  customhouse,  208 
Exemptions 
Bond  of   indemnity   required   to   secure 
pension,  allowance,  etc.,  from  United 
States,   203 
District    of    Columbia,    obligations    of, 

203 
Foreign     governments,     obligations     of. 

203 
Government  bonds,  203 
Municipalities,  obligations  of,  203 
Notes   secured   bv   obligation    of   United 

States,  207-208 
Obligations      of     government,      federal, 

state  or   foreign,   203 
States,  obligations  of.  203 
Stocks  and  bonds  of  cooperative  build- 
ing and  loan  associations,  203 
Territories,  obligations  of,  203 
United  States,  obligations  of,  203 
Foreign  government  bonds,  stamps  not  re- 
quired, 203 
Fraudulently  using  stamps  removed   from 
articles   requiring   to  be   stamped,   pen- 
alty, 204 
Fraudulent     removal     of     stamps     from 

stamped  articles,  penalty.  204 
Government  obligations,   federal,   state   or 

national,  stangps  not  required,  203 
Indemnity    ibond    to    secure    payment    of 
pension,  etc.,  stamps  not  required,  203 
Instrtmients  and  articles  requiring  stamps 
Bonds  generally,  205 
Certificates   in   exchange   for   stock,   500 

note 
Certificates  of  indebtedness.  205 
Checks  payable  otherwise  than  at  sight 

or  on  demand,  207 
Conveyances,   208 
Corporate   bonds    and   obligations,   205- 

206 
Debentures,  205 
Deeds,  208 
Drafts  payable  otherwise  than  at  sight 

or  on  demand,  207 
Entry    for    withdrawal    of    goods    from 

customs  bonded   warehouse,  208 
Entry  of  goods  at  customhouse.  208 
Insurance   policies,   208 
Passage  tickets.  208 
Penal  bonds,     206 
Playing  cards  208 
Powers  of  attorney,  208 
Produce  sales  on  exchange,  207 
Promissory  notes,   207 
Proxies    for    voting    at    corporate    elec- 
tions. 208 
Renewals  of  taxable  instruments,  206 
Stock  certificates,  206 
Stock   issued   in   payment   for   propertv. 

504  note 
Temporary  bonds,  500  note 
Stock  transfers,  206 
Instruments  not  requiring  stamps,  see  Ex- 
emptions, supra 
Insurance   policies,   208 
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STAMP  TAXES  -^{Confd) 
Irrigation  companies,  stamps  not  required 

on  stocks  or  bonds,  203 
Loss  of  stamps  from  tax  paid  articles,  re- 
stamping,  221 
Municipal  bonds,  stamps  not  required,  203 
Note  without  stamps  as  evidence,  504  note 
Offenses 

Acceptance    of    instrument   without   full 

pajTuent  of  tax,  204 
Failure  to  pay  tax  or  cancel  stamps,  204 
Forged  or  counterfeited  stamps,  fraudu- 
lent use  of,  204 
Fraudulently  removing  stamp  from  arti- 
cles required  to  be  stamped,  204 
Fraudulently  using  any  stamp  which  has 
been  removed  from  another  article,  204 
Issuing  instrument  without  full  payment 

of  tax,  204 
Making,  signing,  issuing  or  accepting  in- 
strument   without    payment    of    full 
amount  of  tax,  204 
Manufactured    articl-es    subject    to    tax 

without  full  payment,  204 
Penalty  for  tampering  with  stamped  in- 
struments, 204 
Possession   of  washed,   restored,   altered 

or  removed  stamps,  204 
Punishment   for  failure   to   pay   tax   or 

cancel  stamps,  204 
Restoring  or  cleaning  used  stamps,  204 
Signing  instrument  without  full  payment 

of  tax,  204 
Using    stamps    without   cancellation    or 
obliteration,  204 
Passage  tickets,  208 

Pension,  indemnity  bond  to  secure   allow- 
ance, not  required  to  be  stamped,  203 
Playing  cards,  208 

Postmasters,  distribution  of  stamps  to,  205 
Power  of  attorney,  208 
Produce,  sales  on  exchange,  207 
Promissory  notes,  see  Bills  and  notes,  supra 
Proxies   for  voting  at   corporate   election, 

208,  486  note 
Kailroad  tickets,  208 
Recovery  of   tax   wrongfully   exacted,   501 

note 
Renewal   instruments  taxed  as  new   issue, 

206 
Restamping    tax    paid    goods    on    loss    of 

stamps,  221 
Restoring  used  stamps,  penalty,  204 
Stamps 

Assistant    treasurer    or    designated    de- 
positary, distribution  of  stamps  to.  205 
•Cancellation  of  stamps,  method,  204 
Cancelling  used  stamps,  penalty  for  fail- 
ure, 204 

Collectors  required  to  furnish  stamps, 
205 

Distribution  of  8tamj)s,  205 

Fraudulently  removing  stamps  from  in- 
strument or   package,   204 

Fraudulently  using  stamp  removed  from 
instrument  or  package,  204 


STAMP  TAXIES  ^{Confd) 
Stamps — {Oonfd) 

Having  possession  of  washed  or  restored 
stamps,  penalty,  204 

Postmasters,   distribution   of  8tamp«   to, 
205 

Preparation  of  stamps,  205 

Washing  or  restoring  used  stamps,  204 
State  bonds,  stamps  not  required,  203 
Tax  imposed  as  in  lieu  of  former  taxes,  203 
Temporary  bonds  as  subject  to  tax,  500  note 
Territorial  bonds,  stamps  not  required,  20S 
Things  requiring  stamps,  see  Instruments 

and  articles  requiring  stamps,  sti^pra 
Using  washed  or  restored  stamps,  penaltv. 

204 
Washing  used  stamps,  penalty,  204 

STANDARD  TIME 

See  Time 

STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Constitutional  amendments,  proclamation 
by  secretary  of  state,  781  note 

War  Trade  Board  section  abolished  and 
clerks  transferred  to  Treasury  Depart- 
ment,  44-45 

War  lYade  Section,  ofiSce  appliances  trans- 
ferred to  Treasury  Department,  65 

STATE  UkW  IN  FEDERAX  COURTS 

Admiralty  proceedings,  627  note 

Bailments,  627  note 

Bills  and  notes,  626  note 

Change  of  state  decisions,  625  note 

Commercial  paper,  626  note 

Common  law,  questions  of,  625  note 

Conflicting  decisione  of  state  courts,  625 
note 

Constitutional  questions,  625  note 

Contracts,  construction,  626  note 

Corporations,  626  note 

Criminal  cases,  414  note 

Damages,  626  note 

Deeds,  626  note 

Evidence,  626  note 

Exemptions  from  taxation,  627  note 

Federal  questions,  625  note 

Guaranty  contracts,  626  note 

Leases,  626  note 

Limitation  of  actions,  626  note 

Local  cases,  625  note 

Mental  anguish  as  damages,  627  note 

Mortgages,  626  note 

Municipal  and  quasi  municipal  corpora- 
tions, 627  note 

Negligence,  627  note 

Personal  property,  sales,  etc.,  627  note 

Real  property,  title  and  incidents,  628  note 

Rul^s  of  property,  625  note 

S1:atutory  questions,  625  note 

Taxation,  627  note 

Telegraph  and  telephone  companies,  627 
note 

ITnwritten  law,  questions  of,  625  note 

\^'ater  rights,  628  note 

Wills,  028  note 

Witnesses,  620  note 
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STATE  PRACTICE 

See  Ck>NFOBMiTY  Act 

STATES 

Bonds  of  state  not  required  to  be  stamped, 

203 
Boundary    waters,    corapaHs    lx»tween    cer- 
tain states  as  to  jurisdiotion  authorized, 

286 
Colors,   standards,  etc.,  of  national  guard 

used   in   war   with    Germany,   return   to 

states,  317 
Compact  between  certain  states  authorize:! 

for  apportionment  of  water*  of  Colorado 

river,  280 
Compacts  authorized  between  certain  states 

as  to  jurisdiction  oveV  boundary  waters. 

286 
Compacts    between    states,    relocating    and 

marking  old  boundary  line,  830  note 
Federal  aid  in  promotion   of  welfare  and 

hygiene    of    maternity    and    infancy,    90 

et  seq. 
Food  and  drugs  act  as  affecting  state  legis- 
lation. 444  note 
Gifts  or  bequests  to  state,  exemption  from 

federal  estate  tax,  178 
Highway  construction,  loan  of  tractors  1>> 

War  Department  to  states,  31  o 
Injuncti<m    by    federal    court    against    en- 
forcement of  judgment   fraudulently  ob- 

taine<l  in   state  court,  614  note 
Injunction    to    stay    proceedings    in    state 

courts,  614  note 
Judgment  of  state  court,  power  of  federal 

court  to  enjoin  enforcement,  614  note 
Jurisdiction  of  stat^  courts  over  injury  t^) 

federal     employees     in     Muscle     Shoals 

nitrate  plant,  826  note 
Maternity    and    infancy,    federal    aid    and 

cooperation     to     promote     welfare     and 

hygiene,  90  et  seq 
Particular  states,  matters  relating  to,  so" 

various  states  enumerated  in  this  inde-: 
Payment  of  federal  special  tax  not  to  affe  t 

application   of  state  laws,  198 
Police  power  as  reserved  to  states,  848  note 
Reimbursement    for    expenses    in    eradicat- 
ing pink  boUworm,  4  5 
Reserved  powers,  819,  848  note 
Stamps  not  required  on  state  bonds,  203 
Stay   of   proceedings    in    state   courts,    614 

note 
Suits  against  state  officers.  849  note 
Suits  against  states,  admiralty  iurisdi-  tion. 

848  note 
Telegraph  or  telephone  service  to  state  not 

taxable,  184 
Unconstitutional    statutes,    restraining    en- 
forcement, 618  note 

STATISTICS 

Powers  and  duties  of  bureau  of  statistics 
transferred  to  bureau  of  markets  and 
crop  estimates,  3 

STATUTE  OF  LIMITATIONS 

Criminal  prosecution,  33 


STEAM  VESSEIiS 

Injuries  to  passengers,  781  note 

STIPULATIONS 

Government  bonds,  deposit  in  lieu  of  sure- 
ties authorized,  301 

STOCKYARDS 

Acts  prohibited,  see  Unfair  and  discrimi- 
natory practices,  infra. 
Agent's  act  or  omission  as  chargeable  to 

principal,  300 
Attorney  general  to  prosecute  violation  of 

law,  300 
Changes  in  rates  and  charges,  295 
Commerce 

Articles   considered   to  be    in    commerce, 
when,  290 

Definition,  289 

"  State  "  as  including  territory,  Distriet 
of    Columbia,    possessions    of    United 
States,  and  foreign  nations, .  290 
Complaints 

Damages,  order  by  secretary  to  pay,  297 

Dismissal  of  complaint,  297 

Form  of  complaint,  296 

Inquiries   by  secretary   on   own   motion, 
297 

Investigation  by  secretary'  of  complaints 
by  agency  of  state  or  territory,  297 

Persons  entitled  to  make  complaints,  290 

State  agency  making  compliaint,  investi- 
gation by  secretary,  297 

Territorial  agency  making  complaint,  in- 
vestigation by  secretary,  297 

Time  of  making  complaint,  296 

Unreasonable   rates  and   charges,  power 
of  secretary  to  remedy,  297-298 
Criminal  prosecution  for  violation  of  law 

relating  to  rates  and  charges,  296 
Dealers 

Agent's  act  or  omission  as  chargeable  to 
principal,  300 

Definition,  293 

Records,  duty  to  keep,  299 

Registration  of  persons  carrying  on  busi- 
ness at  stockyards,  294 
Deceptive    practices,    see    Unfair    and    dis- 
criminatory practices,  infra 
Definitions 

"  Commerce,"  289 

"Dealer,"  293 

"  Live  stock,"  289 

"  Live-stock  products,"  289 

"  Market  agencv,"  293 

"  Meat  food  products,"  289 

"Person,"  289 

"  Secretary,"  289 

"  Stockvard   owner,"   293 

"  Stockvard  services,"  293 
Discrimination,  see  Unfair  and  discrimina- 
tory practices,  infra 
Federal  trade   commission   laws   applicable 

to  stockvards,  300 
Federal   trade   commission,   power   not   af- 
fected by  packers  and  stockyards  act,  301 
Injunction   to  enforce  orders  of  secret^iry, 

299 
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STOCKYARDS  —  ( ConVd ) 

Interstate    commerce    commission,    powers 
not  affected  by  packers  and  stockholders 
act,  300-301 
Laws  affecting  other  subjects,  application. 

300 
Live  stock  defined,  289 
Live-stock  products  defined,  289 
3Iarket  agency 
Agent's  act  or  omission  as  chargeable  to 

principal,  300 
Definition,  293 
Duty    to    furnish    reasonable    stockyard 

services,  294 
Reasonable     regulations    and     practicc!=(, 

duty  to  establish  and  enforce,  290 
Records,  duty  to  keep,  299 
Registration  of  persons  carrying  on  busi- 
ness at  stockvard,  294 
Schedules  of  rates  and  charges,  posting 
and  filing,  294 
Meat  food  products  defined,  289 
Offenses,  see  Complaints,  supra 
Orders  of  Secretary 
Duration,  298-299 
Failure    to    obey    orders,    forfeiture    of 

money,  299 
Injunction  to  enforce  orders  of  secretary. 

299 
Laws  affecting  orders  of  interstate  com- 
merce conmiission,  applicability,  299 
Penalty  for  failure  to  ol)ey  orders,  299 
Time  of  taking  effect,  298 
Packers   and   stockyards   act,  text  of   act, 

289  et  seq. 
Penalty   for   violation   of   law   relating   to 

rates  and  charges,  296 
"  Person  "  as  including  corporations,  part- 
nerships, etc.,  289 
Place,  establishment,  or  facility  constitut- 
ing  stockvards   within   meaning  of   act, 
294 
Provisions  of  act  as  affecting  proceedings 

under  other  specified  acts,  300 
Public  notice  of  stockyards  affected  by  act. 

294 
Rates  or  charges  for  stockyard  services 
Changes  in  rates  and  cliarges.  295 
Date    of    taking    effect,    schedule    must 

show,  295 
Discriminatory    rates,    power    of    secre- 
tary to  remedy,  298 
Discriminatory  rates  prohibited,  294 
Fine   or    imprisonment   for    violation    of 

law,  296 
Hearing  concerning   lawfulness   of   rates 

and  charges,  295 
Penalty  for  violation  of  law,  296 
Reasonable  rates  required.  294 
Rejection  of  schedule  for  noncompliance 

with  law,  295 
Schedule  of  rates  and  charges,  form  and 

contents,  295 
Schedule   of  rates   and  charges,   posting 

copies   in   stocUyards,   294 
Scliedule  rates  as  binding.  295 
Unreasonable    rates   and   charges,   power 
of  secretary  to  remedv,  297-298 


STOOKYABBS  —  ( Cont'd) 
Records 

Duty  of  stockyard  owner,  market  agency 
and  dealer  to  keep  records,  299 

Penalty  for  failure  to  keep  records,  299 
Registration  of  market  agencies  at  stock- 
yards 

Penalty  for  noncompliance  with  require- 
ment, 294 

Requirement,  294 
Regulations  governing  service,  duty  to  e>- 

tablish  and  enforce,  296 
Schedules  of  rates  and  charges,  295 
Secretary  of  Agriculture 

See  Orders  of  secretary,  supra 

Cooperation     with     other    governmental 
agencies,  301 

Damages,   award   on   hearing  complaint, 
297 

Expenses  authorised.  301 

Hearing   concerning   la>vfulnes$$   of   rates 
and  charges,  295 

Investigation  of  complaints,  296  297 

Officers  and  employees,  power  to  appoint, 
remove,  and  fix  compensation,  301 

Orders   of    secretarv,    enforcement,    29C. 
298-299 

Orders  of  secretarv,  operation  and  cTcct. 
298-299 

Orders,  power  to  make,  301 

Public   notice  of   stockvards   affected    I»v 
act,  duty  to  give,  294 

Rates    and    charges,    power    concerning. 
297-298 

Registration     of     persons     engaged     in 
stockyards  business,  294 

Rules   and   regulations,   power   to   make, 
301 

Schedules  of  rates  and  charges,  refusal 
to  file,  295 
Size  of  stockyard  as  affecting  application 

of  act,  294 
Stockyard  owners 

Agent's   act   or   omission   as   chargeable 
to  principal,  300 

Definition,  290 

Records,  duty  to  keep,  299 
Stockvard  services 

Definition.  293 

Duty  to  furnish  on  request,  294 

Rates  or  charges,  294-295 
Unfair  and  discriminatory  practices 

Prahibition,  298 

Remedy  for  imfair  practices,  etc.,  29S 
Violation  of  law 

Complaint    against    offenders,    see   C<»ni- 
plaints,   supra 

Criminal  prosecutions,  296 

Damages,    liability    to   persons    injured, 
296 

Penalty,  296 

Proceedings  against  offenders,  see  Com- 
plaints, supra 

Prosecution  by  attorney  general,  300 

STREET  FAIRS 

Special  tax  imposed  on  street  fairs,  19? 

STRIKES 

Injunction  to  prevent  strike,  633-637  note 
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SUPREME  COURT 

Certiorari   to   District  of   Columbia  court 

of  appeals,  G12  note 
Circuit  court  of  appeals 

Certifyinjij  questions,  610  note 

Certiorari  to  review  final  decisions,  610 
note 
Court  of  Claims,  appeals  from,  611   note 
District  court 

Constitutional    questions    in    issue,    609 
note 

Final  judgment,  607  note 

Frivolous   grounds   of   appeal,   607   note 

HaheaA  corpus.  607  note 

jurisdiction   of  court   in   issue,   607-609 
note 

Moot   questions,   607    note 

Porto    Rico   district    court,    supervisory 
jurisdiction.   607   note 

Porto    Rico   district,    supervisory    juris- 
diction,  607   note 

Prize  cases,  609  note 

Scope  of  review,  609  note 
District  of  Columbia,  review  of  decisions 

of  court  of  appeals,  611  note 
Federal  question 

Fictitious,   frivolous   or  moot  questions, 
605  note 

Reviewability  generallv,  605  note 
Habeas  corpus,  appeal  direct  to  supreme 

court.  607  note 
Iniunction,    power    of    justices    to    grant, 

614  note 
Mandamus,  power  to  issue,  60,3  note.  613 

note 
Original   jurisdiction 

Mandamus,  60.3  note 

Procedure,   60.3  note 

Prohibition,  power  to  issue,  603  note 

State  again«t  state,  60.3  note 

Writs,  limitation  on  right  to  issue,  603 
note 
Porto     Rico     di«*trict     court,     supervisory 

iurisd'ction,  307  note 
Porto  Rico,  review  of  decision  of  supreme 

court.  637  note 
Prohibition,   power  to   issue.   603  note 
Review  of  cases  tried  below  by  court  with- 
out jury,  639  note 
State  courts 

Federal  questions,  605  note 

Fictitious  or  frivolous  federal  question. 
605  note 

"Highest"  court  of  statp.  605  yinte 

Local  and  general  laws,  605  note 

Moot   federal   question,  605  note 

Ouestions  of  fact.  605  note 

Questions  reviewable.  605  note 

State   practice   as   determininsr   whether 
federal    question    is    raised,    605    note 

State  procedure,  606  note 
Time  for  taking  appeal,  etc.,  644  note 
Writs,   power   to   issue,   613  note 

SUPREME  TJLW  OF  LAND 

Acts  of  congress,  836  note 
Federal  constitution,  836  note 
Treaties,  836  note 


SURVEYORS  OENERAI. 

See  Public  Lands 


Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

SWITZERIiANB 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

TARIiE  WATERS 

See  Tax  on  Beverages 

TAKING  PRIVATE  PROPERTY  FOR 
PUBUC  USE 

See  Eminent  Domain 

TANGIER 

Salary  of  agent  and  consul  general,  47 

TARIFF 

See  Customs  Duties 

TARIFF  COMMISSION 

Additional  compensation  of  employees,  275 

TAXATION 

See  Customs  Duties;  Internal  Revenue 
Double    taxation,    federal    and    territorial 

tax,  340  note 
Federal  land  banks  and.  joint  stock  land 

banks,    exemption    from    local    taxation, 

340  note 
New  taxes  to  meet  deficiency   in   budget, 

recommendation  by  president,  57 
Philippine  Islands,  power  to  tax,  819  note 
Power  of  congress  to  lay  and  collect  taxes, 

duties,  etc.,  819  note 
State  taxation  as  denial  of  due  process  of 

law,    injunction    in   federal    courts,   572 

note 
Uniformity,  820  note 
United  States  securities  exempt  from  state 

taxation,  716  note 

TAX  ON  ADMISSIONS  AND  DUES 

Admission    defined,    191 

Agricultural  fairs,  exemption  of  admis- 
sion to  or  performances  for  benefit  of, 
191 

American  Legion,  exemption  of  perform- 
ances for  benefit  of,  191 

Amount  of  tax 

Admissions   generally,    190 

Box  holders  in  opera  house,  191 

Cabaret  performances,  191 

Club  dues  and  fees,   192 

Exemption    of    admissions    costing    ten 

cents  or  less.   190 
Opera,  permanent  use  of  boxes  or  seat^, 

191 
Poof  grarden  performances,  191 
Tickets  sold  at  hotels,  news  stands,  etc., 

additional  tax,  190 
Tickets  sold   in  excess  of  regular  price, 
additional    tax,    190 

Charitable  organizations,  exemption  of 
performances  for  benefit  of,  191 

Civic  improvement,  exemption  of  perform- 
ances for  benefit  of,  191 

Club  dues  and  fees,  192 


982 


INDEX 


TAX   ON   ADMISSIONS   AND   DUES  — 

(Cont'd) 

Collection  of  tax,  192 

Community  center  moving-picture  theater, 
exemption  of  performances  for  benefit 
of,  191 

Cruelty  to  children  or  aniroaln,  exemption 
of  performances  for  benefit  of,  191 

Definition  of  admission,   191 

Educational  organizations,  exemption  of 
performances  for  benefit  of,  191 

Exemptions 
Admissions  costing  ten  cents  or  less.  190 
Performances    for    benefit    of    religious, 
educational     oj    charitable    purposes, 
191 

Exhibitions  exempt  from  tax,  191 

Life  membership  of  clubs,  etc.,  tax  on,  192 

Name  of  seller  of  ticket  required  to  ap- 
pear thereon.  191 

Opera,  tax  on  persons  having  permanent 
use  of  boxes  or  seats,  191 

Penalty  for  failure  to  mark  on  ticket  pric? 
and  name  of  seller,   191 

Persons  in  militarv  or  naval  forces,  ex- 
emption  of  performances  for  benefit  of, 
191 

Price  of  admission  to  appear  on  ticket, 
191 

Rate  of  tax,  sfee  Amount  of  tax,  suvra 

Religious  organ izat ion «.  exemption  of  per- 
formances for  benefit  of,  1911 

Symphony  orchestrp*;.  exemption  of  per- 
formances for  maintenance  of,  191 

Ticket  or  card  of  admission  required  to 
show  name  of  seller,  191 

Tickets  or  cards  to  show  price  of  admis- 
sion, 191 

TAX  ON  BEVERAGES 

Alcohol,     production     from     high     proof 

spirits,  185 
Amount  of  tax,  184  rt  seq. 
Carbonic  acid  gas.   186 
Cereal  drinks.   185 
Distilled  spirits  and  wines 

Amount  of  tax,  184 

Rectification,  production  of  absolute  al- 
cohol. 185 
Fountain  sirups.  185 
Fruit   iuices,  185 
Mineral  waters,  185 
Payment  of  taxes,  186 
Penalties  for  violations  of  law,  186 
Posting  certificate  of  registration,  186 
Prohibition  Act.  effpct  on  tax  imposed  on 

distilled  spirits.  502  note 
Rate  of  tax,  see  Amount  of  tax,  supra 
Registration  of  persons  subject  to  tax,  186 
Returns  bv  taxpayers,  186 
Soft  drinks 

Carbonic  acid  gas.  186 

Cereal  drinks,  185 

Fountain  sirups,  185 

Fruit   iuices.   185 

Mineral  waters.  185 

Still  drinks.  185 

Table  waters.   185 
Still   drinks,   185 


TAX  ON  BEVERAaES— (Cont'd) 
Sweet  cider  taxable  as  soft  drink,  502  note 
Table  waters,  185 

TAX    ON    TELEGRAPH    ANB    TEI.E- 
PHONE  MESSAGES 

Amount  of  tax,  183 

Charge  for  service  as  governing  amount  of 

tax,  183 
Collection  of  tax 

Monthly  returns  of  taxes  collected.   184 
Payment  of  taxes  collected  to  collector 

of  district,  186 
Penalty  for  failure  to  pay  over  taxes  to 

collector,   184 
Person  required  to  collect  tax,  184 
District  of   Columbia,  exemption  of   pay- 
ments    for     services    rendered    di»tri('t. 
184 
Exemption    of   payment   for   services    ren- 
dered to  United  States,  states,  etc..   184 
Leased  lines,  tax  on,  183-184 
Payment   of  tax.  person   liable,    184 
Penalty   for   failure   to   pay   over   to    col- 
lector taxes  collected,   184 
Person  liable  for  tax,  184 
Person  required  to  collect  tax,  184 
Refunding  tax  on  refund  of  payment  far 
service,   184 

Relaid  meaeages,  single  tax  only  imposed, 
183 

Special  service,  tax  on,  183-184 

States,  exemption  of  payments  for  service 

rendered  state,  184 
Territories,    exemption     of    payment     for 

services  rendered  territory,  184 

TAX  ON  TRANSPORTATION  FACUL- 
TIES 

Refunding  tax  on  mileage,  etc..  onlv  par- 
tially used  before  Jan.  1,  1922,  184 

TAX  SnCPUFICATION  BOARD 

See  Internal  Revenue 

TELEGRAPHS,      TELEPHONES      AND 
CABLES 

Consolidation  of  telephone  companies,  227 
Conversations,  tax   on,  see  Tax  on   Tel- 

EORAPH     AND     TEU-a^HONE     MESSAGES 

Government  control  as  defense  to  action 
782  note 

Interstate    commerce    act.    telegraph    com- 
panies as  subject  to.  506  note 

Interstate  message,  what   constitutes,   506 
note 

Limitation  of  liability  in  respect  of  inter- 
state messages,  506*  note 

:Nrent4il   anguish,   damages    for   mistake    in 
delivery  of  message,  507  note 

Mutual  or  cooperative  telephone  companies 
exempt  from  income  tax,  150 

Punitive  damages  for  negligence  in  deliv- 
ery of  message.  507  note 

Reasonableness     of     rules     on     telecrranh 
blanks,  507  note  " 

Schedules,  necessity  of  filing,  512  note 

Submarine  cables 

Government  control.  303 

Illegal  landing  or  operation,  injunction. 
304 
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TEI«EGItAPH8,     TEIiEPHONES     AKP 

C  ABIDES—  {Cont'd) 
Submarine  cables —  (ConVd) 

Landing  and  operation,  303 

License  to  operate,  303 

Power   of   president   to  prevent  landing, 
830  note 

Punishment  for  violation  of  law,  304 

Revocation  of  license  to  operate,  303 

Rights    accruing    under    act    subject    to 
rescission  and  modification,  304 

Transmission  ol  messages,  powers  of  in- 
terstate commerce  commission,  303 

United    States    defined    for    purposes    of 
act,  304 

Violation  of  law,  punishment,  304 
Tax  on  messages,  see  Tax  on  TeleoR/VPH 

AND  Telephone  Messages 

TERRITORIES 

See  Alaska;  Haw  ah;  Porto  Rrco 
Bonds    of    territory    not    required    to    Ix* 

stampet,  203 
Gift    or    bequest    to    territory,    exemption 

from  federal  estate  tax,  178 
Indians,  suits  to  enforce  restriction  as  to 

disposal  of  allotted  lands,  782  note 
Stamping  of  territorial  bond«  not  required, 

203 
Telegraph  or  telephone  service  to  territory 

not  taxable,  184 


Fort  Worth  constituted  port  of  entry,  45 

THEATERS  ANB  SKOWS 

Admission  tickets  required  to  show  price 
and  name  of  seller,  l&l 

Admissions,  tax  on,  see  Tax  on  Admis- 
sions AND  Dues 

Tax  on  admissions,  see  Tax  on  Admissions 
AND  Dues 

TICKETS  AND  FARES 

See  Cabbiess 

TIMBER   UkNDS   AND    FOREST    RE- 
SERVES 

Water  rights,  acquisition  by  municipality, 
783  note 

TIME 

"  Month  "   in   estate  tax  law   as   meaning 

calendar  month,  176 
Standard  central   time,   western   boundary 

line,  306 

TOBACCO  TAX 

Amount  of  tax 

Cigarette  papers,    188 

l^lanufactured  tobacco,   187 

Snuff,  187 
Cavendish,  form   and  w^eight  of   package.^. 

188 
Cigarette  papers 

Amount  of  tax,  188 

Purchased    by    cigarette    manufacturers, 
bond  to  pay  tax,  188 

Record  of  disposition  of  cigarette  paper 
purchased  in  tubes,  188 


TOBACCO  TAX -^(Oonfd) 

Cigarettes 
Amount  of  tax,  186 
Number  in  package,  187 
Stamping  packages,  187 

Cigars 

Amount  of  tax,  186 
Labels  on  boxes,  etc.,  187 
Price,  how  fixed,  187 

Clippings 

Sale  in  bulk  without  payment  of  tax,  18S 
Weight  of  packages,   187-188 

Fine  cut  chewing  tobacco,  weight  of  pack- 
ages, 187-188 

Forfeited  or  abandoned  tobacco,  cigars,  etc., 
disposition,  121 

Labels   on   boxes   and   other   containers  of 
cigars,  187 

Leaf  tobacco 

Bond  required  of  dealers,  189 
Inventory    of    tobacco    held,    owned    or 

stored,  189 
Invoices  of  purchases,  etc.,  189 
Number  assigned  to  each  dealer,  189 
Penalty  for  violation  of  law  bv  dealers, 

190 
Reports    by    dealers    as    to    purchases, 

sales,  etc.,  189 
Sales    and    shipments    by    dealers    regu- 
lated, 180 
Statement   by  dealers  under  oath,   con- 
tents,  189 
Storage  places,  statements  as  to  location, 

189 
Tax  on  tobacco  sold,  removed  or  shipped 

in  violation  of  law,  190 
Violation  of  law  by  dealers,  190 

Manufactured  tobacco 
Amount  of  tax,  187 

Name  of  manufacturer  on  packages,  188 
Packages,  weight  of,  187-188 
Packing,  materials  authorized  for,  188 
Packing,  regulations  by  commissioner  of 
internal  revenue,  188 

Manufacturers  subject  to  tobacco  tax,  198 

Perique  tobacco,  sale  in  bulk  without  pay- 
ment of  tax,  188 

Plug  tobacco,  form  and  weight  of  packages, 
188 

Rate  of  tax,  see  Amount  of  tax,  supra 

Small  cigars,  stamping  packages,  187 

Smoking  tobacco,  weight  of  packages,  187- 
188 

Snuflf 

Amount  of  tax,  187 

Sale  in  bulk  without  payment  of  tax,  188 

Weight  of  packages,  187 

Special  tobacco  manufacturer's  tax,   198 

Stamps 
Cigarettes  and  small  cigars,  187 
Labels    on    cigar    boxes,    correspondence 
with  tax  paid  stamps.  187 

Twist,  form  and  weight  of  packages,  188 

TORTS 

Admiralty  jurisdiction,  579  note 
Liability  of  government  for  acts  of  officers, 
624  note 
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TBADE     COMBINATIOirS     AND 
TRUSTS 

Application  of  art,  784  note 

Baseball   contracts   as   affecting  interstate 
commerce,  785  note 

Billposting    business    as    interstate    com- 
merce, 785  note 

Boycott,  injunction  against,  791  note 

Commerce  defined,  783  note 

Competition    in  business,   attempt   to   pre- 
vent, 788  note 

Construction  of  act,  783  note 

Corporations,    injunction    against    con«oli- 
dation,  787  note 

Damages,  recovery  by  persons  injured,  788 
note 

Definitions 

Commerce,  783  note 
Trade,  783  note 

Enforcing  provisions  of  act,  791  note 

Exclusive  privilege  given  to  transfer  com- 
pany by  railroad,  785  note 

Fixing  prices,  784  note 

Food   and   fuel   act  as  affecting  antitrust 
Iftw,  446  note 

Injunction  to  restrain  violation  of  act,  787 
note 

Injunctive    relief    by   private   parties,   791 
note 

Interstate   commerce   incidentally  affected, 
788  note 

Judgment  or  decree  a«  evidence,  790  note 

I^bor   organizations   not  within    act,    790 
note 

Price  fixing,  784  note 

Proceedings  under  act,  787  note 

Proceedings  under  act 
Evidence,  788  note 
Injunction  against  violation  of  act,  787 

note 
Jurisdiction,  787  note 
Persons  entitled  to  sue,  788  note 
Pleading,  788  note 
Remedies  and  relief,  787  note 

Reasonableness  of  restraint,  783  note 

Remedies  under  act,  787  note 

State  antitrust  laws  a6  infringed  by  patent 
rights,  825  note 

Rule  of  reason,  784  note 

Trade  defined,  783  note 

Violation  of  act,  787  note 

War  conditions,  effect,  784  note 

Abandonment,  798  note 

Assignments,  797  note 

Cancellation,  797  note 

Color  not  subject  of  trademark,  796  note 

Corporate   names   as   trademarks.    795 

l>escriptive  words,  795  note 

District  courts,  jurisdiction   in   trademark 
cases,  580  note 

Expired  patents.  796  note 

Function  of  trademark,  792  note 

Generic  names,  795  note 

Ct«ographical  names,  796  note 

Infringement,  580  note,  797  note 

Injunction  against  infringement,  797  note 

Insignia  and  symbols,  797  note 

Jurisdiction  in  trademark  cases,  580  note 


TBADE     COMBINATIONS     AND 

TRUSTS— (Confd) 
Loss  of  trademark  rights  797  note 
Names   as  trademarks,  795  note 
Particular  words,  names,  etc.,  793  note 
Period    of    usage    as    affecting    right,    792 

note 
Property  in  trademark,  792  note 
Registration 

Effect  of  judgment  as  res  judicata,  793 
note 

Effect   of  registration,   793  note 

Right  to  use  trademark,  verified  decla- 
ration, 793  note 

Test  of  registrability,  793  note 

Trademarks  entitled  to  registration,  793 
note 
•Similar   names,    796   note 
Territorial  extent  of  right,  792  note 

TRADE  SECRETS 

Disclosure   on    investigation    under   future 
trading  act,   publication    prohibited,    10 


I 


TRADING  WITH  ENEMY 

Alien  property  custodian 

Delivery  of  property  to,  799  note 
Persons    entitled    to    prosecute    claims 
against  property  in  hands  of,  306-307 
Choses  in  action  transferred  before  decla- 
ration of  war,  790  note 
Claims  against  property,  802  note 
•Claims  of  enemy  for  property,  801  note 
Communication  by  mail.  799  note 
Constitutionality  of  act,  799  note 
Extension     of    time    for    beginning     suit 

against  alien  custodian,  307 
Operation  of  act  not  affected  by  termina- 
tion of  war,  W5 
Partnership  between  citizen  and  alien  en- 
emy, 799  note 
Seizure  of  property,  799  note 
Workmen's  compensation,  alien  enemy  not 
entitled  to  award,  801  note 

TRANSPORTATION 

See  OARMRBS;  EZPLORIVES;  FfeDERAL  Cox- 
TROL  OP  liAWSPORTATION ;  INTEBSTATE 
OOMMERCB  Act;  RAXLROADS;  TELE- 
GRAPHS,  TELEPirONES   AND  CarIJIR 

Taxation  of  facilities,  see  Tax  on  Trans- 
TORTATiON  Facilities 

TREASON 

States,  power  to  define  and  punish  treason. 
880  note 

TREASURY 

Condition  of  trea<*ury,  statement  in  bud- 
get, 57 

TREASURY  DEPARTMENT 

See  General  Acoountino  Office 

Appropriations,    transfer    to    general    ac- 
counting office,  see  Auditors,  infra 
Comptroller    of   Treasury,   infra 

Assistant  Comptroller  of  Treasury,  office 
abolished,  60 

Auditors 
Appropriations  for  auditors  offices  trans- 
ferred to  general  accounting  office,   64 
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TREASURY  DEPARTMENT  ^{Cojifd) 
AuditoPB  —  ( Confd ) 

Appropriations  for  rent  and  contingent 
and     miscellaneous     expenses     trans- 
ferred to  general  accounting  oflfice,  64 
Books,  records,  etc.,  transferred  to  gen- 
eral accounting  office,  63 
Compensation    of   temporary   employees, 

308 
Offices  abolished,  63 

Personnel  of  offices  transferred  to  gen- 
eral accounting  office,  63 
Powers   and  duties   transferred  to  gen- 
eral accounting  office,  61 
Comptroller    of    Ciirrency    authorized    to 
designate   chief   of    examining   division. 
308 
Comptroller  of  Treasury 

Appropriations    for    comptroller's    office 
transferred     to     General     Accounting 
office,  64 
Office  abolished,  60 

Powers   and  duties   transferred   to  gen- 
eral accounting  office,  61 
Division    of    bookkeeping    and    warrants, 
books,  papers,  etc.,  transferred  to  gen- 
eral accounting  office,  63 
Division   of  public  moneys   and   account.**, 
duties  transferred  to   division   of  book- 
keeping and  warrants,  62 
Enforcement  of  laws,  detail  of  persons,  308 
Office  appliances  of  war  trade  section  of 
State  Department  transferred  to  Treas- 
ury Department,  65 
Undersecretary  of  Treasury 
Appointment,  308 
Compensation,  308 
Creation  of  office,  308 
Duties,  308 

TREATIES 

Alien's  right  to  hold  realty,  836  note 
Immigration   law  as  affected   bv   treaties, 

107 
(Supreme  law  of  land,  836  note 

TRIAL 

Direction  of  verdict,  633  note 
Issues  of  fact 

When  tried  by  court,  633  note 

When  tried  by  jury,  633  note 

TRUSTS 

See  Trade  Commnations  and  Trusts 

Acts  or  omissions  of  officers  or  agents, 
liability  imder  future  trading  act,  6 

■*  Person  "  within  meaning  of  future  trail- 
ing act,  6 

Taxation  of  income  of  estate,  see  Incx>me 
Tax 


Ambassador    extraordinary    and    minister 

plenipotentiary,  salary,  46 
American    prisoners    in    Turkey,    cost    of 

maintenance,  49 
Bent  of  prison   for  American  convicts  in 

Constantinople    and    wages    of    keepers, 

appropriation,  49 


TURKEY— (Con  rd) 

Student  interpreters  to  embassy,  salaries, 

47 
Turkish  secretary  and  assistant  secretary 
of  embassy  to  Turkey,  salary,  47 

TWICE  IN  JEOPARDT 

Constitutional  provision  not  limitation  on 
states,  843  note 

Jeopardy,  what  constitutes,  843  note 

Offenses  within  meaning  of  constitutional 
provision,  843  note 

States  not  affected  by  constitutional  pro- 
visions, 843  note 

TYPEWRITERS 

Elxecutive  departments  to  be  supplied  by 
general  supply  committee,  56 

Purchase  for  executive  departments,  limi- 
tation of  price,  55 

War  Department  to  make  inventory  of 
machines  on  hand,  56 

UlTDERSECRETARY  OF  TREASURY 

.See  Treasury  Departmbnt 

UNFAIR  COMPETITION 

Amount  in  controversy  in  injunction  suit, 
571  note 

UNITED  STATES 

See  Federal  Government 

Actions  against  United  States,  jurisdic- 
tion of  district  court,  581  note 

Alaska  included  in  term  as  used  in  revenue 
act,  122 

Appeal  bond  not  required  of  government. 
63d  note 

Definition  in  revenue  act,  122 

Definition  of  "  United  iStates  '*  in  act 
limiting  immigration,   106 

District  of  Columbia  included  in  term  as 
used  in  revenue  act,   122 

Gifts  or  bequests  to  government,  exemp- 
tion from  estate  tax,  178 

Hawaii  included  in  term  as  used  in  rev- 
enue act,  122 

Telegraph  or  telephone  service  to  govern- 
ment not  taxable,  184 

Tort  liability,  action  in  court  of  claims, 
624  note 

UNITED  STATES  BONDS 

iSee  Public  Debt 

UNITED  STATES  COMMISSIONERS 

Clerks,  deputies  and  assistants  serving  as 
commissioners,  compensation,  233 

Courts  in  which  commissioners  sit,  566 
note 

Historical  review,  566  note 

Powers  and  duties,  566  note 


UNITED  STATES  COURT  FOR  CHUNA 

Expenses  of  iudge  and  district  attorney 
during  sessions  awav  from  Shanghai, 
2^1-232 
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TTiriTED  STATES  COURTS 

See  Circuit  Coubt  op  Appeals;  Courts 
OF  Claims;  District  Courts;  Supreme 
Court 

tJHITED  STATES  DISTRICT  ATTOR- 

KEYS 
See  DiBisicr  ArrcmNEYs 

UHITED  STATES  EMERGENCY  FLEET 
CORPORATION 

See  Shipping  and  Navigation 

UNITED    STATES    PUBUC    HEALTH 
SERVICE 

See  Public  Health  Service 

UNITED  STATES  SHIPPINO  BOARD 

See  Shipping  and  Navigation 

UNITED    STATES   TARIFF    COMMIS- 
SION 

Additional  compensation  of  employees,  275 

UNITED     STATES    VETERANS'     BU- 
REAU 

See  Veterans*  Bureau 

UNKNOWN  SOLDIER 

Congressional  medal  of  honor  awarded  to 
unknown  British  and  French  soldiers 
buried  in  Westminster  Abbey  and  in  the 
Arc  de  Triomphe  respectively,  316 

URUGUAY 

Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

UTAH 

Compact  with  certain  other  states  for  ap- 
portionment of  waters  of  Colorado 
River,  280 


Envoy  extraordinary  and  minister  pleni- 
potentiary, salary,  46 

VENUE 

Local  suits  affecting  property  in  different 
districts  in  same  state,  596  note 

Removal  of  accused  to  trial  district,  415 
note 

6uits  in  districts  containing  more  than  one 
division,  596  note 

Suits  to  enforce,  suspend  or  set  aside 
orders  of  interstate  commerce  commis- 
sion, 624  note 

VERDICT 

Direction  of  verdict,  633  note 

VESSELS 

See  Health  and  Quarantine;  .Shipping 
AND  Navigation 

VETERANS 

See  Vocational  Rrhabilitation 


VETERANS'  BUREAU 

Actions  for  personal  injuries  or  death  of 

beneficiary,  paym^it  of  fees  and  mileage 

of  witnesses,  iZ9 
Appropriations,  923 
Beneficiaries 

Allotment  of  monthly  compensation,  925 

Director's  responsibility  for  care  of  bene- 
ficiaries, 929 

Individual  records  of  beneficiaries,  923 

Medical  care,  323-924 

Penalties  for  breach  of  rules  and  regula- 
tions, 925 

Rules     and     regulations     for     conduct, 
power  of  director  to  make,  925 
Board  of  discipline   and  morale,   powers, 

325 
Bureau    of    war    risk    insurance,    powerifi 

transferred  to  veterans'  bureau,  321 
Compensation    of   imallotted   installments. 
925 

Accumulation 

Allotment   by  beneficiaries    of    monthly 
compensation,  325 

Examination  of  claims,  detail  of  clerks 
to  make,  924 

Expenses  of  beneficiary  payable  out  of 
accumulations,  325 

False  and  fraudulent  claims,  punishment 
for  making,  926 

Forfeitures  for  breach  of  rulles  and  rejru- 
lations,  325 

Funeral    expenses,    etc.,    of    beneficiary 
payable   out  of   accumulations,   925  ' 

Investment  by  Secretary  of  Treasury  of 
accumulations  of  compensation,  325 

Travel  allowance  to  clerks,  etc.,  324-325 
Creation  of  bureau,  321 
Director 

Appointment,  321 

Governmental  facilities  generally,  utili- 
sation, 329 

Inspection    service,    authority   to   main- 
tain, 324 

Interior   department,   utilization    of    fa- 
cilities, 923 

Navy  department,   utilization   of   facili- 
ties, 929 

Powers,  321 

Public  health  service,  utilization  of  fa- 
cilities, 323 

Reports  to  Congress,  326 

Responsibility  for  care  of  beneficiaries. 
323 

Rules   and  regulations,  power  to  make. 
321.  325 

•Salary,  321 

Soldiers*  homc(s,  utilization  of  facilities. 
323 

War   department,    utilization    of    facili- 
ties, 329 
Disabled  members   of  military  and   naval 

forces,  treatment  by  bureau,  326 
Discharged  soldiers  and  sailors,  treatment 

by  bureau,  926 
Expenditures,  929 
Facilities  available  for  care  of  beneficiaries. 

323^924 
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VETERANS'   BUREAU  ^(Cont'cf) 

Federal    board    of    vocational    education, 

powers  transferred  to  bureau,  321 
Hospital  facilities,  extension  to  meet  needs 

of  beneficiaries,  323-324 
Inmates,  see  Beneficiaries,  supra 
Inspection  service,  authority  of  director  to 

maintain,  324 
Insurance 

Examination,  detail  of  clerks  to  make, 
324 

Travel  allowance  to  clerks,  etc.,  324-325 
Medical  care  of  beneficiaries,  333-324 
Offenses 

Breach  of  discipline,  325 

False  and  fraudulent  claims,  326 
Offices  and  suboffices,  location,  322-323 
Penalties    for    breach    by   beneficiaries    of 

rules  and  regulations,  325 
Personnel,    facilities,    etc.,    of    other    bu- 
reaus and  boards  transferred  to  bureau, 

321-322 
Premiums   of  war   risk  insurance,  waiver 

of  payment  on  due  date,  332 
Records,  documents,  etc.,  of  other  bureaus 

and  boards  transferred  to  bureau,  322 
Regional    offices,    establishment   and   loca- 
tion, 322-323 
Reports  to  Congress,  director  required  to 

make,  326 
Rules  and  regulations  for  conduct  of  bene- 
ficiaries 

Appeal  from  forfeiture  of  compensation, 
325 

Board  of  discipline  and  morale,  review 
of  forfeitures  of  compensation,  325 

Director's  power  to  make,  325 

Forfeiture    of    compensation    allowances 
for  breach,  325 

Penalties  for  breach,  325 
Standardization  of  medical  care,  etc.,  324 

VETERINART  SURGEONS 

'Special  tax  on  administration  of  products 
of  opium  or  coca  leaves,  200 

VIRGIN  ISI.AND8 

Constitution  as  applicable  to  islands,  813 

note 
Due  process  of  law  in  islands,  844  note 
Income  tax  laws  of  United  States  in  force 

in  islands,  310 
Mandamus  to  reinstate  district  judge,  813 

note 
National     prohibition     act     operative     in 

Virgin  Islands,  229 
Public  officers,  citizenship,  309 

VOCATIONAI.  EDUCATION 

Patients  of  federal  board,  additional  lios- 

pital  facilities  for,  104 
Powers    of    federal    board    transferred    to 

veterans*  bureau,  321 
Army  officers  as  instructors,  311 

VOCATIONAIi  REHABIUTATION 

Contributions    to    special    fund,    deduction 
in  computing  income  tax  of  donor,   137 
Enlisted  men  as  instructors,  311 


VOCATIONAIi       REHABILITATION  — 

{ConVd) 

Farm  products,  etc.,  incidental  to  training, 
disposal,  311 

Instructors,  army  officers  and  enlisted  men, 
3il 

Support  and  maintenance  of  dependents  of 
persons  imdergoing  training,  310 

Time  limited  for  commencement  of  train- 
ing, 310 

Time  to  make  application  for  training.  311 

VOLSTEAD  ACT 

See  Intoxicating  Liquors 

WAR 

See  Trading  With  Enemy;  Vocational 
Rehabilitation 

Acts  in  force  only  during  existence  of  war, 
effect  of  termination  of  war,  315 

Aliens  entering  or  leaving  country  during 
war,  power  of  president  to  regulate,  420 
note 

Congressional  medal  of  honor  for  unidenti- 
fied British  and  French  soldiers  buried  in 
Westminster  Abbey  and  in  the  Arc  de 
Triomphe  respectively,  316 

Declaration  of  war,  effect,  825  note 

Due  process  of  law  clause  of  constitution 
as  affected  by  war,  844  note 

Duration  of  war  power  of  congress,  446 
note 

Espionage  Act,  see  Cbiminal  liAW 

Government  contracts  as  defense  to  non- 
performance of  contracts  with  individ- 
uals, 809  note 

Power  of  congress  to  terminate  war,  825 
note 

Termination  of  war  as  affecting  war  legis- 
lation, 69-70,  316 

Termination  of  war  with  Germany  and 
Austro-Hungary,  68-69,  315 

War  legislation  remaining  in  force  after 
termination  of  war,  315 

WAR  CONTRACTS 

See  Public  Contbac:t8 

WAR  DEPARTMENT 

See  Army 

Inventory  of  typewriting  machines  on  hand. 
56 

States,  loan  of  tractors  for  use  in  con- 
structing roads,  315 

Veterans'  Bureau,  direr-tor  authorized  to 
utilize  departmental  facilities,  323 

WAREHOTTSES 

See    Rent    Regulation    in    DiHTRurr    of 

Columbia 
Carrier's  -liability  as  warehouseman,  effe<t 

of  bills  of  lading  act,  397  note 

WAR  FINANCE  CORPORATION 

Advances  for  agricultural  purposes 
Amount  of  advances  authorized,  29 
"  Bank,  banker  or  trust   company  "  de- 
fined, 30 
Banks  entitled  to  advances,  when,  28 
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WAB      FINANCE      CORPORATION  — 

(ConVd) 
Advances     for     agricultural     purposes  — 
(Cont'd) 
Banks,  purchase  by  corporation  of  notes. 

etc.,  held  by  banks,  29 
Commercial  paper,  purchase  from  banks 

by  corporation,  29 
Discount  of  negotiable   paper  by   corpo- 
ration, 29 
Evidences  of  debt,  purchase  from  banks 

by  corporation,  29 
Extension   of  time    for   payment   of   ad- 
vances, 28 
Form  of  obligation  for  advances,  28 
Information  furnished  to  corporation  by 

comptroller  of  currency,  30 
Interest  on  advances,  28 
Interest   on    loans   by   banks   of   moneys 

advanced  to  them,  30 
Loans  of  money  advanced  to  banks,  rate 

of  interest,  30 
Note  with  security  required  for  advances, 

28 
Persons  entitled  to  advances,  28 
Rate  of  interest  on  advances,  28 
Security  for  advances,  power  to  require 

additional  security,  28 
Time  of  making  advances,  28 
Advances  to  promote  commerce  with  foreign 

nations,  30 
Bonds,  see  Notes  and  bonds,  infra 
Directors,  appointment'by  joint  resolution,  27 
Exercise  of  powers  limited,  27 
Federal  reserve  banks  authorized  to  act  as 
depositaries  for  and  as  fiscal  agents  of 
corporation,  31 
Financing  exportation  of  agricultural  and 

other  products  authorized,  26 
Income    tax    not    imposed    on    interest    on 

bonds  issued  by  corporation,  134 
Joint  resolution  directing  action  for  relief 
of  depression  in  agricultural  sections,  26 
Liquidation,  31 
Notes  and  bonds 

Authoritv  to  issue,  30 
Use  as  security  by  federal  reserve  banks, 
30-31 
Obligations,  see  Notes  and  bonds,  supra 
Period  of  revival,  27 
Powers,  advances  for  agricultural  purposes, 

28-30 
Revival  of  activities,  26 
Unemployed    moneys    of    corporation,    dis- 
position, 31 
Winding  up  affairs,  31 

WAR  PROFITS  AND  EXCESS  PROF- 
ITS TAX 

** Admissible  assets  "  defined,  172 
Amount  of  tax 

Cases  speciallv  considered  for  purposes  of 
taxation,  17Vl74 

Determination   by  commissioner,   163 

Determination  of  facts  in  specially  con- 
sidered cases,  174 

Domestic  corporations  taxable  only  on  in- 
come from  sources  within  United 
States,  173 


WAR  PROFITS  ANB  EXCESS  PROF- 
ITS TAX,  ^{Cont'd) 
Amount  of  tax  —  Cont'd) 
Exceptional  hardship,  173 
Fiscal  year,  determination  of  amount,  175 
Foreign  corporations,  173 
Graduation  of  amount,  170 
Indistinguishable   aggregate   of   tangible 
and  intangible  property  paid  for  Grto<*k 
or  for  stock  and  bonds,  172 
Invested    capital,    inability    of    commis- 
sioner to  determine,  173 
Limitation  on  amount,  170 
Net  income  derived  from  different  sources, 

170-171 
Period    covered    by    return    as    affecting 

amount,  17i> 
Sales  of  mines,  oil  or  gas  wells,  175 
Assessment  bv  commissioner,   163 
**  Borrowed  capital  "  defined,   172 
Cases   specially  considered   for   purposes 

of  taxation,  173-174 
Change  of  ownership  of  trade  or  business, 

174 
Computation  of  tax,  169-170,  170-171 
Consolidated    corporations,   174 
Corporations   exempt   from   tax,   171 
Corporations  subject  to  tax,  169 
Deductions,  497  note 
Definitions 

"Admissible  assets,"   172 
"  Borrowed  capital,"  172 
"Dividends,"  169 
"  Fiscal  year,"  169 
"  Inadmissible  assets,"  172 
"  Intangible  property,"  172 
"Invested  capital,"  172 
"  Paid  or  accrued,"  169 
Personal  service  corporation,"  169 
Taxable  year,"  169 
Determination  of  amount  of  tax,  163 
"  Dividends  "  defined,  169 
Excess  profits  credit,  171 
Exemptions 

Amount  of  specific  exemption,   171 
Corporations  exempt.  171 
Corporations  not  entitled  to  specific  ex- 
emption, 171 
Grold   mining,   net   income  derived   from, 

171 
Period  of  computation  of  tax  as  affecting 
specific  exemption,  171 
"  Fiscal  year  "  defined!  169 
Gas  wells,  profits  from  sales  of.  175 
Grold    mining,    income    derived    from,    not 

taxable,  171 
Imposition  of  tax.  169 
"  Inadmissible  assets  "  defined,   172 
*'  Intangible  property  " 
Definition,  172 
Secret  processes,  498  note 
Invested  capital 

Application   of   term   to   ore   lands,    497 

note 
Definition,  172,  496  note 
Limitations  on  amount  of  tax,  170 
Mines 

Gold  mining,   income  derived  from,   not 
taxable,  171 
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WAB  PROFITS  AND  EXCESS  PBOF- 
ITS  TAX— (Confd) 

Mines  — {Cont'd) 

Proceeds  from  sales  of  mines,  175 

Net  income 

Ascertainment  of  net  income,   171 
Basis  of  computing  tax,   169-170 
Derivation  from  different  sources  as  af- 
fecting tax,  170-171 
Gold  mining,  income  derived  from,  not 

taxable,  171 
Minimum  amount  of  income  taxable,  171 

Oil  wells,  profits  from  sales  of,  175 

"  Paid  or  accrued  "  defined,  169 

Patents  not  invested  capital,  498  note 

"  Personal  service  corporation  "  defined,  169 

Publication  of  statistics,  168 

Rate  of  tax,  169-170 
Recovery    by    corporation    of    dividends 
paid  before  enactment,  496  note 

Refunding  overpayments,  175 

Reorganized  corporations,  174 

Returns 

Corporations  required  to  make  returns,  175 
Fiscal  year,  return  made  for,  175 
Period  covered  by  return  of  corporation 

as  affecting  amount  of  tax,  175 
Time  and  place  for  filing  returns,  175 
Secret  process  as  intangible  property,  498 
note 

Specially  considered  cases,  173-174 

Statistics,  publication,  168 

Statutory  definitions,  169 
Tangible  property  "  defined,  172 
Taxable  year  "  defined,  169 

Time  of  taking  effect  of  act,  175 

Trade  or  business  having  no  invested  capi- 
tal, de<hictions,  498  note 

Trades  and  businesses  affected,  496  note 

Transferred  assets,  174 

Valuation  of  transferred  assetp,  174 

WAB  BISK  INSUBANOE 

See  Veterans'  Bxtbeau 

Actions  on  insurance  certificates,  809  note 

Additional   compensation   of   employees   of 

bureau,  275 
Alien  enemy,  discharge  from  service  as  ter- 
minating insurance,  327 
Allotments  to  Public  Health  Service,  318 
Assignment  to  United  States  of   right   of 

action  for  injuries  or  death,  329 
Beneficiaries 

See  Compensation,  infra 
Beneficiaries,  change  of,  809  note 
Change    of    status    of    designated    bene- 
ficiary, 330 
Failure  of  beneficiaries  of  permitted  class 

to  survive  insured,  331 
Persons  admitted  into  military  or  naval 
service    after   passage    of   amendatory 
act,  329-330 
Persons  entitled  to  benefits  of  act,  327, 

329-330 
Persons  provisionally  accepted   in   mili- 
tary or  naval  service,  327 
Benefits,  see  Compensation,  infra 
Office  of  director  abolished,  321 
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WAB  BISK  INSUBANOE— (Cont'ii) 
Benefits--  {Cont'd) 
Personnel,  equipment,  etc.,  transferred  to 

veterans'  bureau,  322 
Powers  transferred  to  veterans'  bureau, 
321 
Cancelled  insurance,  reinstatement,  331 
Compensation  for  death  or  disability 
Army  nurse  corps  (female),  members  en- 
titled to  compensation,  when,  328 
Award  of  compensation,  review,  329 
Diseases     developing     after     separation 

from  service,  328 
Injuries  compensated,  326 
Installments  accruing  before  death,  810 

note 
Installments    not    accruing    until    after 

death,  810  note 
Navy  nurse  corps  ( female ) ,  members  en- 
titled to  compensation,  when,  328 
Payment,  provision  for,  33(^3^1 
Persons  entitled  to  compensation,  32S 
Persons  entitled  to  benefit  of  act,  329- 

330 
Review  of  awards,  329 
Time  of  admission  to  military  or  naval 

forces,  329-^3^ 
Time  of  death  or  disability  as  affecting 
compensation,  329 
Conscientious     objectors,    discharge     from 

service  as  terminating  insurance,  327 
Conversion  of  form  of  insurance,  330 
Criminal  acts  operating  to  terminate  in- 
surance, 327 
Death  by  wrongful  act,  assignment  of  right 

of  action  to  United  States,  329 
Death,  compensation  for,  328 
Desertion  from  service  as  terminating  in- 
surance, 327 
Disability,  compensation  for,  328 
Disbursing    clerk,    credits    on    accountinir, 

320 
Discharge  from  service  for  certain  causes 

as  terminating  insurance,  327 
Family  allowances,  investigation  of  appli- 
cants, 327 
Forms  of  insurance,  330 
•  Incontestability  of  policies,  333 
Injuries  to  person,  assignment  to  United 

States  of  right  of  action,  329 
Interest  on  payments,  332 
Investigation  of  applicants  for  family  al- 
lowances, 327" 
Lapsed  insurance 

Postmaster  General  authorized  to  receive 
premiums   and   applications  for   rein- 
statement, 332 
Reinstatement,   331 
Legal    remedies    for    personal    injuries   as 

affected  by  insurance  act,  809  note 
Patients  of  bureau,  additional  hospital  fa- 
cilities for,  104 
Payment  of  premiums,  3i32 
Persons   entitled   to   insurance,   327,   329- 

Premiums,  payment.  332 

Proceedings  in  actions  against  govern- 
ment on  war  risk  insurance  certificates. 
624  note 
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WAB  RISK  IK8URANCE— (Cof^r<f) 

Provisional  aoceptance  in  military  or  naval 
service  as  giving  right  to  beneflts,  327 

Keinstatement  or  lapsed  or  cancelled  yearly 
renewable  term  insurance,  331 

Eight  of  action  for  injuries  or  death,  as- 
signment to  United  states,  32^ 

Termination  of  insurance  by  dismissal 
from  Fervice  for  certain  causes,  327 

Veterans'  bureau,  examination  into  merits 
of  insurance  claims,  324 

Waiver  of  payment  of  premiums,  332 

WAB   TRADE   BOARD    SECTION    OF 
STATE  DEPARTMENT 

Abolition,  45 

Licenses  issued  by  board  not  affected  by 
abolition,  45 

Unexpended  funds  and  appropriations,  dis- 
posal, 45 

WASHINGTON 

Fort  Walla  Walla,  land  and  buildings  ap- 
propriated to  additional  hospital  facili- 
ties, 104-106 

WATERS 

See  Hawaii;  Kivebs,  Harbors  and  Caxalr 

Apportionment  of  waters  of  Colorado 
River  between  certain  states,  280 

Appropriation  of  waters,  810  note 

Boundary  waters  between  states,  agree- 
ments as  to  jurisdiction,  28d 

Colorado  River,  apportionment  between 
certain  states,  280 

Interstate  canal,  appropriation  by  govern- 
ment of  water  for  irrigation  purposes. 
811  note 

Licenses  to  use  waters  on  public  lands, 
77-78 

Mineral  waters,  tax  on,  185 

National  parks,  permits  to  use  water  in, 
3ia3-334 

Pipe  lines  on  public  lands,  protection  of 
owner,  811  note 

Reclamation  projects 
Automobiles    and    motorcycles,    use    to 

reduce  traveling  expenses,  334 
Expenditures  limited,  334 
Sources  and  expenditures  of  reclamation 

fund,  334 
Traveling  expenses,  334 

Riparian  rights,  patent  as  relating  back, 
811  note 

States,^  apportionment  of  waters  of  Colo- 
rado river  between  certain  states,  280 

Tide  lands,  condemnation  for  aviation  sta- 
tions, 344  note 

WEAPONS 

iSee  Bearixo  Arms 

WEARING  APPAREL 

Conservation,  see  Food  and  Fuei. 

WEIGHTS  AND  BCEASTTRES 

Bureau  of  Standards,  transfer  of  funds  for 
scientific  investigations,  33*'5 


WEST  INBIAN  ISUUIBS 

See  ViRoiN  Islands 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Additional  district  judge  for  southern  dis- 
trict, 235 

Retirement  of  senior  district  judge  for 
southern  district,  235 


Tax  on  sales  for  future  delivery,  see 
Future  Trading  Act 

WHITE  SLAVE  TRAFFIC 

Accomplice  evidence,  815  note 
Elements  of  offense,  814  note 
Evidence,  815  note 
Indictment,  814  note 
Interstate  commerce,  814  note 
Joinder  of  offenses,  815  note 
Method  of  transportation,  814  note 
Purpose  of  transportation,  814  note 

wnxs 

Construction,      jurisdiction      of      district 

court,  671  note 
Income  tax  not  imposed  on  legacies  and 

devises,   134 

WISCONSIN 

Boundary  waters,  agreements  with  other 
states  as  to  jurisdiction,  286 

WITNESSES 

Attempt  to  influence  or  intimidate  witness. 

700-701  note 
Attendance,    testimony   and    immunity    in 

proceedings  under  future  trading  act,  9 
Competency  in  criminal  cases.  816  note 
Fees  of  witnesses  not  testifying,  taxation 

as  costs,  816  note 
Mileage,  816  note 

WOMAN  SUFFRAGE 

State  constitutions  as  affected  hy  amend- 
ment, 878  note 

»State  election  laws  as  affected  hy  amend- 
ment, 878  note 

Validity  of  constitutional  amendment,  878 
note 

WORKBCEN*S  COMPENSATION  ACTS 

Alien  enemies,  right  to  award,  801  note 

Income  tax  not  imposed  on  compensation 
awarded,  134 

Ix>ngshoreman  not  entitled  to  compensa- 
tion under  state  act,  643  note 

Persons  in  federal  service  as  governed  by 
federal  act,  800  note 

WTOMINO 

Compact  with  certain  other  states  for  an- 
portionment  of  waters  of  Colorado 
River,  280 

Fort  Mackenzie,  land  and  huildings  appro- 
priated to  additional  hospital  facilities. 
104-105 

YACHTS 

Special   tax   on    use  of   yachts   and    other 

pleasure  hoats.  199 
Tax  on  sale  or  lease,  193 
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